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ERRATA. 


Page 4539, line 37, should read ‘‘ Russian Interpreters in the Army.’ 


3 June. 


17 June. Page 1450, line 7, should read “‘ [No. 6 Bill.]’ 
27 May. Page 28, line 47, should read ‘‘ Service as warrant officer.” 


Page 29, line 28, et seg., should read “in the same regiment, but 
the custom is not to promote an officer over the heads of others in the 
same regiment (who are qualified for promotion except by length of 
service) unless they consent to such promotion,” &c. 
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An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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MANCHESTER, SHEFFIELD, AND 
LINCOLNSHIRE RAILWAY (EXTEN- 
SION TO LONDON, &c.) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing, read. 
Moved, 
read 2*.”’, 
*Tue Duxe or WESTMINSTER: My 
Lords, I have no wish or intention to 
oppose this Bill, or to express an 


“That the Bill be now 


mae Be “ it; but I desire to 
whether it will be 
aint cmry e Select Committee to 


whom this Bill will be referred may 
consider any alternative site. I believe 
it is not the custom of this House to 
move instructions to Committees, but 
if possible I think it would be desirable, 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 





in the face of the very considerable 
opposition that there is to the present 
site of the terminus near St. John’s 

Wood, for the Committee to consider 
an alternative site. Last year, my. 
Lords, a Committee was appointed on 
the Bill in the House of Commons, 
which was thrown out, and an instruc- 

tion was conveyed to them to consider 
alternative sites; but they reported 
that they were unable to do so because 
there was no definite alternative site 
before the Committee. Whether it 
would be possible that a Committee of 
this House should consider an alterna- 
tive site I do not know; but I think it 
would be desirable, as I understand 
that there is an alternative site which 
was brought before the House of 
Commons Committee that passed the 
Bill the other day. I understand 
that the Select Committee of the House 
of Commons did not consider them- 
selves able, for what reason I do not 
know, to consider that alternative site ; 

but T am assured that there is att 
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alternative site which might be con- 
sidered, and I hope your Lordships’ 
Committee may be in a position to 
consider it. 

“Tue Eart or RAVENSWORTH: 
Before the House comes to the Second 
Reading of this Bill, presuming that it 
will be sent to a Committee upstairs, I 
should like to say a single word in 
support of the view of the noble Duke. 
I should like to ask whether the Com- 
mittee would have full power to inquire 
whether the access into London is the 
most suitable that can be found, and 
likewise whether the site of the pro- 
posed terminus is also the most. suit- 
able. Your Lordships are aware that 
there is a strong feeling on the part of 
many hundreds of the inhabitants of 
Marylebone on those two points, and 
I trust the House will not assent to 
the Second Reading of the Bill unless 
it is understood that the Committee 
will have full power to inquire into 
them. 

“Toe CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (The Earl of Morey) : My 
Lords, it is not necessary for me to 
say much on the subject. The Bill 
seems to me to be one on which the 
Committee might have ample power of 
making all the inquiries that are neces- 
sary. I hardly think they can go 
into an alternative site which is not 
specified ; but I should very much de- 

recate anything like an instruction 
ioe given by the House to the Com- 
mittee ; it is not a custom that is usual 
in this House, and I think it might in 
the case of Private Bills lead to con- 
siderable inconvenience in future. 

Toe PRIME MINISTER anv 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
Sauispury): I think it is perhaps 
important to note too that the very 
absence of the practice of instructions 
in this House carries with it also the 
assumption that our Committees will 
look upon all these matters, not purely 
as between litigant and litigant, but 
also from the poe public point of 
view, and that they have full liberty to do 
so. Ido not for a moment suggest what 
the broad public point of view in this 
case may be ; I have not sufficient know- 
ledge of the circumstances ; but it is easy 
to see that it is a matter which excites 
& great deal of feeling and very strong 

The Duke of Westminster 
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opinion different from that which is 
ordinarily raised by Railway Bills; 
and therefore I hope that the Com- 
mittee, whoever they may be, will feel 
that it is their duty to act as legislators, 
as well as a tribunal between litigants 
in the matter. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I sympathise entirely with what 
the noble Lord has said; but I should 
like those who are experts in the Private 
Business of the House to tell us ex- 
plicitly that the Committee will have 
power to do this. I feel a little doubt 
about it. Committees are apt to pro- 
ceed in the same manner as has been 
customary in the House, and I have a 
little doubt whether they can go beyond 
the points raised in opposition to the 
Bill. 

Toe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Does the noble Earl imagine that there 
is any law for them except our Standing 
Crders ? I do not agree that any custom 
which has grown up is binding upon 
them. 

Tre Eart or KIMBERLEY : I agree 
that there is no law binding upon them. 
At the same time when a practice has 
— up Committees do not like to 

iverge, especially on important 
matters, from what they happen to 
know has been the regular practice of 
the House. I merely wish to know 
whether the Committee are clearly 
authorised to do this ? 

THe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: My Lords, the difficulty 
that occurs to me in the matter is that, ac- 
cording to the proposalof considering an 
alternative site, you are going to bring 
before the Committee power to take 
land without having eg any notice 
to the owners from whom it is about 
to be taken. On those grounds there- 
fore I should rather doubt whether the 
Committee would think it right to go 
into such an alternative scheme, the 
owners of the land not having had the 
usual Parliamentary notices. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
would suggest that there is some i- 
bility of error in using the 
“ alternative site.” I take it that the 
Committee would have a perfect oppor- 
tunity and right to inquire into an 
alternative site in this sense: that the 
proposed site was not the best, and for 
that reason they would be entitled to 
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: Railway Rates and 

‘the scheme altogether. But if 
ys fr noble Duke has said imports 
that the Committee would have power 
te take another site and actually give 
Parliamentary sanction to it, I believe 
that would be both distinctly against 
the Standing Orders of the House, and 
further that it would be entirely outside 
the law for our Committees on Private 
Bill Legislation to take into considera- 
tion any alternative sites that may be 


*Tue Eart or MORLEY: If I ma 
transgress the Rules of the House an 
8 once more, I should like to en- 

rse what has fallen from the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack. It 
seems to me that it would be absolutely 
impossible for the Committee to go 
into an alternative site in the sense of 
ing a definite alternative scheme 
in opposition to this Bill. It would be 
absolutely impossible, no notices having 
been given, and no scheme, plans or 
sections being before the House. But, 
after this conversation in the House, I 
feel certain ‘that any Committee of 
your Lordships, to whom the Bill is 
referred will be very jealous and careful 
in their inquiry as to whether this par- 
‘ticular site is a good one, or whether, 
‘in general terms, a better site might not 
in some future Session be found. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
-cordingly, and committed; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


(RAILWAY RATES AND CHARGES PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (NORTH EASTERN, 
&c.) BILL. 


THIRD READING, 


‘Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing, read. 
Bill read 3*. 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I move an Amendment in 
edule, Class C, after ‘‘ timber actual 
machine weight,” to insert “ or 
measurement weight.” My Lords, if 
I had not for some years had my 
-attention drawn to the increasing de- 
preciation in the value of timber, or 
rather the increased difficulty of selling 
it, I should have hesi to bring 
forward such an Amendment as I pro- 
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pose after the amount of cold 
that has been poured upon it. 


had no case, and I had better not 
take it up. After that another 
noble Lord, who sat upon your Lord- 
ships’ Committee, wrote to me that 
some of the statements of the timber 
merchants were most inaccurate, and 
others irrelevant. He desired me to 
read the evidence which had been given 
before the Committee. I did so, and 
after having made some observations to 
him, the only thanks I got was to be 
told that a little knowledge is a dan- 
gerous thing. Now, my Lords, the 
grievance complained of by the timber 
merchants is that round timber is sac- 
rificed to square by the substitution of 
machine weight for measurement, and 
that also by the diminution of fifty feet 
to forty feet measurement to the ton in 
the case of several kinds of timber, 
while sixty feet of deals, battens and 
boards may be charged as one ton, the 
effect will be to drive out of the market 
the round timber, which is British 
timber, in favour of the foreign timber 
which all comes square, especially 
deals. Now the noble Lord who 
objects to the statements made by the 
timber merchants represented them as 
not unanimous. irtually they are 
unanimous. There is only one of the 
timber merchants who was examined 
by the railway counsel who was in 
favour of machine weight; otherwise 
all the timber merchants, whether 
engaged in the British trade or the 
foreign trade, object to machine weight 
and prefer the old established measure- 
ment weight. The noble Lord who 
was a Member of the Committee also 
objected that it had been proved that the 
measured timber contained from twenty 
to thirty per cent. more timber than 
machine-weighed timber. If this were so 
it might justify some difference in the 
rates; but out of the eighteen 

rates given in the letter of the timber 
merchants, ten of the rates on round 
timber are double those on the square 
timber, and the remaining eight 
from _—. double to half as m 
more—t is to say, in the proportion: 
of three to two; Ie the eons af ths 
Great Eastern Railway out of sixteen 
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7 Railway Rates and 
rates, five are double, and the rest 


about half more ; out of seven rates on | : 


the Great Western Railway one is 
double; one Midland rate is quoted 
which is more than double; one out of 

five Great Northern rates is nearl 

double ; and out of fifteen London an 
North-Western rates two are more 
than double, and the rest about half as 
much more. It is impossible after 
that to deny that round timber 
is not sacrificed to square. Besides 
this, the timber merchants complain of 
another injustice that is done to them : 
new terminal rates have been added of 
ls. 6d. at each end, making 3s. 
Now, m Lords, timber bears 
rough handling, and it is not right or 
fair that the same terminal rates 
should be charged for timber as are 
charged for fresh fruit, casks of ale, and 
other articles which do not bear knock- 
ing about. Not only that, but the 
timber does not require warehousing, 
and fresh fruit and other goods do re- 
uire to be put into a warehouse. The 
timber merchants also have always been 
in the habit of loading their own trucks, 
so that it is difficult to say what the 
Railway Companies do for this money 
that they are now going tocharge. The 
same noble Lord, who I do not see 
now in the House, also said to me that 
it was not much good reading the 
evidence : he had seen the witnesses in 
the box. Although your Lordships’ 
Committee-men are not as intimidating 
as the Judges, I have no hesitation in 
saying that the railway counsel, who 
practise before Parliamentary Com- 
mittees, are every bit as intimidating 
to a witness, and equally as confusing 
as any Old Bailey practitioner. One of 
these cases in which they intimidated 
a witness, was that the Railway Com- 
ies put forward the Clearing House 
tions which are not in accord- 


- ance with Acts of Parliament, and their 


counsel so confused one of these wit- 
nesses as to make him say that if some- 
thing was in that book it would be 
right, when he meant if it was in the 
Act of Parliament. Then another ob- 


jection which is made to this Amend- 
ment is—why is it only made in the 
case of the North-Eastern Railway 
eran Well, my Lords, it is Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach, the President of 
the Board of Trade, who is answerable 


Lord Stanley of Alderley 








they would get the House to revise the 
North-Eastern Company's rates that 
would be a ground for revising the other 
rates ; and the North-Eastern Railway 
wn oe was chosen, not by the timber 
merchants, but by Sir Michael Hicks 
Beach. Iam also informed that the 
North-Eastern Railway Company’s 
system is one of the most compact in 
the country, and that it includes all the 
county of Durham. So that the objec- 
tion that was made in the House of 
Commons lately that it would be putting: 
the North-Eastern Railway Com in 
anauiitonseltenanienaesantial er 
Railway Companies has very little: 
weight in it, as it has nearly the 
monopoly of its district. My Lords, I 
wish to say something as to Her 
Majesty’s Government. The present 
Government is not justified, as any 
other Administration might be, in bear- 
ing hardly upon the timber merchants,. 
because it was this Administration 
which, in 1874, passed the Plantation 
Rating Act, which, whilst it placed a 
new tax upon timber, also increased 
the Income Tax which, in most cases,. 
followed the higher assessment put on 
woods. Now 1874 was the last year: 
of agricultural prosperity, and if the 
Government had waited a little while 
it could not have proposed a fresh tax 
upon plantations that were not able to- 
bear it. My Lords, that Act had been 
brought forward by a Liberal Adminis- 
tration once or twice before; it was. 
by the present Administration,. 
and it would certainly go far to justify 
those journalists who say that Conser- 
vatives always steal Liberal measures. I. 
wonder whether my noble Friend behind. 
me (the Earl of Kimberley) would 
acquiesce in that view! The noble: 
Earl is much too candid to say so, be- 
cause it is a great mistake into which 
the Conservatives have fallen. The 
real fact is that the Liberals adopt the 
tactics of some savages who leave 
poisoned meat behind them in their: 
tracks. So the Liberal Government: 
when they go out of office leave poisoned 
Bills in pigeon-holes for the Conserva- 
tive Government to pass, and alienate 
and offend its own supporters. My 


Lords, I have had occasion to see the: 
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Railway Rates and 
’ figures received from a great number of 
ns, amongst others from the late 
of Bedford, showing that planta- 
tions do not pay, but are a dead ee 
asked the late Duke of Bedford how he 
accounted for plantations not being 
taxed cut of existence, and he said to 
me—not, as I expected he might have 
said, because they were valuable shelters, 
because they were valuable coverts ; 
but he said because timber had become 
unsaleable. I will only detain your 
Lordships five minutes more. I wish 
to inform the noble Marquess of what 
one of his most valued public servants 
wrote on this subject—I mean the late 
Ambassador to ce. He did not 
write when he was Ambassador there, 
because the French have no timber to 
sapett except what grows in Corsica, 
and that they keep for their dockyards ; 
but he wrote it between the time of 
his coming back from India, and going 
to Paris— 
“The forest, whose um us beauties 
Baran t, brageo 


The traveller with an undisturbed sengation 
‘Of joy and peace, may to its owner be 
Mainly a troublesome anxiety ; 
‘To him that forest represetits, not trees 
Whose hospitable boughs diffuse a dim 
Delicious languor, but those foes to ease 
Figures fatiguingly precise and prim, 
Which he must reckon up by twos and 
threes 
‘To — thousands. Not enough for 
“That two and two make four! He has to 
strive 


‘That practically two and two make five.” 


I ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether they will insist upon imposing 
these new rates, and so burdening 
British timber? My Lords, I move the 
Amendment of which I have given 
notice, in the Schedule in Class C, after 
“* timber actual machine weight ” to in- 
‘sert ‘‘or measurement weight.” 


Moved, Schedule, Amendment pro- 
posed in Class C, after (‘‘ timber actual 
machine ao 2 — (*‘ or measure- 
ment weight.”)—(The Lord Stanley o 
Alderley.) ee — 

Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
“GORDON : My Lords, I am at a loss 
to know what Amendment the noble 
Lord has moved; he has not men- 
tioned it in his speech, and there is 
mothing on the Table. 


{27 May, 1899} 





Charges, éc. Bill. ‘10 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
noble Lord has circulated the Amend- 
ment. ‘Schedule, Amendment pro- 
posed in Class C, after (‘timber actual 
machine weight’) insert (‘ or measure- 
ment weight ’).” 

Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: I certainly hope your Lord- 
ships will not concur in the Amendment 
which the noble Lord has moved ; but 
what misled me in thinking the noble 
Lord had not moved an Amendment 
was that, following very closely all his 
remarks, there was no portion of his 
speech, so far as I could hear, whieh 
touched on this Amendment in any 
way whatever. I hope your Lordships 
will not agree to this Amendment. 
This timber question has been con- 
sidered most Tally ; it was considered 
by Lord Balfour and Sir Courtena 
Boyle at the Westminster Town 
two years ago, and the Provisional 
Orders were founded upon the evidence 
which was brought before them. 
Those Provisional Orders were brought 
before the Joint Committee of which 
I had the honour to be Chairman last 
year and this year, and which sat for a 
period of sixty-eight or seventy days ; 
and I can conscientiously say, havi 
had some experience as a Chairman 
Committees, both in the other House 
of Parliament and in this House, that 
I never presided over a Com- 
mittee who paid more attention to the 
subjects brought before them, and who 
were actuated more decidedly by the 
desire of doing ample justice to both 
— who came before us, when we 

ad to decide upon what were very 
often very difficult and critical ques- 
tions. We were assisted in this very 
much by Lord Balfour and Sir 
Courtenay Boyle, and with regard to 
the timber question — though I am free 
to admit we were not always unanimous 
upon other questions, but it was very 
seldom that we had to resort to a 
Division—on the timber question, 
when it was brought before us 
both last year and this year, we 
were unanimous in the conclusions 
and the decisions to which we came. 
But, my Lords, the timber trade were 
also heard. They were heard, first of 
all, at the Westminster Town Hall; 








a oI 


Railway Rates and 
- secondly, they were heard last year by 


- ‘the Joint Committee; thirdly, they | 23d 


-were heard Sir Michael Hicks 
Beach, Lord Balfour, and Sir Courtenay 
- Boyle in the autumn ; and, fourthly, 
they were again heard by the Joint 
Committee of this year, over which I 
had the honour to preside; and, as I 
have told your Lordships, we were 
‘ Unanimous on each occasion. Now, 
my Lords, the noble Lord proposes 
that with regard to the North-Eastern 
Railway Bill we should take measure- 
ment timber out of Class I. and place it 
in Class C. He has not shown us any 
reason for this. But I will tell him 
why measurement timber is put in 
Class I and not in Class C, Class I. being 
‘ the higher charge; because measure- 
ment timber is not so accurate as 
machine timber—that is to say, 
whereas forty feet with the bigger 
timber is allowed for a ton, and, I 
think, fifty feet for the smaller kinds of 
timber go to a ton, it does not follow 
that, because the measurement is 
covered, therefore it should only 
represent a ton in weight, inasmuch as 
some timber being heavier than others, 
what would be forty feet to the ton in 
one sort of timber would not accurately 
represent a ton in other sorts. There- 
fore the measurement timber was kept 
in Class I. because you could come to a 
- much more accurate calculation as to 
the real weight. The noble Lord 
mentioned the various companies— 
the London and North-Western, the 
Great Eastern, and so on. I did not 
uite follow him there, because those 
ills are not now before us; but the 
noble Lord must forgive me for pointing 
out that the powers of the North- 
Eastern Railway Company were very 
much sibinested by the action of the 
Committee. The two principal Acts 
which relate to the North: Bastern 
Railway are an Act passed in 1854, 
. and an Act passed later, in 1858, called 
the Stockton and Darlington Railway 
Act. By the original Act the Company 
were able to charge, for a distance of 
twenty miles and upwards, a toll of 
2d.a mile, and for less than twenty miles 
Qgd. :,and for the use-of carriages and 
ee in addition, the Company were 
to demand and receive a reasonable 

sum for loading, unloading, &c. But 
: by the Stoc and Darlington 


The Duke of Richmond and Gordon 
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Act the toll for timber was. 
for over ten miles; and 


under that Act — is whisk thay 
tion whatever to the charge whi 
make and for the services which they 
may render; therefore they might for 
the present charge any amount for 
terminal services in the case of timber. 
Now we cut that down, because we 
fixed the terminal ye at 1s. 6d. in 
place of thetoll which they might exact 
if they thought fit, and we considered 
that we had cut down the powers of 
the North-Eastern Company as much 
as it was right and fair to do, and that 
the timber trade was dealt with fairly 
and justly by us. And, my Lords, 
there was a gentleman representing a 
very large company of timber merchants, 
who came before us and told us that 
he preferred the alternative ; that he 
liked to be able to send his timber 
either by measurement weight or by 
machine weight, as suited him best at 
the time. Now, my Lords, I shall not 
go into the question of the decrease in 
the value of timber; I do not think 
really that is a matter which concerns. 
this Amendment; nor shall I follow 
the noble Lord—I did not really quite 
understand him—when he talked about 
pigeon-holes and questions which were 
left behind by one Government and taken 
up by another. If my noble Friend 
below (the Marquess of Salisbury) likes. 
to answer that I shall be happy to 
leave it in his hands. But there is one 
point in the noble Lord’s remarks that 
I must protest against—that is that 
Parliamentary Counsel are in the habit 
of intimidating witnesses. NowI have 
a very large experience among the- 
Parliamentary Counsel, andI am bound 
to say that I think no inquiry can be 
carried on by any body of gentlemen 
more properly, with more gentleman- 
like feeling, and with more desire of 
giving the Committee all the informa- 
tion which they require, than is the. 
ractice now with the Parliamentary 
ar, who I believe to be an honour- 
to the profession which they adorn. 
My Lords, I have nothing more'to add,. 
but I do ask your Lordships not to 
agree to the Amendment of the noble 
Lord. 


Amendment negatived. 
Bill passed. 
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RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 
RESOLUTION. 

Tae Eart or DUNBAVEN: In 
making the Motion which I shal! 
presently have the honour to make, it 

to me very desirable that this 

ouse of Parliament should have accu- 
rate and official information as to a 
Resolution which was passed not long 
ago by the Canadian Pariiament. The 
Resolution, as I understand it, what- 
ever opinion may be held as to its 
terms and principles, is at least a very 
significant fact. A distinct proposition 
having reference to perro me reese 
ment within the Empire, or at any rate 
& distinct intimation that she would be 
ready to consider that proposition, has 
been made by one of our self-governing 
colonies. And, so far as I know, my 
Lords, this is the first time that the 
bare of reciprocity has been put 
orward in what may be Peach a 
— shape. Iam very sure, my 
rds, that the House will agree with 
me that the status and condition at 
which the colonies, having responsible 
self-government, have arrived is such 
that any utterances they may make on 
matters of this kind affecting them- 
selves, or on matters affecting our 
domestic Imperial policy, ought to be, 
and will be, received by Parliament, 
and by this House, with the attention 
that is due to them. My Lords, I 
should like to make a few remarks upon 
the purely commercial and practical 
aspect of the case. I was very much 
impressed by the words that fell from 
the Prime Minister on the last occasion 
when I had the honour of bringing this 
neral topic before the House. The 
ime Minister then said that this 
great question of preferential treatment 
or some approach to commercial union 
within the Empire was one that 
appeared to lend itself rather to 
rhetoric than to any practical - 
tions. I myself, I admit at once, Sons 

t no very practical suggestion to 
a to-night; I was under the im- 
pression—I suppose I should say under 
the delusion—that last Session I 
made a very practical suggestion in 
asking that the colonies might be in- 
vited to confer with us on this subject. 
But, my Lords, a practical suggestion 
has been made. So far as I under- 


{27 May, 1892} 





with Canada. 14 
by the Canadian Legislature, they 
y t ian islaturé, they ex- 
press their willingness to give usa dis- 
tinct preference in their markets, 
if we, in our turn, are ready to 
give an equal preference to their 
— in our markets. Now, 
rds, to understand how that 
affect us it is necessary to consider 
what is the nature of our trade with 
that colony? Practically our ay 8 
are entirely in manufactures. @ ex- 
port textiles, cotton, woollen, and silk 
goods, and hemp and flax, and so on; 
we export iron in considerable quanti- 
ties ; and hardware, glass, china, and 
all goods: of that kind, which are 
nerally called dry goods ; and haber- 
hery, and so on—in fact, we export 
manufactured articles of nearly every 
description. Articles of the same 
description are exported to Canada by 
foreign countries, and specially by the 
United States; in some of those goods 
the exports from the United States 
exceed our exports ; in other classes of 
goods our exports exceed those of the 
United States. Speaking broadly, they 
are pretty evenly balanced, and there 
is no question but that our manufac- 
turers are in very fierce competition 
with the United States in supplying 
the Canadian markets. It is perfectly 
obvious then, my Lords, that a distinct 
preference, such as Canada has sug- 
gested to be given to our goods, 
would be an enormous advantage 
to us; it would cause a consider- 
able increase in our export trade to 
Canada ; it would ereate in consequence 
a considerable expansion of our manu- 
facturing industries ; and it would also 
in consequence benefit the — 
trade. en there is the other side 
the case to be considered: What have 
we got to give in return? The 
Canadian suggestion is that if they 
give us an advantage of ten per cent. 
we are to give them an equivalent per- 
centage say of ten per cent. What do 
we obtain from Canada? Some, what 
may be termed, semi-manufactured 
goods, such as timber and leather, but 
rincipally raw produce in food articles. 
e import meat, cattle, wheat, grain 
of all kinds, cheese, eggs, fish and 
meat cured, and, provisions generally, 
—and, my Lords, we have no duties 
whatever upon Canadian raw produce ; 
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y require, it would be neces- 
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imports. The crucial question 
what effect upon us would be 
caused by placing duties upon food 
te? I have no doubt that the:very 

idea would cause a kind of cold shudder 
to run through the nervous system of 
some of your Lordships. I should be 
told that I am ready to tax the food of 
the people, and that the idea of taxing 
raw produce when we are in such diffi- 
culties in competing with foreign 
countries in manufactured articles is 
perfect madness. But, my Lords, would 
the effects be so very disastrous? Asa 
matter of fact, I think even a very cur- 
sory examination would show that they 
would not. In theory, no doubt, if you 
place import duties on bread stuffs, the 
price of bread ought to rise; but in 
practice the price of bread does not 
rise. By observing what occurs in 
European countries, and in the fluctua- 
tion in the price of corn in this country, 
the truth, which cannot be ignored, is 
that the selling price of the manufac- 
tured article, a4 does not rise in 
proportion—does not generally rise at 
all—in consequence of an increase in 
the price of the raw product, wheat. 
In 1890 we imported about sixty-seven 
and a half million hundredweights of 
foreign wheat, and in the same year 
we used sbout forty-one million hun- 
dredweights of home-grown wheat, and 
about fifteen million hundredweights of 
British-grown wheat; in round num- 
bers, we used about fifty-six million 
hundredweights of British, as against 
sixty-seven million hundredweights of 
foreign wheat. Now assuming that an 
ad valorem duty, equivalent to ten per 
cent., was placed upon foreign wheat, 
and assuming that the price of bread 
did rise to the full value of that duty, 
the difference would be something less 
than a farthing in the price of a 
quartern loaf. I do not, my Lords, 
wish in the least to undervalue an in- 
¢rease even of a fraction of a farthing in 
the Emm of bread ; but the question is 
whether even that increase would 
occur? I do not for one moment be- 
lieve it would. The duties on wheat 
were raised enormously in France to an 
extent amounting to seventy or seventy 
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five cent. ; but no appreciable differ- 
ence @havie! was caused in the retail 
price of bread. And the same thing 
occurred inGermany. In this country, 
my Lords, you will find that the whole- 
ee ay At aye poet has increased, at one 
period as against another, to an extent 
more than equal to a ten, fifteen or 
twenty per cent. duty on the whole of 
the foreign imported wheat that comes 
into this country, and that increase in 
the wholesale price of corn has made 
absolutely no difference whatever in 
the retail price of the quartern loaf. 
My Lords, these are facts, and 
whatever our theories may be, 
or however much they may conflict 
with theories, they are facts which 
ought to be, and must be, taken into 
consideration in considering this ques- 
tion. But, my Lords, I wish to point 
out further that the assumptions I have 
made are really absurd ; they rest upon 
no solid foundation whatever; in our 
case, even in theory, it is perfectly im- 
possibie that any moderate duty on 
foreign wheat could have any effect 
whatever upon the price of bread. In 
the first place a moderate duty, though 
it could not affect the price of bread, 
would have a considerable effect in en- 
couraging British production, that is 
to say, in encouraging the production 
of wheat in Canada, in Australia, and 
in India; the area of production would 
be increased; more wheat would be 
grown; and that in itself must in- 
fallibly be of great advantage to us 
as large importers of wheat. Then, 
my Lords, when an import duty is im- 
posed, it is obvious that somebody has 
to pay for it. The question is who 
does pay for it? The theory gene- 
rally held in this country is that the 
importer pays the duty; the theo 

held in most other countries, an 

especially in the United States, is that 
the exporter paysthe duty. They look 
upon the duty as a tax which the ex- 
porter pays to come into their markets. 
The real truth of the matter is that the 
question of whether the importer or the 
exporter pays the duty, or what pro- 
portion of it they relatively pay, is de- 
termined by the state of the market, 
and the relative necessity to sell or to 
buy. If the buyer be exceedingly 
anxious to buy, and the seller not par- 
ticularly anxious to sell, then obviously 
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‘the ‘buyer, the importer, will the 
-whole or a large part of the PE cag wee 
if, on the other hand, the necessity for the 
-buyer to buy is not so urgent as the 
necessity of the’ seller to sell, then the 
-producer, the exporter, will pay the 
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whole or a large of the duty. 
-Now, my Lords, in this case there can 
-be no doubt that the foreign producer 
-would pay any moderate duty that was 
put upon his bread, and for this reason : 
-that our area of production is limitless ; 
we in England, in British India, in 
-Canada, and in Australia can produce all 
the wheat that we require so abundantly 
and so te i there is not 
the faintest danger in the world that a 
duty on foreign wheat can make any 
difference whatever to us. It is a well- 
known mercantile fact that the price 
-of the cheapest parcel of goods sets the 
whole market value of a commodity, 
and there can be no doubt that the 
-competition between Indian, Australian, 
Canadian, and home grown wheat 
would keep down the market price, and 
would set the market value of ali the 
imported wheat that came into the 
country. In such a case the foreign 
wheat producers would pay the whole 
of any moderate import duty. It would 
be absolute ruin to the United States, 
and the great industries in Russia to 
be excluded from our market, and to 
avoid being excluded they would have 
éo compete with Indian, Australian, and 
Canadian wheat. To come in at all 
they would have to pay a duty, and, 
sooner than be excluded, they would 
pay anything in the nature of a 
moderate import duty that was placed 
upon foreign grain. My Lords, the 
effect of discrimination, as it appears 
to me, would be this: the revenue 
would gain to the extent of the duty ; 
the foreigners would pay that duty— 
which appears to me a most excellent 
way of raising the Revenue—the area 
of wheat growing would be increased 
which would be an immense advantage 
to us; the industry of wheat growing 
would gradually tend to transfer itself 
from foreign soil to British soil. And 
the advantage that that would be to us 
is self-evident, if I remind your Lord- 
ships that as a customer, as a purchaser 
of our goods, one Canadian is worth 
three citizens of the United States, and 
is worth twenty-three Russians; and 
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one Australian is worth to us twelve 
citizens of the United States, and 
about ninety Russians. My Lords, I 
have selected wheat to speak about 
because it is the most important artiele 
both in quality and quantity of the food 
products that we import, and because 
it is the article about which controversy 
generally rages most hotly. But of 
your Lordships will look into’ the 
matter you will find that the same 
arguments that I have made use ‘of 
in endeavouring to show that a 
discriminating duty in favour of 
British grown wheat as against —_ 
grown wheat could not possibly 
have the effect of enhancing the price 
of bread at home will ¥ wen apply to 
all other articles of food that we import. 
I am not at all afraid of the accusation 
of wishing to raise the price of food to 
the people. I know very well that the 
line of argument I have endeavoured to 
sketch out can be sustained in detail, 
and I am not at all afraid of meeting 
generalities of that kind with argu- 
ments which are founded upon fact and 
truth. After all, my Lords, this policy 
of discriminating in favour of our best 
customers is only applying to public 
affairs the principle which is instine- 
tively and intuitively followed by every 
individual who is engaged in trade in 
this country; there is not anyone 
engaged in trade, from the greatest 
commercial company to the smallest 
retail shopkeeper, who does not recog- 
nise the difference between a good and 
a bad customer, who is not anxious to 
give good terms to the good customer, 
and who is not ready to give advan- 
tages to a customer who in his turn 
will give advantages tohim. Why that 
common - sense view of the matter, 
which is thoroughly understood in 
private life, should not be better under- 
stood in public life, and in national 
affairs, is a matter which, I confess, 
puzzles me very much. I should 
apologise to your Lordships for taking 
up this amount of the attention of the 
House with a subject of this kind 
because really it is almost self-evident ; 
but your Lordships must remember the 
extraordinary amount of prejudice and 
ignorance which prevails thro 

the country on this point, and how 
very easy it is even now in these times 
of education to excite the prejudice 
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and the passions of the people by cries 
which have no foundation: in fact about 
a little loaf, and a big loaf of bread: 
How long it will take before the 


ing people of this country under- 
sont tile a big loaf means t them 
occupation, employment, an 
trade, I do not ee or how te te 
will take them to understand that 
patting moderate duties on foreign 
ucts, while of course 
allowing all the food products of 
the Empire to come into our 
ports free, means. giving them 
employment and better trade, and does 
not mean dearer bread I do not know 
either ; nor do I pretend to guess how 
d i ici that prevails 
on this subject will continue to reflect 
itself in the intelligence of Members of 
Parliament. But this I do know: that 
sooner or later—and when it does come 
it will be a very good day for this 
country—the people of this country will 
begin to understand that the true 
interests of our industrial population 
lie in the very common sense policy of 
encouraging trade between the mother 
country and the colonies, and between 
the colonies and the mother country. 
They will come to understand also that 
the only way in which that can be done 
is by some such proposition as that 
which has been put forward by Canada, 
namely, that the colonies should give a 
distinct preference to our manufactured 
goods, andthat weshouldgive a distinct 
equivalent to their raw produce. The 
people of this country will come to 
understand also what it would not be 
difficult to make plain to them, that in 
so doing, for the reasons I have 
endeavoured to put before your Lord- 
ships, there is not the remotest 
chance in the world that the effect would 
be to increase the cost of food. Now, 
my Lords, that is all I have to say on 
the practical aspect of the case. I look 
upon it as very important ; but I admit 
at once, that that is not the main reason 
why I have always advocated recipro- 
city between the mother country and 
the colonies. I have always advocated 
it for political reasons. There are but 
two policies, two ideas, possible before 
us, looked upon as an Empire composed 
of communities having practically per- 
feet freedom of souteds of their own 


‘affairs: the one is the policy of doing 
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must, and wil! infallibly-result 
in the colonies drifting further and! 
further away from our flag, in their 
desiring, inal succeeding in giving pre- 
ferential treatment to foreign Fan 
and forei — as against Brit 
labour ont ritish goods—a policy 
that must inevitably end in break- 
ing up the British Empire, be- 
cause there are no ties of blood,. 
race, religion, affection, loyalty, or 
anything else that can long 
stand up against the disrupting 
force of commercial hostility and com- 
mercial jealousy. Ié is the question of 
trade and only that will bind! 
together or will break asunder the 
British Empire. Well, my Lords, 
what can be done? I do not say that 
any statesmanship- may avail to keep 
the British Empire together for ever— 
there is nce use considering abstract 
questions of that kind, or endeavouring 
to partly discount the future; but at 
least there is one thing we could try— 
there is the alternative policy, a policy 
founded upon the true appreciation of 
the inestimable political advantages. 
and benefits of Empire and union, a 
policy sustained also by the belief that 
it is to the advantage of every part of 
the Empire, and of the Empire, 
as a whole, that union should 
be maintained, a policy which 
believes that political union can only 
be brought about, can only be made 
lasting, by commercial union, by a 
community of trading interests ; and a 
licy also which holds that even if it 
be necessary to make some immediate 
sacrifice to obtain so great a political 
end, that the end is worth it, and that 
the sacrifice ought to be made. My 
Lords, I do not believe that any 
sacrifice on our part is necessary ; but. 
even if the sacrifice were necessary, I 
should still uphold that policy, because 
I see in it, the only possibility of any 
approach towards free exchange, and 
see that it is the one and only means 
whereby the component parts of the 
Empire may be kept together, and 
whereby the cement of sentiment that 
now binds us can be hardened and 
solidified sufficiently to withstand the 
fretting and — effects. of time. 
My Lords, how can this question be in 
doubt? If you take a survey of our 
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commercial position we see 
nation of the civilised world 
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every Power trying by hostile tariffs, 
and by every means, to exclude our 
products from their markets, and to 
get the better of us in neutral markets ; 
you see every temptation offered to 
our colonies to treat with the foreigner 
rather than with us; you see every 
attempt by means of bounties and by 
every means to harass and distress 
colonial trades. And in face of this 
universal hostility, what attempt do 
we make to withstand it? Do we 
stand shoulder to shoulder and face 
to face to meet it with a united front ? 
Not at all, we do absolutely nothing ; 
we allow the forces of disintegration, 
which are working against our Imperial 
unity, to work on unimpeded, without 
making any effort to check them. My 
Lords, I dare say in making these 
remarks I shall be, as usual, accused 
of protection. It is a very dreadful 
accusation no doubt, but I do not 
suppose it will entirely undermine and 
destroy my constitution. As a matter 
of fact, I would like to take this 
opportunity of denying it, because I 
have no leaning whatever towards 
protection ; on the contary I am a very 
strong free-trader, only I cannot get 
free trade, and I never shall get it. 
Free trade, everybody knows and 
admits, would be an immense ad- 
vantage to the whole world, and a 
great advantage, as we believe, to us; 
but the unfortunate, part of it is 
that every other nation believes it 
would be a great advantage to us, and, 
so long as they think that, we shal! not 
get free trade. It is a very beautiful 
vision, but it is nothing more, and it 
becomes more and more attenuated 
every day; and if, in stretching out 
our hands to this dream, we are to lose 
substantial realities while they are 
within our grasp, I think we shall 
hardly be acting like common-sense 
and practical men. It is absurd, my 
Lords, to stigmatise as protection a 
system of mere imposition of duties 
quite irrespective of the object of their 
imposition. It is ridiculous to say 
that duties for retaliation, for instance, 
are. protection. Retaliation may be 
good or bad; I am not going to discuss 
that matter. I observe that Mr. 
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Morley devoted a large portion of a 
egy heat to i what an 


iniquitous system it was; but the- 
instance be selected to prove his. 
theory, namely, that of France, was. 
not a very happily chosen one; for, if 
there is one which is absolutely 
certain it is that, if this country were,. 
rightly or wrongly, to go into a war of 
tariffs with France, we must infallibly 
woe winners, because, many 
ing, we import into ce 
articles of the character of necessaries, 
and France sends to us articles of the: 
character of luxuries; and when two 
parties exchange, the one necessaries. 
and the other luxuries, it is obvious. 
which must come out the best in the 
event of a war of tariffs. However, 
my Lords, I do not wish to say 
anything on the. subject of retalia- 
tion, except to point out that 
the possession of a bargaining power,. 
the potential use of duties, the power 
of being able to say, I will impose 
duties if such and such takes place or 
does not take place—the ing in 
the hand the hilt of the sword, and the- 
showing, and, if necessary, the using of a- 
weapon cannot, and ought not by an 
contortion of language, to be allied 
protection. Neither, I maintain, can 
duties for Revenue be called protection, 
nor duties imposed for a definite poli- 
tical purpose, such as commercial 
union within the British Empire. 
Last Session, my Lords, I asked that 
the colonies might be invited to confer 
with us on this great subject. Itisa 
subject which was discussed very freely 
and very wisely, as I thought, at the 
Colonial Conference ; but, as the matter: 
was not definitely before that Confer- 
ence, the discussion could not result in 
anything, and was not in any way 
official. That request was refused on. 
the ground that we had nothing 
practical to set before the colonies, 
and that they ought not to be invited 
to come to a Conference unless we were 
prepared with some definite proposition 
to make. I do not renew that request, 
because I have no doubt that the 
reasons that influenced the Prime 
Minister then exist still; I do not 
suppose we have any definite proposi- 
tion to place before them. But, m 
Lords, unless this question is en 
into in some way, how is it ever te 
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arrive at a condition in which an 

4efinite proposition can be made? If 
‘the colonies are to wait until we are 
‘ready to make a definite Se mses to 
‘them, and if we are to wait till they can 
make a definite proposition to us—if, in 
‘fact,there is to be no authoritative discus- 
sion ; if a question which is so difficult and 
complicated is not to be discussed and 
ventilated by accredited persons, it 
‘appears to me that, by the time we are 
in a position to make a definite propo- 
sition, there will be no longer any 
‘British Empire in existence to make a 
‘definite proposition about. The ques- 
tion is exceedingly difficult. It is im- 
possible even to understand the true 
‘nature and value of our colonial trade, 
because it is impossible to distinguish 
what are re-exportations and re-impor- 
‘tations ; there are some articles of raw 
produce which, so far as I know, do 
not grow in the colonies to any great 
“extent. How are we to deal with 
articles coming from the colonies 
‘which they would wish us not to tax ? 
How are we to know from what manu- 
factured goods coming from us they 
‘would be willing to take off duties ? 
‘How is the matter ever to be brought 
into a condition in which the people of 
‘this country and of the Empire can 
grasp it and understand it, unless a 
rerucial inquiry by some means or other 
is made into it? My Lords, our com- 
mercial treaties also are involved ; the 
whole bearing of our commercial 
treaties upon us and upon the Empire 
as a whole, and every individual 
«colony, is implicated in this question. 
How we are to ascertain what colonial 
“opinion on the subject is, and how they 
~are ever to ascertain what the opinion 
f this country is, I do not understand 
‘unless inquiry is to be in some way 
made. y Lords, a great, but not, I 
hope, fatal mistake was made by weak 
statesmen in former days when they 
neglected to introduce the principle of 
reciprocal treatment where Constitutions 
were granted to the great self-governing 
«colonies. It is not perhaps too late to 
remedy that mistake. But one thing 


isabsolutely certain: that, if no ste 
are taken in the matter, if the whole 
uestion is allowed to go by default, 
the time wili soon come when it will be 
too late ; for if nothing is done to brin 
about commercial unity—commerci 
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community of interests within 
Empire—it will not be long 

the great self-governing colonies - 


the foreigner as against 

against each other ; and I do not think 
it requires a prophet to say what the 
uly effect of such a policy as that 
must be. My Lords, I do not again 
ask for a Conference ; but nothing in 
the world would give me so much 
pleasure as to hear from Her Majesty's 
Government the expression of a 
that in some way or other, by whatever 
means they thought most suited to the 
purpose, some measures would be taken 
for ascertaining, so far as possible, 
what views the colonies hold on this 
great Imperial question, and also to 
ascertain, so far as can be done b 
inquiry, what effect would be produ 
upon our manufacturing industries, and 
upon our trade with foreign countries, 
if a proposition such as is contained in 
the Resolution passed by the Canadian 
Parliament were in its principle ex- 
tended to the whole Empire. My 
Lords, I beg to move for a copy of the 
Motion agreed to in the House of Com- 
mons of the Dominion of Canada on 
the 25th April 1892, referring to pre- 
ferential trade with the United King- 
dom. 

Moved, “ That there be laid before the 
House Copy of the Motion agreed to in the 
House of Commons of the Dominion of 
Canada on the 25th day of April 1892, re- 
ferring to preferential trade with the United 
Kingdom.”—(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, the 
noble Earl has placed a Motion upon 
the Paper of your Lordships’ House 
which he has moved, and, in moving 
it, has made a speech of considerable 
length; I do not wish to make any 
complaint of that, because a great deal 
of his speech involved matter of —- 
great interest, both to this House an 
to the country at large ; but, my Lords, 
I wish to draw a great distinction 
between the Motion and the speech in 
which the noble Earl moved it. I am 
prepared to agree to the Motion as it 
stands on the Paper, because it is 
obviously right that the Imperial Par- 
liament should know officially, if any 
Member of it desires to do 80, 
what may be the specific terms of 
any Resolution the Parliament of 
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the Dominion of Canada may have 
come to upon a subject of so much 
interest as this. But, in assenting to 
the Motion, I hope it will be clearly 
understood that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that ecereor _ not imply 
t ei wi e arguments 

which the noble Lord has brought for- 
ward in the course of his speech, or I 
may go further and say with the policy 
foreshadowed, so far as it was fore- 
shadowed, in the Resolution of the 
Parliament of the Dominion of Canada. 
My Lords, the noble Earl has told 
us that he is a Free Trader, but I 
frankly confess that, unless I had 
it upon his own high authority, a good 
many of the arguments that he 
used would certainly have led me, and, 
I think, the majority of your Lord- 
ships, to the conclusion that he is 
not what we usually describe, at the 
present time, by the term of Free Trader. 
My Lords, I desire to — with a 
test ible respect of the Resolu- 
a ih ane passed by the Parlia- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada, 
as I would with to any 
Resolution passed by the Parliament 
of any of our Colonies ; but I maintain 
most strongly that it is really for the 
Government and for the Parliament of 
this country to judge for themselves what 
is really, in a matter of this kind, for 
the benefit of this country, as it may 
be for the Parliament of Canada to 
judge what would be most for her 
nefit. Now, my Lords, I frankly 
confess that, in my humble opinion, 
to attempt to carry into effect 
anything like the policy fore- 


shadowed by the Resolution, or by Pp 


the speech of the noble Earl, woul 

most surely involve us in very great 
practical difficulties. For one thing, it 
would certainly involve us in depriving 
ourselves of engagements which are 
of very t value to us as a whole. 
The noble Earl seemed to indicate that 
perhaps we might be allowed by the 
great continental countries with whom 
we have engagements to free ourselves 
from some part of those engagements 
without their being considered as a 
whole. I do not think that is possible, 
after the negotiations which have pre- 
viously taken place, and from what we 
know of the views and feelings of the 
Governments of those countries. My 
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Lords, these engagements involve 
matters of very great practical 
importance to us. Some of the 


Treaties now existing secure to British. 
subjects the same treatment as natives: 
of those countries with respect to all 
rights and privi in matters of 
commerce and navigation, of payment. 
of duties on tonnage, —— 
quarantine, i an ae 
of vessels; permission to import 
export in British vessels as. 
as in ian vessels ; participation in. 
coasting trade; protection of trade 
marks; payment of salvage dues on 
wrecked property ; the right to enj 
most favoured nation treatment in 
that relates to commerce and naviga- 
tion ; warehousing and transit of goods; 
and soon. The ty with the 

rein confers on our subjects the most 
favoured nation treatment in our com-- 
merce and trade, and contains stipula-- 
tions respecting payment of taxes, 
import and export duties, reduction of 
carriage; prohibition of import and 
export duties; and provisions for the 
free transport of and coal; and, 
as I have said, 1 believe it to be im- 
possible that we should expect to get 
rid of any part of those Tregiies. 
which we may wish to get rid of, with- 
out running the risk of having to get 
rid of the parts which are really of 
very great practical value to the in- 
habitants of this country. But thete- 
are other practical difficulties in which 
I think any such policy would 
involve this country. If any such 
engagement were to be carried out with 
Canada, the Canadians would want a 
reference in favour of the articles 
with which they supply this country. 
Those articles, speaking generally, are - 
such as corn, meat, wool, raw 
materials of manufacture; and, if we 
attempted to give Canada a preference 
in regard to those articles, surely it is . 
obvious that it must involve us in 
a policy of protection in regard to them 
which, it seems to me, would be 
singularly disadvantageous to the 
inhabitants of this country ; because it 
will not be directed, even if it was 
allowable for that purpose, to the pro- 
tection of our own agricultural interests 
and those interested in them, but it 
would be an import duty for the benefit 
of those who are engaged in the pro- 
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duction of these articles in the 
Dominion of Canada. My Lords, the 
noble Earl devoted a large portion of 


a to proving, or, perhaps I 
' say, attempting to prove that, 
if we were to put a duty upon wheat, 
it would not necessarily, and I think 
he went so far as to say it would not 
in practice, tend to raise the price of 
bread in this country. I confess that 
the arguments which he used and the 


figures which he gave did not carry 


‘conviction to my mind in regard to 
that matter. I believe that, so long 
as two and two make four, the 
imposition of a duty upon an im- 
ported article would raise the price 
-of that imported article and the 
products of it to those who wished 
to purchase it in the country in which 
the duty is imposed. After what the 
noble Earl has said, I do not wish = 
make a point inst him that the 
Resolution reed yw the Parliament of 
the Dominion of Canada does not put 
forward a practical scheme ; but I do 
wish to say, with all the emphasis that 
I can, that the engagements, as a whole, 
which I believe it would be necessary 
for us to get rid of, in order to 
carry into effect the policy he 
has indicated, are of the greatest 

ible value to this country, and, so 

as I have been able to examine the 
subject, of greater value to us than any 
benefit which we could hope to get by 
-entering upon the course which the 
noble Lord urges. As I have said I 
have seen no figures which lead me to 
think that, as a question of material 
advantage, the gain to this country 
would lie in entering upon such a 
policy. Therefore, while, for the rea- 
sons. I gave at the commencement of 
my remarks, I am quite willing to 
assent to put the text of the Resolution 


before the House, I hope in doing so 
it will not be sup that I, on be 
- of the Board of e,am in any way 


assenting to the policy foreshadowed 
-either in that Resolution or in the 
h that the noble Earl has made to 
e House. 
Motion put, and agreed to. 
ROYAL WARRANT ARTICLE 72. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 
Viscount OXENBRIDGE: M 
Lords, I desire to ask the noble Lord, 
Lord Balfour 
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the Under of State for War, 
(1). Whether it’ was ever intended 
under the isions of Article 72 of 
the Royal Warrant, to ote officers 
commissioned from the ranks into 
other regiments over the heads of 
officers with longer commissioned ser- 
vice than themselves; (2) In how 
many cases has this been done; and 
had the officers so promoted performed 
any exceptional services; (3) What 
class is it intended to benefit by the 
granting of commissions from the ranks : 
is it not a fact that most of those who 
have obtained their commissions in this 
way are gentleman who failed to 

the requisite examination into the 
Army; and (4) Whether according to 
the provisions of Article 72 there is any 
reason why a.non-commissioned officer 
who obtains a commission should not 
be promoted over the heads of other 
officers in the same regiment ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Earl Browntow): 
My Lords, I shall be very glad to give as 
clear an answer as lies in my power to 
the questions which have been put by 
the noble Viscount ; but, as his ques- 
tions refer to certain Articles of the 
Royal Warrant and also to Circulars 
which probably many of your Lord- 
ships have not studied carefully, I do 
not feel so certain that my answers 
may be perfectly intelligibie to the 
whole of the House. I feel it would be 
perfectly impossible to weary your 
Lordships by going at length into these 
Articles of the Royal Warrant, but I 
should like to read, ina very few words, 
the provision of Article 72, 1891 which 
the noble Viscount has quoted, which 
runs thus— 

“The service towards orien of an 
officer commissioned from ranks, or from 
the rank of warrant officer, shall include his 
service at the War Office, and half of an 
time he may have served in the ranks.” 


Having cleared the ground by reading 
those few words, P will be ive @ 
categorical answer to my noble Friend. 
As regards the first question I have to 
state that it was so intended, ided 
always that the service of the officer 
promoted from the ranks reckoned 
under Article 72—those words I 
I have just read—qualified him for the 
vacancy occurring, and that the officer 
over whose he went had not. 
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sufficient service to qualify him. With 

to the second question I am 
afraid I cannot give the exact number 
of ces, ut it as been ae 
practice, the uirement bei 
that the officer salocted shall have 
sufficient service under Article 72 and 
shall be recommended for promotion. 
With regard to the third question I 
may say that the ting of commis- 
sions from was not intended 
specially to benefit any class, but that 
only those non-commissioned officers 
who are specially recommended by 
their commanding officers are selected 
for promotion ; ay bergen regard _ Seem 
remaining of t question, ve 
had the cases for the fast year looked 
into, and I can inform the noble Vis- 
count that for the last year no cases 
appear in which any gentlemen com- 
peted unsuccessfully for A ay com- 
missions. With regard to the fourth 
question there is no reason whatever 
why @ non-commissioned officer who 
-obtains a commission should not be 
promoted over the heads of other 
officers in the same regiment, unless 
the officer over whose head he is pro- 
moted consents to the promotion in 
order to avoid supersession by an officer 
coming from another regiment. 


‘SHERIFF COURTS (SCOTLAND) EX- 
TRACTS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


CHARITY INQUIRIES BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read 
*Toe LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
‘COUNCIL (Viscount Cranproox): My 
Lords, this is an enabling Bill. Your 
Lordships will be aware that a long 
Commission sat under Lord Brougham’s 
auspices from 1818 to 1837, which went 
fully into the endowed charities in 
different parts of the country. There 
has been a great desire manifested in 
some counties to obtain for those 
pam counties—it has been done 
y in Denbighshire, and the County 
-of London desires it to be done 
—amended Reports upon these 
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subjects, bri them up to the 
‘present date ; it is desirable that 


some means should be provided for 
doing so. Some doubt 9 arisen - 
whether, as in the case of Duna 
where the county found half 
money, and in the case of pate 
where they are quite prepared to find 
half the money, they have really 
power to do so. Therefore this 
Bill is introduced in order to enable 
them to advance the money for the 
purpose, which will be met by advances 
from the Treasury. The Bill has the 
approval of the Treasury 
the County Councils, and I trust it will 
be read a second time by your Lord- 
ships. 

Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2*."—(The Viscount Cranbrook.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac-. 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL. [H.1.] 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill is simply 
to solve a doubt which has existed in 
some minds with regard to the opera- 
tion of an Act recently passed at the 
invitation of my noble and learned 
Friend (Lord Herschell). Some doubt 
has been expressed whether that Act, 
as it at present stands, extends to any 
Act passed before the passing of that 
Act. Whether it is necessary or not I 
do not undertake to say, but the only 
object of this Bill being to solve that 
doubt, I trust your Lordships will give 
it a Second Reading. 

Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 
2." —(The Lord Chancellor.) 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
think there is no possible objection to 
this Bill—I do not say whether the 
doubts to which my noble and learned 
Friend has referred are well founded, 
—it is hardly necessary to express an 
opinion ; but, doubts having been raised, 
it is better to settle them by legislation 
rather than by litigation. j 








5g - Settled 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2° ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
INSTITUTIONS BILL [2.1.] 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Mon- 
day next. 


DUBLIN BARRACKS IMPROVEMENT 
BILL. 
Bill read 3* (according to order), and 


SETTLED LAND ACT. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Lorpv STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I beg leave to ask the Lord 
Chancellor if it is true that a person, 
who previously to the passing of the 
Settled Land Act of 1882 had obtained 
an Order from the Court of Chancery 
extending his powers of leasing under 
will or settlement, is debarred from 
using the provisions of the Settled 
Land Act of 1882 until he obtains an 
Order from the Court of Chancery 
rescinding the former Order ; and, if 
so, whether the Lord Chancellor will 
amend the Act of 1882 so that it 
should not be overridden by prior 
Orders of the Court; or whether he 
could provide for the rescinding of 
such Orders as are no longer required 
free of cost. I believe the question 
that I put is sufficiently clear, but I 
should like to show that it is not an 
idle question, and that I have a 
grievance. In the year 1871 I obtained 
an Order from Vice Chancellor Wickens 
on account of not having any leasing 
powers in respect to some property 
near Birkenhead; but afterwards, 
wishing to exercise the powers under 
Lord Cairns’s Act, I was advised 
that Mr. Justice Pearson had decided 
in May 1884 that Lord Cairns’s Act 
could not be exercised until the Order 
nett given by the Court of 

cery had been rescinded. But the 

Tudge 


same in February of the same 


year did not consider that a private 
Act of Parliament interfered with the 
exercise of Lord Cairns’s Act, and I 
thought it would not be wanting in 
respect to the Cours of Chancery to 
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Land Act. 
t+ that, if a private Act of 
Parliament could be passed over, a 


prior Order of the Court of C 
might equally be passed over. 

to the second of 
the question, whether the Act 
of 1882 can be amended so as 
not to be overridden by prior 
Orders of the Court, I have no further 
explanation to give; but, as to the 
last part of the question, I was also told 
that an application to a Judge might- 
not be sufficient, but that he might re- 
quire to have the case argued, which 


would involve e i a Chance 
lawyer at coushlertiche expense ; oan 
that, I consider, would be an additional 
grievance. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I am always obliged, in answer- 
ing a question of this sort, to make a 
reservation, because it involves to some: 
extent my giving an opinion on a ques- 
tion of law which has not been argued 
before me. I am bound to say that if 
the matter were res integra, and I 
had not been informed by the noble 
Lord what decisions had been given, Iam 
not certain that I should not have taken 
the same view of the operation of the 
Act as the noble Lord has. I believe 
he has correctly stated the opinion that 
two learned Judges have expressed, and 
with deference to that judgment, until 
I can hear the question argued myself, 
I am not entitled to express any dissent 
from their view. Ithink the grievance 
that the noble Lord has indicated un- 
doubtedly exists if those decisions are 
correct. Then with regard to the ques- 
tion whether or not any Order of the 
Court can dispense with the exigencies. 
of an earlier Act, I am afraid I must 
answer in the negative. I donot think 
it can. Theonly remaining question 
is whether or not it is desirable to 
amend Lord Cairns’s Act in that respect. 
I have taken some trouble to inquire, 
and I find that decisions under the 
Settled Land Act were extremely rare, 
indeed almost unknown for many years- 
at the Courts; but, if I ould 
come to the conclusion that 
there is really a practical existing 
grievance, and that an amendment of 
Lord — Act is necessary for the- 
purpose of removing it, I certainly 
should consider the priety, the 
necessity I may say, of are an. 


With 














Lough Neagh 


Act of Parliament fcr the purpose of 
getting rid of what, according to the 
statement of the noble Lord, is. a 
grievance that he has undoubtedly 
suffered. But, whether that is exactly 
so or not, I must ask the noble Lord 
to give me a little time in which to in- 
quire whether it is worth while to in- 
troduce an Act of Parliament for that 


purpose. 


SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 
FIRST READING. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS anp PRIME 
MINISTER (The Marquess of Sauis- 
purRY): My Lords, in moving that this 
Bill be read a first time, in order to 
enable your Lordships to become 
acquainted with it we should, I think, 
leave a little interval before the 
Second Reading; it would not be very 
convenient to take it early next week, 
and I think if we took it on the first 
day after the Recess, Monday the 13th 
June, that would be sufficient time. 
I do not know whether that day would 
be convenient to your Lordships. 


Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: Is 
not the day of meeting, icularly 
if it is a Monday, generally one on 


which there is not a very good attend- 
ance? I have no particular feeling 
tayself, but those who have been away, 
and have to come back on a Monday, 
if they happen to be any distance away 
from town, find it rather difficult. 

Would not Tuesday be equally con- 

venient ? 

- THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
There are certain things that take 
which are not recognised in Par- 

ent, but which have a considerable 

effect on the attendance in this House, 
and Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thurs- 
day in that week, I believe, are very 
t days ; so that I think, unless the 
noble Lord has some strong objection, 
we had better keep to Monday. 
THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
had entirely overlooked that. 


Bill brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 
2° on Monday the 13th June next. 
(No. 139.) 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Six o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, 27th May, 1892. 





The House met at Two of the clock. 
QUESTIONS. 





THE NEWTOWNARDS UNION 
SCHOOLMASTER. 
Mr. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): [beg to : 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of orem whether the 
Local Government Inspector, Colonel 
Spaight, has reported that the school- 
master of Newtownards Union and the 
clerk of Lisburn Union, the latter it is 
stated being eighty-four years of age, 
are unfit to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices; and in view of the 
responsible and important nature of 
the duties which the schoolmaster and 
clerk of a Union are required to dis-/ 
charge, whether the Government 
Board will call upon these officers to 
tender their resignations; and, if not, 
what action do they propose to take in 
to their Inspector's Report ? 
*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
It appears that the schoolmaster at 
Newtownards is suffering from bron- 
chitis following upon an attack of 
influenza, and he has been granted 
leave of absence on the recommendation 
of the medical officer of the Union. 
As to the clerk of the Lisburn Union, I 
answered a question on the 16th inst. 
put to me by the hon. Member for 
South Down (Mr. McCartan), and per- 
haps the hon. Member will be good” 
enough to refer to my answer given 
then. 


LOUGH NEAGH DRAINAGE RATE. 


Mr. PINKERTON Veoapey I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lo 

Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state’ 
the amount annually collected for 
maintenance rate in the Lough Neagh 
drainage district ; what are the relative, 
proportions of the sums paid for main- - 
tenance of officers’ salaries, and travel- 
ling expenses of the members of the 
Drainage Board; and why a yearly 
statement of expenditure is not sub-: 
mitted to the cess-payers. ‘ 


C 
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*Mr. JACKSON : The Lough Neagh 
district drainage rate is in no way 
under the control of the Government, 
and I have no official information on 
the matters referred to. 


THE CASE OF JAMES THOMPSON, 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) (for Mr. Wituram 
O’Brien, Cork Co., N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office, whether his attention has 
been drawn to the case of an unfortu- 
nate Army pensioner named James 
Thompson, at present an inmate of the 
Kensington Workhouse, who received 
four severe wounds during the Indian 
Mutiny, which lamed him for life, and 
afterwards received other terrible 
injuries by reason of an accident at 
the Royal Small Arms Factory at 
Sparkbrook ; and is he aware that 
Thom n was for twenty-four years 
denied the full pension to which a 
soldier wounded in action is entitled, 
and that he received no compensation 
for the injuries he sustained in the 
Royal Small Arms Factory ; and, if so, 
whether, considering Thompson’s 
advanced age and many injuries 
received in the public service, and 
considering that his present pension is 
appropriated to pay the cost of his 
support in the workhouse, some allow- 
ance will be made him in the shape of 
arrears of pension or compensation for 
accident which will save him from 
dying in a workhouse ? 

Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
moe WAR OFFICE (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : James Thompson 
served eleven years inthe Army. He 
received a wound in 1857, but was not 
invalided till 1864, when he received a 
pension of ninepence a day, the usual 
rate in such cases, when the recipient 
is able to supplement his pension by 
his earnings. In 1888 it was repre- 
sented that this was no longer the 


ease, his disability having become |t 


worse, and his pension was increased 
to one shilling and- twopence. He 
was, however, sufficently fit for employ- 
ment as a labourer in the Royal Small 
Arms Factory at Birmingham, but 


before he had there seven months 


{COMMONS} 








Election. 36 


he sprained himself, and had unfortu- 
y to be discharged, receiving £12 
108, injury pay and £31 16s. compen- 
sation in August last. I am id 
that nothing more can be done for him, 
but of course should he leave the 
workhouse his pension of one shilling 
and twopence would cease to be 
diverted by the Local Authorities. 


WESTPORT UNION ELECTION. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (for Mr. 
W. O’Brien): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland under what authority have the 
Local Government Board intimated to 
the sitting Guardians for the Achill 
and Dooega Electoral Divisions of the 
Westport Union that their election as 
Guardians is invalid, on the plea that 
the landlord, Mrs. Pike, who never paid 
rates, whose name is not on the rate- 
book, and who had not taken out pro- 
bate to her husband at the time of the 
election, did not record her votes; and 
if he will explain on what grounds the 
Local Government Board have dis- 
allowed five out of six votes claimed b 
the Franciscan community at Achill, 
whose votes have been recorded with- 
out objection for several years past, but 
have allowed the votes of the stees 
of the Achill Protestant Missions, who 
contribute — towards tke rates, 
and who only hold a religious trust for 
a non-resident community ? 


*Mr. JACKSON : I am informed that 
the election referred to was set aside 
by the Local Government Board, who 
were advised that the Returning Officer 
had illegally disallowed the votes of 
Mrs. Pike. The rates were paid by 
Mrs. Pike’s agent, and the receipts 
taken out in her name in respect of 
freehold property to which she suc- 
ceeded on the death of her husband. 


Tt was not to take out 
poe iienas = - ret to 
i er to vote. it to 
the 5 Beer community at Achill, 
the property in respect to which they 
are qualified to vote being rated at 
under £20 (£12 10s.), they are only 
entitled to one vote. The Trustees of 
the Achill Missions are rated as such, 
and entitled under the Act to vote. 
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‘DISPUTES IN THE SUNDERLAND 
SHIPPING TRADE, 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
‘Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
-of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called 
to the case of John Henderson, who 
was sentenced by the Magistrates of 
Sunderland on 19th May to fourteen 
days’ imprisonment with hard labour, 
“a without the option of fine, for 

ed intimidation of one of the 
officials of the Shipping Federation 
‘Company, Limited; whether he is 
aware that three of the Justices who 
tried the case were shareholders in 
vessels entered in the Shipping Federa- 
tion ; and whether he is aware that one 
‘of the Justices who tried this case was 
-opposed by the defendant, and defeated 
at the last Municipal election for the 
Borough of Sunderland ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that steps are being 
taken to have this case referred to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, he will under- 
take that Henderson shall be released 
from prison pending the decision of the 
Higher Court ? 

Mx. MILVAIN (Durham): Before 
the right hon. Gentleman proceeds to 
-answer that question, may I be per- 
mitted to ask him another which arises 
out of the question on the Paper, and of 
which I have given my right hon. 
Friend private notice? I wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
is aware that large numbers of Union 
men now assemble as pickets at the ap- 

roaches to the shipping offices on the 
Tyne, the Wear, and the Tees, to 
forcibly prevent non-Union seamen 
signing articles of service on board 
British ships ; whether he is aware that 
bands of such Union men assemble in 
the public ways, at the docks, on the 
- quays, and jeven forcibly board some 
Vv and use violence for the purpose 
of intimidating non-Union sailors from 
exercising their right to ship at wages 
which they are ready and willing to 
accept ; and if the facts are as stated, 
whether the right hon. Gentleman can 
take any steps to secure to those men 
immunity from such intimidation ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MatrHews, Birmingham, E.): In 
- answer to the hon. Member for the 
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| Wansbeck Division I have to say John 
Henderson was sentenced on the 19th 
instant to fourteen days’ imprisonment 
for following with more than two other 
persons in a disorderly manner through 
the streets one Laurence, with a view 
to compel him to abstain from doing 
acts which he had a right todo. The 
case was tried before four Magistrates, 
two of whom were medical’ men, one @ 
retired draper, and the fourth a pub- 
lisher. Three of these gentlemen own, 
shares in shipping companies whose 
vessels are pee in the Federation, 
but neither of them take any part in 
the management of those vessels, or in 
the action of the Federation. I am 
informed by the Justices’ clerk that 
neither he, nor, as ho believes, the Jus- 
tices, knew anything of the connection 
of these vessels with the Federation. I 
am informed that it is incorrect that 
either of these Magistrates was 
opposed or defeatéd by the defendant 
at the last municipal election for Sun- 
derland. Henderson was never im- 
prisoned. Notice of appeal to the 
Quarter Sessions was given and he was 
allowed to leave the Court at once and 
to complete his recognisances the next 
day. No steps have been taken to 
bring the matter before the Queen’s 
Bench. I have received reports to the 
effect mentioned by my hon. Friend, 
and I have been in communication 
with the Local Authorities of Sunder 
land, Middlesbrough, and Northumber- 
land. I have as yet received a reply 
only from Sunderland. I am informed 
that there have been only a few 
requests made to the Chief Constable 
there for police assistance, which have 
been at once complied with, and that 
he has ample force at his disposal 
to take nemg oe | action in the 
event of any large y of men being 
assembled for the purpose of intimida- 
tion, an event which has not yet 


occurred. 

Mr. FENWICK: Is it not the fact, 
as stated in the evidence given at the 
trial, that Henderson was ing up 
on the opposite side of the street to 
that on which the person alleged to 
have been intimidated was passing 
down; and whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is aware that it was the mere 
fact that Henderson is a delegate of the 





Seamen’sand Firemen’s Union which led 
C2 
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to his being charged with having incited 
to intimidation, and that it was mere 
accident, as shown in the evidence, that 
he was in the street at the time when 
the intimidation was alleged to have 


taken place ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON (Dundee): Am 
I right in inferring that the prosecution 
was not for intimidation, but under one 
of the clausés of the Conspiracy Act ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Under the fifth 
sub-section. I cannot answer the question 
of the hon. Member without notice. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM 
(Lanark, N.W.): As I gather thst in 
this case the members of one Union 
were engaged in trying the members of 
another Union, may I ask is there any 
way of preventing the recurrence of 
such a case in which Union men were 
tried by magistrates connected with the 
Federation, the two organisations being 
in conflict ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: The mere fact 
of a magistrate owning a sharein a 
Shipping Company whose vessels are 
entered in the Federation would not 
disqualify that magistrate from trying 
a 3 a case. I should imagine that 
there are few magistrates in these ports 
who do not own one or more shares in 


Shipping Companies. 


MULLINGAR MAILS. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
it is his intention to establish a mail 
car service between Mullingar and 
Multyfarnham, County Westmeath ; 
and, if so, can he see his way to extend 
the service to Bunbrusna, a distance of 
two miles further on, in order that 
letters and parcels posted in Mullingar 
after nine p.m., also those arriving by 
the 3:15 a.m. mail train at Mullingar, 
may be delivered in regular course ? 

POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Sir James Fercusson, Manchester, 

.E.): It is not intended to establish a 
mail car service to and from Multyfarn- 
ham, which is very conveniently served 
under existing arrangements. A mail 
ear would entail additional expenditure 
not covered by the revenue. 


COUNTY CLARE POLICE. 


Mr. COX (Clare, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 


Mr. Fenwick 
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40 
[has been directed to the resolution 


Contracts. 


unanimously passed by the magistrates. 
and cesspayers who attended the Clare 
County at Sessions, pointing out 
that the state of the county having 
warranted the removal of the three 
military detachments in Clare, and as 
the present force of extra police forms. 
@ grievous burden on the yers, 
they would respectfully request the 
Chief Secretary to invite the attention 
of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant: 
to the case of the county, with a view 
to having the strength of the free force- 
augmented by the transfer of a large- 
number of the extra police to it, as has. 
been done in County Kerry ; and what 
action the Irish Government intend 
taking on this representation ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: Within the past 
year the extra police force in the: 
County Clare was reduced by forty-two 
men, and there has seniillly beens a still 
further reduction of thirty-five men of 
the extra force and twelve men of the 
reserve carried out. There is no legal 
power to consider the question of in- 
creasing the free quota of the county 
until the next triennial re-distribution,. 
when the cases of all counties will be: 
considered, having regard to their 
claims in respect of population and 
area. 


POLICE BOOT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy, &c.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether in the 
contract held by Messrs. Pocock 
Brothers, of Southwark Bridge Road, 
for the supply of boots for the use of the 
Metropolitan Police, there is any under- 
standing that the wages paid in the 
carrying out of the contract shall be in 
accordance with the terms of the 
Resolution of the House; and is he 
aware that a portion of the work is 
done at the employees’ own homes at 
wages which return them less than 
threepence per hour ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: The contract 
with Messrs. Pocock Brothers for the 
supply of boots for the use of the 
Metropolitan Police contains a clause 
which embodies the conditions of the 
Resolution passed by this House on 
13th February, 1891. That portion of 
the work referred to in the second 





graph of the question known as “ clos- 
/ 
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Salaries of 


ing the uppers,” is paid for at the rate’ 


of threepeuce halfpenny per pair of 
boots, and at this rate a workman 
<an earn from fifteen shillings to twenty 


shillings a week. This work, according 
40 the custom of the trade, is alwa 
‘done at the homes of the workpeople, 
and for it there is no recognised rate of 
‘wages current in the trade. The work 
is generally done in country villages by 
boys, girls, and women. 


OFFICERS OF EXCISE. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
o., 8.): I beg to ask the Chancellor 
of tke Exchequer if he will state if the 
darrier between first and second class 
‘Officers of Excise is maintained in the 
-interests of discipline and efficiency, 
why it is that all second class officers 
sare kept for years behind the barrier at 
stationary salary before their qualifi- 
cations for promotion are inquired into ; 
what is the difference in the nature of 
the duties of first and second class 
-officers; whether a first class officer 
has disciplinary power over a second 
class officer ; and whether it would be 
possible to so increase the maximum of 
the second class and the minimum of 
the first class officer that, when an 
Officer reaches the maximum, there 
would be a possibility of a vacancy 
arising in the class above to which he 
might be promoted if found deserving? 

. CHANCELLOR or tre EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. GoscHen, St. 
George's, Hanover Square): The rate 
-of promotion from one class to another 
in the Excise depends upon the occur- 
rence of vacancies in the higher class. 
It is the practice of the Inland Revenue 
to inquire into the qualifications for 
promotion of officers in the lower class 
whenever vacancies are likely to occur. 
Broadly, the difference between the 
‘duties of a first and second class officer 
is that the larger and more responsible 
duties are entrusted to the former and 
the smaller and less important duties to 
the latter. My answer to the third 
and fourth phs of the hon. 
Member's question is in the negative. 


‘THE PERSIAN TOBACCO CONCESSION. 
Mr. SEYMOUR KEAY (Elgin and 
Nairn) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for India whether the 
, Mr. Talbot who received the concéssion 
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for a tobacco monopoly in Persia is the 
same person who stood for some 
ears, a still yr. on the official 
ist as Supervisor of the Store 
ment of the Secretary of State toe foto 
in London; whether he was in 
sion of that appointment when he ob- 
tained the concession; whether he 
obtained the concession with the cogni- 
zance of the India Office; and, if so, 
under what rule of the Service; and 
whether any action has been taken in 
regard to his position at the India 
Office since the facts as to his obtaini 
the concession have been made known 
Tae UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): The answer 
to the kon. Member's question is 
“ No.” 


Mr. SEYMOUR KEAY: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the name of 
the concessionaire of the Persian 
Tobacco Monopoly is G. H. Talbot, 
who is the brother of Major A. C. 
Talbot, the Political Resident in the 
Persian Gulf, and whether he possesses 
military rank; and, if so, in what 
corps ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith): The Foreign Office has no 
special knowledge with regard to the 
military rank or the corps of the gentle- 
man in question. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will find the information for 
which he seeks in the Army List, or he 
might obtain it from the War Office. 

Mr. KEAY: What about the 
initials ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I believe the 
initials of the gentleman referred to 
are G. F.,not G. H. I thought it was 
a misprint. 


SALARIES OF CUSTOMS’ OFFICERS, 


Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
called to a case which ap in the 
Daily News of the 12th instant, where 
a Customs’ officer was summoned to 
the Thames Police Court by a seaman 
for detaining twelve ounces of tobacco 
and a bottle of Florida water, and to 
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the comments of the magistrate on the 
ings ofthe Customs’ authorities ;, 
‘whether, in ‘the inquiry held by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1891, 
into the complaints of the officers of 
the Outdoor Department of the Customs, 
that while superior officers receivi 
large salaries were granted substanti 
benefits, the subordinates — namely, 
boatmen, receiving very low pay, were 
song nothing, but sustained pecuniary 
by the abolition of classification, 
and that, in consequence, a great deal 
of discontent prevails amongst the 
officers of this class; and whether, in 
view of the temptation to improper 
exercise of their duties which is caused 
by the low scale of salaries, the Tres- 
sury would grant an improvement in 
the position of these officers ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: The Board of 
Customs have had under consideration 
the circumstances referred. to in para- 
graph No. 1 of the hon. Member’s 
question, and have directed an inquiry 
to be made as to the proceedings of the 
officers in the case. I may mention 
that the officer in question was not a 
boatman, but a preventive officer. With 
regard to the remaining part of the 
question, it gives an entirely wrong 
impression of what was done in con- 
sequence of the inquiry held by myself 
in 1891. e change to which the 
hon. Member alludes; by which the 
distinction between the two classes of 
boatmen was abolished, was granted 
by me, not without some compunction, 
as a concession to the officers and on 
their request. I considered that there 
was force in the argument that there 
was scarcely sufficient space between 
the minimum salary of the lower class 
and the maximum of the higher class 
to warrant a division at that particular 
point. This separation of the two 
classes having been abolished, the 
boatmen were to move up, by incre- 
ments of £1 a year, from the bottom 
through the whole of what was formerly 
two c , instead of being stopped 
half-way and having to wait for promo- 
tion before they could continue their 
annual increment. This was, generally, 
a boon to the class, or was intended to 
be so; but I understand that there 
have been individual cases where boat- 
men have been at the maximum of the 
second class and would on promotion 
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Pasha. 


into the first class have received a £5. 
increment, and. where, therefore, the: 
change operates to the disadvantage of 
such individuals. in all re-organisa- 
tions where boons have been conferred,. 
I have found, to my regret, that in- 


dividual grievances of a plausible cha- 


‘| racter arose with which it was difficulé 


to deal. Generally, the intention was. 
to improve the boatmen’s position, and 
to open up to them better chances of 
promotion than they enjoyed. In 
estimating the effect of the changes 
made upon the position of the 
boatmen generally, it is important 


to take into account the great 
improvement made in their pros- 
ts of promotion. This apparently 


as not been done by the hon. Mem- 
ber’s informant. Some minor grievances. 
—for instance, one connected with 
Sunday pay—are at present under my 
consideration. 


ARABI PASHA. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lim- 
erick, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
his attention has been drawn to a 
passage in the Overland Times of 
Ceylon, which states that— 

“Mr. T. J. Lipton left for China to-day im: 
the P. and O.s.s. ‘Thames,’ and said good-bye 
to Arabi Pasha before he went on board, but 
later on Arabi went out to the ‘Thames.’ We 
believe this is the first time Arabi nas been: 
afloat since he has been in the Island ” ; 
whether this was the first time on 
which Arabi Pasha, during his im- 
prisonment, has been allowed, to leave 
the Island ; and whether, eorsidering: 
that he has shown no inelination to- 
abuse any extra privileges accorded to- 
him, it would be possible to mitigate: 
or to put an end to his imprisonment: 
in Ceylon ? 

Mr. CON WAY (Leitrim, N.): I rise: 
to a point of Order, Sir. I beg to ask 
you whether my hon. Friend is justified 
in asking a question arising out of 
solieitude for an unfortunate exile, m 
allowing such question to be made the 
medium for @ vulgar advertisement, 
Mr. Lipton being the well-known 
advertising tradesman ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: No point of Order 
arises. 

Mr. COX: May F ask is it not the 
fact that Arabi Pasha has only twice, 
during the time of his detention, beem 
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out of Colombo because of his inade- 
quate allowance ? 


Tae UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror rue COLONIES (Baron H. 
DE Woras, Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
Questions on this subject should be 
addressed to the Foreign Office; the 
Colonial Office knows nothing about 
these matters. 


NATIVE INDIAN TROOPS. 


Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India whether 
the Government of His Highness the 
Nizam has offered to raise, equip, and 
maintain, at its own cost, a strong 
military force to aid in the defence of 
the Empire ; and whether Her Majesty's 
Government has accepted this offer; 
and, if so, what effect has been given 
to the acceptance by the Government 
of India, and what recognition has been 
accorded of the spirit in which the 
offer was nade ? 


Mr. CURZON : In 1887 the Nizam 
offered to contribute a large sum of 
money to the defence of the Empire, 
or, to use His Highness’s own words, 
‘“‘in time of war, his sword.” This 
loyal and generous offer was utilised in 
the organisation of the scheme of 
“* Imperial Service Corps,”’ under which 
the larger Native States maintain a 
portion of their troops on a footing to 
take the field in line with the British 
Army. In Hyderabad this scheme is 
still in course of evolution. 


THE WISHAW BUILDING SOCIETY, 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies de- 
mands that the ‘“‘ Wishaw Building 
and Investment Society’ should change 
its name to the ‘“‘ Wishaw Investment 
and Building Society,” and, seeing 
that this Building Society was estab- 
lished in 1858, and incorporated under 
the Building Societies Act of 1874, and 
that the said Society lately resolved to 
alter and amend its Rules, whether 
it is compulsory for the Society to alter 
its name although unwilling to do so; 
and whether Section 7 of the Treasury 
Regulations, as to the names of 
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Societies, applies only to . Societies 
established at a date subsequent to 
that of the Act of 1874? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I will answer this 
ote for my right hon. Friend, 

he hon. Member is mistaken in ~~. 

ing that the Assistant we 

Friendly Societies for Scotland as 
Registrar of Building Societies in Scot- 
land has ‘‘ demanded that the Wishaw 
Buiiding and Investment Society should 
ch: its name.’ It is not ‘‘ compul- 
sory for the Society to alter its name if it 
is unwillingto doso.” As regardsthe last 
paragraph of the hon. Member's question, 
Regulation 7 of the Secretary of State’s 
Reyulations—to which I presume he 
refers—as to the names of Societies, 
does not “apply only to Societies 
established at a date subsequent to 
that of.the Act of 1874,” but, so 
far as regards a change of name, 
applies to all incorporated Build- 
ing Societies. The facts of the case 
to which the hon. Member alludes 
are that, under Regulation 5 of the 
Secretary of State’s Regulations, the 
Assistant Registrar of Friendly Societies 
for Scotland has refused to register @ 
complete alteration of rules for the 
Wishaw Society until such complete 
alteration or new set of rules has 
brought into conformity with the 
Building Societies Acts by the Society's 
adopting a name of which the last 
words shall be ‘“ Building Society” ; 
but under Regulation 4 he has offered 
to register a partial alteration of Rules 
under the Society’s presert registered 
name. 


AFRICAN CHARTERED COMPANIES 
AND RESIDENT INSPECTORS. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he could 
see his way to appoint a Resident 
Inspector in each of the territories of 
the great Chartered Companies in 
Africa ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith) : The appointment of a Resi- 
dent Inspector in each of the territories 
of: the Charteréd Companies would 
entail a heavy expenditure. A resi- 
dence, staff, and independent means 
of locomotion would have to be pro- 
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‘vided for. These requirements in un- 
civilised countries would represent 
large sums of money, out of proportion 
“to the advantages ae be be derived 
from their presence. ere are at pre- 
‘sent Government officials stationed in 
the neighbourhood of all the territories 
ref to, through whom local inyes- 
tigations could conducted if re- 
‘quired, and to whom complaints could 
be made if desired. 


ALLEGED INSOLVENCY OF AN IRISE 
MAGISTRATE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Mona- 
han, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Retstany to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether it has come to the 
knowledge of the Chancellor that Mr. 
Thomas Ferguson, J.P., of Banbridge, 
County Down, recently made a compo- 
sition with his creditors ; and whether, 
in consequence, it is proposed to 
remove him from the Commission of 
the Peace and ez-oficio Guardianship 
of the Poor ? ; 

Mr. JACKSON : No information to 
the effect alluded to in the question 
‘has come to the knowledge of the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, and his Lord- 
ship’s Secretary is informed by the 
“proper officials that no proceedings of 
any kind have been taken either by or 
‘against the gentleman referred to in 
this question. 


THE CASE OF GERALDO DE LIMA. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (on behalf 
of Mr. Jonn O’Connor, Tipperary, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
seen a letter from Geraldo de Lima in 
the African Times, of 1st February, 
in which he says— 


“In good faith I have recommended the |. 


English people to the Awoonahs, and to the 

King also, and have always advised them to 

be “om to the British Government and laws, 

notwithstanding the treatment I received years 

- . + «I was never a slave dealer in 
e sense 


free trade. And, because my name is de 
Lima, I have to suffer. . . . Idonot know 


what I deported to Accra. I 
oe mover tia ot oll”; we 
and in view of the facts that Geraldo 
de Lima has claims against the British 
Government for £5,000, the justice of 
which have been urged by men of in- 
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fluence and integrity at the Gold Coast, 
that his house and property and busi- 
ness have gone to ruin during his 
imprisonment, and that he has not 
been allowed to see his family once 
since his deportation to Accra, willhe be 
charged with a definite offence and 
tried, or else liberated and sent home? 
Baron H. p—E WORMS: I have seen 
the letter to which the hon. Member 
refers, but I need scarcely point out 
that the statements it contains are of 
an entirely ex parte character. There 
is no information in the Colonial Office 
as to his alleged claims inst the 
British Government, or that their 
justice has been “ by men of 
influence and integrity at the Gold 
Coast.” The Governor will, however, 
be asked for a Report on the subject, 
and also to state whether he can now 
recommend de Lima’e release, 


THE NEW FOREST RIFLE RANGE. 


Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether 
Mr. Pelham has sent in his Report on 
the proposed scheme for establishi 
a rifle range in the New Forest; an 
whether the Report will be laid before 
the Committee on the Military Lands 
Bill before they take evidence on the 
subject of the New Forest ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: The Report has 
been forwarded to the Secretary of 
State, who is on the continent, and it 
will be presented to the House as soon 
as possible. I cannot promise that it 
will be in the hands of Members on 
Monday. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: Will it be 
placed in the hands of Members as soon 
as possible—before the conclusion of 
the Committee ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say how 
long the Committee will last. 


COMMERCIAL TREATIES, 


Mr. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether a Convention 
has been signed by the Governments of 
Spain and France, under which France 
is to receive the ‘most favoured 
nation ”’ treatment until 1st a and 
afterwards to be ch the lowest 
duties of the Spani tariff; and 
whether any efforts are being made to 
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obtain a similar Convention between 
the Governments of Spain and of the 
United Kingdom ? 

Mz. J. W. LOWTHER: The Foreign 
Office has been informed that a pro- 
* visional agreement has been concluded 
between the Governments of France 
and of Spain. France will give her 
minimum tariff to Spain in exchange 
for the Spanish conventional tariff 
which is in force for Treaty Powers 
until Ist July. This agreement it is 
undertood will only last until 1st July. 
As Her Majesty's Government enjoy 
the present Spanish conventional tariff 
until Ist July, French trade will not 
be placed in a more favourable position 
than British by this arrangement. 


Mr. LENG: The hon. Gentleman 
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has not adverted to the second 
paragraph of the question. 
Mr. LOWTHER: I have in- 


formed the hon. Gentleman before that 
negotiations are going on with the 
Spanish Government with a view to 
the extension of the Commercial Treaty, 
-but at present I am not able to 
give the hon. Member any further 
information. 


THE MALTESE MARRIAGE LAW. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Longford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
-of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
-engagements or undertakings given to 
the Holy See as to the Maliese 
Marriage Law and the other matters 
broached by Sir Lintorn Simmons at 
‘ the Vatican have been fulfilled, or has 
. any remonstrance been received by Her 
Majesty's Government as to their non- 
fulfilment ? 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): Will the 
hon. Gentleman also say whether any- 
thing has been done to enable British 

<r in Malta to contract marriages 
under the Act of last Session? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: May I ask 
ithe hon. Gentleman if he will postpone 
his question till Monday. I have not 
yet pea able to obtain the necessary 
information, but I will undertake to 
_ give him an answer on Monday. 


Mr. HEALY: I suppose there will 
«be no objection to postpone the Vote 
-on Account till Monday also? 
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Mr. LOWTHER: I will en- 
deavour to get the answer down from 
the office as soon as I can, and if the 
hon. Member wishes to have this infor- 
mation before the Vote on Account I 
will communicate it privately before 
the Vote comes on, 

Mr. HEALY: I am satisfied. 


THE COST OF EXCISE COLLECTION. 


Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the - 
sury what the cost of collecting the Ex- 
cise for the financial year 1884 was, and 
what that for 1891 was; and what the 
amounts of Excise Revenue brought in 
charge in those two years respectively 
were ; and whether, in the year 1884, 
the officers of Excise received £11,000 
for collecting the Agricultural Statistics, 
and if that amount is still paid to 
them? I must apologise to the right 
hon. Gentleman for not being in my 
=e when the question was first called, 

ut I was detained upstairs with Com- 
mittee work 

Tue SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham): I 
was about to apologise to the hon. 
Gentleman for being absent myself. I 
am unable to separate the cost of col- 
lecting the Excise from that of the 
collection of Inland Revenue generally. 
The Excise Revenue was £27,306,000 
in 1884-5, and, including that paid to 
the Local Taxation Account, 
£30,884,000 in 1891-2. The second 
question has been answered more than 
once recently, the last answer having 
been given by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the 17th inst. 

Mr. KELLY: My object in putting 
down the question is to ascertain this. 
In 1884 the amount was 3-9, and a sum 
was charged for agricultural statistics, 
whereas in 1891 when the amount was 
3-26 that sum was not so charged. 

Srr JOHN GORST: The hon. Gen- 
tleman must give me notice of that 
question. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. KELLY: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the “‘ Provisional Regulations”’ 
of the Suez Canal Company in regard to 
bulk transit in the Suez Canal, under 
which new systems of ancho; and 
compulsory convoyage are required, con- 
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stitute an infringement or modification 
of the pledge which was given by the 
Delegate of Turkey at the International 
Tonnage Convention held at Constan- 
tinople, in which it is stated that— 


“No eg ge for the —e con- 
shall be cammitel watthier in to the 
navigation toll or A dues a Sona 
anchorage, , except with the con- 
sent of ag Porte, which will not 
take any decision on this subject without pre- 
viously coming to an un with the 
principal Powers interested therein” ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: In the 
opinion of Her Majesty’s Government 
the Provisional Regulations do not con- 
stitute any infringement of the Declara- 
tions of the International Tonnage 
Convention, as the navigation tolls. 
towage, anchorage, and pilotage dues 
are not raised or altered. The ques- 
tion of the legality of the Provisional 
Regulations is one rather for the con- 
sideration of the Suez Canal Company 
than for Her Majesty’s Government. 





“AVERAGE ATTENDANCE” UNDER 
THE EDUCATION CODE. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Lanca- 
shire, N.E., Darwen): I beg to ask the 
Vice President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether he has 
consulted the Law Officers of the 
Crown as to the definition of ‘‘ average 
attendance” in the Code of last year, 
upon which the amount of the fee grant 
depends under the new Education 
Act; and whether, in their upinion, 
that definition is in certain cases incon- 
sistent with the general intention of the 
Act, that no existing school should be 
compelled to receive a less fee income 
than they did before its passing ? 


Tue VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Witu1am Hart Dyke, 


Kent, Dartford): In compliance with- 


the undertaking which I have entered 
into, instructions have been given for 
the preparation of a case to be sub- 
mitted to the Law Officers of the 
Crown. 


QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE. 
Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN (Walsall): 
Should I be in Order in putting a 
mestion to the Under Secretary of 
tate for Foreign Affairs without notice? 


Mr, Kelly 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: No, not without 
notice. The hon. Member may put a 
question on the Paper for Monday. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northam 
ton): I see the Vote on Account is the 
second Order on the Paper. I have 
no reason to su that it will not 
be carried at the Morning Sitting, but 
in the event of its not being carried,. 
does the First Lord of the Treasury 
intend putting it down for the Evening 
Sitting ? 

THe FIRST LORD oF THE. 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Bawrour, 
Manchester, E.): I am very unwilling 
to contemplate the contingency to- 
which the hon. Gentleman has referred. 
I thought I had reason to hope that 
the discussion on the Small Holdings. 
Bill would take but a short time, and 
that we might finish the Vote on 
Account by ten minutes to seven 
o'clock. If, however, it is not carried, it 
will certainly be put down for this. 
evening, because it is necessary for the- 
purposes of the Treasury that the 
money should be voted. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: I do not 
think the discussion will take long, but 
it would be unfair to closure the Debate- 
at the Morning Sitting. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I am very anxious. 
that hon. Gentlemen should have an 
opportunity of raising any question 
they like, but I hope the House will 
cut down anything in the nature of 


unnecessary discussion. 

Mr. ESSLEMONT (Aberdeen, E.):: 
I should like to ask with respect 
to the fourth Order on the Paper,. 
the Burgh Police and Health (Scot- 
cy ill, whether arrangements. 
will be made to take that Bill to-day, 
or at a Saturday Sitting, or at some 
other early period ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: I hope we 
shall be able to deal with this Bill, 
which we are exceedingly anxious to- 
pass. Perhaps if we get through the 
Vote on Account at the Morning 
Sitting, we may do something with this. 
Bill this evening. 

Mr. MORTON (Peterborough) : I beg. 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, seeing that the Notice re- 
lating to the ers at the Evening 
Sitting are in the names of his own. 
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supporters, he cannot to take 
Supply immediately after 9 o'clock 
if the Vote on Account is not finished 
at 7? Will he also tell us what busi- 
ness he intends to take on Monday ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: I have already 
answered the first question, and if 
the hon. Gentleman had been in 
his place he would have heard that 
if the Vote on Account is not finished 
before 7 o'clock, we shall take it at the 
Evening Sitting. With respect to the 
second question, it is probable that we 
shall take the Second Reading of the 
Irish Education Bill on Monday. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will say 
definitely, because if that Bill is taken 
the Irish Members will want to be 
here. If the Bill is not-taken on. Mon- 
day, they can be better engaged else- 
where. 


Mr. BALFOUR: It will certainly 
be taken on Monday or Tuesday; pro- 
bably on Monday. 


ALLEGED INTIMIDATION BY THE 
FARMERS’ ALLIANCE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON (Dundee) : I beg 
to address to the First Lord of the 
Treasury a question of which I have 
given him private notice. A rather 
serious statement is made in this 
morning’s papers by the Rev. Dr. 
Jessop, a well-known writer on agricul- 
tural matters, and rector of the parish 
of Scarning. Three of his parishioners 
being dissatisfied with the wages paid 
as agricultural labourers—namely, 12s. 
a week—obtained employment with 
the Great Eastern Railway Company. 
Shortly afterwards they were dis- 
mi , as he asserts, at the instance 
and under the pressure of the Farmers’ 
Alliance. If the facts are as stated 
here, that discloses a case of con- 
spiracy similar to that which was taken 
up by the Public Prosecutor in Scot- 
land, when two working men were last 
year prosecuted and punished. I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he can promise, on behalf of 
the Government, that an immediate 
inquiry shall be made into the facts in 
order to ascertain whether they are as 
stated by the reverend ‘gentieman, and’ 
whether they would come under the 
Law of Conspiracy ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I received 
notice of the question a few minutes. 
, andl would that the hon. 
ember should put a question to the 
Attorney Gen on the subject, as. 
this is a legal question that I am not 
competent to deal with. I do not 
know that any machinery exists by 
which an inquiry could be made; but 
the Attorney General or the Public 
Prosecutor will probably do anything 
that they may think necessary. The. 
hon. Member should put his question 
to the Attorney General. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS. 
BILL—(No. 183.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

As amended, considered. 
New Clause— 


(Small Holdings to be personal property.) 


“ Land comprised in a small holding shall be - 
and shall remain Bernas property, and shall 
be dealt with in like manner and be subject to- 
like rules of law as leasehold land. 

Provided that nothing in this section shall 
render any such land liable to probate duty or 
legacy duty, or exempt it from successjon | 
duty,”—(Mr. Chaplin,) 


—brought up, and read the first time, 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or AGRICULTURE (Mr. 
Cxapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): As 
the House knows, I move this clause 
in fulfilment of a pledge I gave duri 
the Committee stage of the Bill. " 
then undertook to look carefully into 
the matter, although I saw consider- 
able objection to the proposal embodied 
in the clause. This clause is the result 
of subsequent consideration, but I am 
bound to say, at the same time, that 
the objections which I took to the 
clause at that time are still undiminished, 
as I think it eminently undesirable to 
deal with such a large matter in a 
Small Holdings Bill. Still, I felt that 
I should be departing from a pl ifI , 
had not brought in the clause. 
to move that it be read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, . 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 
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*Mr. THOMAS H. BOLTON (Bt. 
Pancras, N.): I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will return to the better 

inion he held a week or two in 

is matter, and withdraw the use 
altogether. The proposal is to impose 
an exceptional treatment of these small 
holdings, as distinguished from other 
land, and I think that is unn 
sand objectionable. I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman only moves the 
first of the two clauses now, the one 
@ealing with Succession Duty. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: Yes, the Succession 
Duty Clause. 

* T. H. BOLTON : I do not quite 
understand what is meant by the con- 
cluding part of the paragraph “rules 
of law as leasehold land.” What are 
the rules as to leasehold land distin- 
guishing it from other personal 
property? . I am not aware of any 
special rules of law dealing with lease- 
hold land, and I cannot understand 
what the words refer to. The clause 
would be quite clear if the words after 
*‘ personal property” were left out. 
‘The subsequent words only suggest and 
introduce difficulties in dealing with it. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I will undertake 

to have the wording altered if that will 
satisfy the hon. Member. 
**Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central): I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will preserve the clause—not 
necessarily in its integrity as to the 
wording; but the substance of the 
-clause is only introduced to carry out 
the intentions of the right hon. Gentle- 
man as announced to the Committee. 
I have always thought that the easiest 
-way to deal with real property subject 
to Succession Duty was to treat it as 
leasehold property. The clause is a 
reasonable and proper one for carrying 
ovt the promise of the right hon. 
Gentleman to the Committee. 

Mr. DARLING (Deptford) : I rather 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman will 
‘listen to the hon. Member for St. 
Pancras (Mr. T. H. Bolton). Apparently, 
the intention of the clause is that the 
-holding shall be treated as real 
property in all respects except one ; 
‘and that is, that it.shall be divisible 


among the survivors of the owner as 
personal property; but before the 
«clause is withdrawn or modified, I 
-should like to know what was aimed 
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at by the draftsman who put in 
those words? With regard to the 
rules of law as to leasehold land, the 
first is that at the end of the lease the 
land goes back to the person who 
ted the lease. That is the only 
Sistinet iaw to which leasehold land is 
subject. How long is this lease for? 
As long as the right hon. Gentleman is 
in office or for a shorter term? How 
long are the holdings to be subject to 
these rules? This tinkering with the 
law relating to land will lead to great 
evil considering what this Bill is to do. 
We are about to fix on the soil a most 
deserving class, something like the old 
eoman farmer, in whose case the 
and passed irom father to son for 
generations. Suddenly the right hon. 
Gentleman says every time a tenant 
dies there is to be a division among 
his family, or, if the holding is too 
small, it is to be sold and the proceeds 
divided. This is a question of prin- 
ciple and not of form, and before we 
pass the clause I should like to know 
exactly what is meant by saying that 
the holdings are to be dealt with like 
leasehold land ? 


*Sm WALTER B. BARTTELOT 
(Sussex, North West): I think anyone 
will agree that the alteration of this clause 
is a step in a direction which ought to 
be very carefully considered before it is 
adopted. We are taking a step which 
may extend to all real property in the 
country. Isay that we ought not by aside 
issue in the middle of a Bill propound a 
proposal of such magnitude and import- 
ance as that in this clause. My right 
hon. “Friend may not have altered 
his view on the matter ; but had I been 
in his place in the Committee, I would 
have gone to a Division and been 
defeated, if it was to be so, on so grave 
a point rather than have given way. I 
agree with my hon. and learned Friend 
that leasehold property reverts to the 
owner at the expiration of the lease ; 
but is there not something more in the 
wording of the clause ?— 

“Land comprised in a small holding shall 

be and shall remain personal property. 
That may be taken to mean that when 
it has reverted to the me ry owner it 
shall still remain person perty, 
and that is a point which oes 
most serious consideration. 
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Mr. PICTON (Leicester) : I should 


like a little more explanation of the 


last two. lines of the clause. Apps 
rently in some cases the holding will be 
sold and the money divided; and I 
fear in that case the successors would 
have to pay both Probate and Legacy 
Duty, and not merely Succession Duty, 
which would be very unfair on these 

r people on whom we desire to 
confer the benefit of paying only one 
duty. If the explanation of that part of 
the clause is not satisfactory, I shall 
move an Amendment unless I should 
be in order in moving it now. 

Me. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must move his Amendment after the 
clause has been read a second time. 

Mr.HERBERT T. KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN (Kent, Faversham): I 
wish to say a few words in support of 
the protest my hon. and gallant Friend 
has made against the adoption of this 
clause. It seems to be objectionable 
on two grounds: It deals with an 
important question by a side wind, and 
practically abolishes the law of primo- 
geniture ina Bill dealing with small 
holdings ; and I do not think this is 
the proper time to discuss such a 
matter. If the clause is adopted, it 
will defeat the object of the Bill. I 
hope my right hon. Friend will adhere 
to his former view and withdraw the 
clause. 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bod- 
min): No one who has followed the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite will protest against the intro- 
duction of this clause. . The principle 
was assented to after a pond deal of 
discussion, and it cannot, therefore, be 
now withdrawn. My own opinion is 
entirely in favour of the adoption of the 
clause. As to the wording of the 
clause, that is a matter which can be 
considered after it has been read a 
second time. I may point out that 
the rule of descent is one of the rules of 
law as to leasehold land. 

(3.10.) Mr. CHAPLIN: I stated at 
the commencement of my observations 
that this clause was introduced by me 
on this occasion in virtue of what I 
considered, after carefully re-examining 
the question, to be a pledge binding on 
me, and from which I could not depart. 
I stated, also, that my own objection 
to the clause was undiminished ; but 
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only course open to me. I must re- 
mind the right hon. and t Gentle- 
man behind me (Sir Walter Barttelot). 
that upon the question of principle the 
Government were pl already, as. 
the principle of this clause is embodied” 
in a Bill they have already introduced 
themselves; and the only d, 
therefore, which I had to consi was 
the ground of expediency. I repeat: 
that, personally, on the groun 
expediency, I do think it unreasonable 
that this question should be dealt with 
in a fragmentary way; but it is beyond: 
the scope of this Bill to deal with it as. 
a whole, and I felt myself bound to, 
carry out the pledge to introduce 
this clause. I will take care tha, 
words shall be inserted in another 
place, if necessary, to make the meane, 
ing perfectly clear. But I believe 
myself the elause will be sufficient in 
itself. Under these circumstances, I 
hope the Committee will agree not to 
discuss the question further, but come; 
to a decision without delay. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I think hon. Mem- 
bers opposite very much magnify this 
matter. AsI understand it, this was 
simply intended to prevent the misfor- 
tune which these small holders are, 
liable to fall into—that is the misfor- 
tune arising from these small holders, 
dying without making a will. It is, 
well-known that these small men will, 
not make a will; and there have beem 
a good many instances, in the absence 
of a clause like this, where a man has 
died without making a will, and his 
wife and children have lost all their 
little property, which has gone to 
stranger, or to some cousin, or other 
person as the next heir. 


Motion agreed to. 


Clause read a second time. 


(3.13.) Mr. PICTON: I to 
move the omission of the last two lines. 
of the clause. I do not think it fair 
or right that this provision should be 
put in at all. Wher we are introducing 
a new class of landowners in this way, 
I think we should be taking a very false 
step to adopt such a provision-as this. 
I hope, therefore, the right hon, Gentle- 
man will agree tothe omission of these 
two lines—four and five of the clause. 
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Amendment proposed, in line 3, to 
leave out from the word “‘ land ” tothe 
-end of the Clause.—({Mr. Picton.) 
Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Clause,” 
put, and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I now have to 

move another clause, which is again in 
fulfilment of a pledge which I gave 
when this Bill was going through Com- 
mittee. The point was raised in de- 
bate on one occasion by my right hon. 
Friend the Member for West Birming- 
ham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) that at the 
close of the ten years during which the 
new owner would be subject to certain 
conditions, and after the period 
when he had paid off the whole 
-of the purchase-money, it might 
happen that land which had been 
taken from and sold by an adjoin- 
ing landlord might be used for pur- 
poses which might be a nuisance 
-and a great injury to the community ; 
and that, therefore, the owners of 
property, with that fear and apprehen- 
‘gion in their minds, would be slow 
to sell, and thus prevent the bringing 
-of the provisions of this Bill into opera- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman stated 
-&8 a compromise between his view and 
my own that I might introduce a 
-clause providing for the pre-emption 
of the and by either the adjoining 
-owners, or the original owner, or the 
County Council, in the event of the 
new owner of the holding desiring to 
part with it for purposes pray be 
agriculture. I have considered the 
-question, and I have submitted the 
-Glause in its present form for the con- 
sideration of the House. I think it 
will meet the main object which the 
right hon. Gentleman has in view; that 
is to say, to remove the fear of injury 
-or the unwillingness to sell the land on 
the part of the existing landowners. 
I hope the House will agree to accept 
this clause. 

New Clause— 


(Right of pre-emption.) 

“Tf at any time after the restrictive con- 
-ditions imposed by this Act have ceased to 
attach to a small ing, the owner of the 
Saree sranse sm cee a ang for 
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—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. THOMAS H. BOLTON: I can 
only repeat the protest which I made 
against putting this embarrassing in- 
fliction upon the people, who, you 
propose, should become landowners 
under this Bill. I believe the object 
of the clause is to have some provision 
or condition hanging over the property 
to prevent it being specula in by 
persons who want to build on it or to 
make profit out of it rather than 
to cultivate it themselves; but I 
do not think this clause will effectually 
carry out that object. I think the 
practical effect of this clause will be 
to make this property almost unmarket- 
able. The provisions of the Lands 
Clauses Act are inapplicable to these 
small holdings ; ar if this clause be 
adopted it will necessitate long and ex- 
pensive inquiries, which may entail heavy 
costs upon small holders. These people 
having paid their money and bought 
their little property ought to be as free 
to deal with it as any other owners who 
have purchased property. Why you 
should inflict possible loss and practical 
restriction upon the land is beyond my 
comprehension. Your object is to encou- 
rage these men to invest their little mone 
in the purchase of these properties ; an 
while you have that good object in view, 
you propose to hang over these people 
the right of compulsory a by an 
adjoining owner. Why adjoining owner? 
Why should it not be the original 
owner? And if adjoining owners, which 
of the adjoining owners? After cutting 
+ Fe _ sections for these small 

oldings adjoining owners weuld pro- 
bably be two or three of these small 
holders, whose land may bound this 
land which you pro to sell. Which 





of ag won th ders is to have the 
right of pure ? You are hanging 
over these small properties a condition 
which will be absolutely destructive to 

Who would buy 


them in the market. 
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with the liability of being compelled, 


in certain events quite likely to 
happen, at any time to by 
arbitration, with the liability to 
pay the costs of the arbitration? It is 
altogether a most damaging and in- 
jurious provision. I do hope the right 

on. Gentleman will see his way, in 
view of the difficulties it would cause, 
to withdraw the clause altogether ; but 
in its present form it is quite clear that 
it ought to be amended. 

Mr. THOMAS ELLIS (Merioneth- 
shire): I cannot believe that the 
right hon. Gentleman seriously pro- 
poses this clause, and the objec- 
tion taken by the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down seems to me to 
apply quite as much to the original 
owner as to the adjoining owners. 
Neither of these classes of persons have 
the slightest or the remotest shade of 
a claim upon this land, or to a claim to 
exercise the right of pre-emption. The 
adjoining owner has done nothing to 
entitle him to claim to exercise this 
right over this land to which 
Parliament thought fit to attach a 
certain reversion, and with respect 
to which Parliament gave facilities 
for creating small holdings. The 
original owner has no claim whatever 
upon the land, because he has been 
paid the full price for it in the open 
market by a public authority. If the 
land is to revert at all it should revert 
to the County Council, the only body 
that has any claim or any right of pre- 
emption over this land, and which 
represents all the ratepayers within the 
county. I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will not ask us_ to 
spend any more of the time of 
the House in trying to force on us 
a clause which is thoroughly in- 
excusable, and which, if passed, there 
is no doubt whatever will cause ail 
manner of heart-burning and endless 
litigation, and do no g whatever to 
the community. If the right hon. 
Gentleman persists in bringing the 
forces of the Governnient to bear in 
order to carry this clause and succeeds, 
we shall move a number of Amend- 
ments upon the clause, the chief one of 
which will be that the right of pre- 
emption shall be given to the County 
“Council of the county in which the 
holding is situated. 4 trust the right 
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hon. Gentleman will save the time of 
the House by giving an intimation that 
this Amendment will be accepted. 

*Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: Certainly 
I think the clause, as it is framed, is 
open to very serious objection. I 
understood in the course of the discus- 
sion which took place on this subject 
in Committee that the general view 
was that if any owner of one of these 
small holdings desired to sell it for 
other purposes, the right of pre-emption 
should be given to the County Council, 
and not to the former owner or to the 
adjoining owner. But under the 
clause the County Council will have no 
right of pre-emption whatever. The 
right of pre-emption is given not to the 
former owner of the property, who sold 
and severed it from his estate, but to 
all or any of the adjoining owners of 
the land immediately adjoining the 
small holding. Let me illustrate it by 
a case: Suppose that a small holding 
becomes valuable for building purposes 
quite unexpectedly in consequence of a 
railway coming into the neighbourhood, 
or for any other reason; under this 
clause this unearned increment will 
not to the owner of the small holding, 
not to the County Council by whose 
money the small holder was enabled to 
become the owner of his holding, not 
even to the original owner of the pro- 
perty, but to the adjoining owner. 
(‘*No, no!”) That, I understand, is 
the meaning of the clause. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: The 
small holder. 

*Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: Not 
necessarily. It may be some great 


adjoining landowner, who would never 
sell his property. Ido not think that 
can be the intention of the Government. 
It seems to me that, on the whole, the 
wise course to adopt would be, if the 
principle of reversion be introduced at 
ali, if the right of pre-emption be 
given to anybody, it should be given to 
the County Council by whom the land 
was originally wt jhe from the 
original owner and sold again for the 
purpose of small holdings. But I do 
not think it would be desirable, if the 
County Council were unwilling to take 
it, that the former owner should have 
it. The increment of value arising 
from this property should go to the 
owner of the 288 | holding, or else to 
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the County Council. I hope the — 
hon. Gentleman will not press this 
clause in its nt shape. 

(3.30). . JESSE COLLINGS 
(Birmingham, Bordesley) : Some clause 
of this kind is absolutely necessary, not 
in the interest of the landowner, but 
to protect the small holder from the land 

tor. There are two great 
reasons why a clause of this kind was 
asked for. First of all it was held that 
landlords could not be found to sell 
under these conditions, when, at the end 
of ten years, the land might get into 
the hands of some speculative builder 
who might erect factories or jerry build- 
ings or anything which might me 
a nuisance. The other reason was to 

t the small holding from getting 
into the hands of the land speculator, 
who thought he could do better with it 
than let it remain a small holding. My 
right hon. Friend is mistaken in suppos- 
ing the unearned increment will go to 
the landlord; it will go to the small 
holder, because the landlord will have 
to pay the actual worth of the land at 
the present time. But my purpose,and 
the se of the Government, is to 
retain these small holdings as small 
holdings, and I venture to suggest to 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
clause should read in this way: We 
should give the right of pre-emption 
to the County Council for the purpose 
of the small holding, and then if the 
County Council does not want to buy 
—and for my part I do not care who 
gets it if it is left a small holding—we 
should give the right to the original 
landowner or his successors in title, or to 
the neighbouring landowner. We are 
now dealing with the one blot in what 
is a very good Bill. Under a subse- 
quent clause the small holdings are only 
to remain intact for ten years. If the 
right hon. Gentleman will give the 
County Council the right of pre-emption, 
and failing them the original landowner 
or his successors in title or the neigh- 
bouring landowner, then I think he 
will secure, as far as can be secured at 
present, that these small holdings shall 
remain as small holdings, and will 
protect the small holder from his great 
enemy—the man who wants to take 
advantage of some needy time in order 
to buy the small holding fromhim. If, 
in addition to that, the right hon. 


Mr. Shaw Lefevre 
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Gentleman will, in a subsequent 
Amendment, extend the ten years I 
think we sball make this into a good 
Bill. The effect of the clause so- 
amended will be to keep the small 
holding as a cultivated small holding 
for the utmost ible time. 

(3.35.) Mr. A D GATHORNE- 
HARDY (Sussex, East Grinstead): I 
think it is quite easy to discuss this 
clause without heat, though there 
seems to be something in the ve 
words, ‘‘ unearned increment,” whic. 
is calculated to raise heat. The 
question of unearned increment going 
to the landlord does not arise in any 
shape or form in this clause. There 
must be some means of the small holder 
dealing with the property, provided that 
for some reason or another it is un- 
desirable to carry it on as a small 
holding. This clause gives, in these 
circumstances, the right of pre-emption 
to the landowner of the adjoining 
holding. I think it realiy ought to be to- 
the original seller. Whatever may be the 
price, either by agreement or by 
arbitration, the unearned increment 
will go to the small proprietor who- 
originally had it. I think some right 
of pre-emption should rest with the 
person originally selling, for these 
reasons—that we desire that this Act 
should work freely ; we desire to give 
the landowners an inducement to sell 
to those who are willing to carry out 
the objects of this Act. Well, I think 
they will be much less ready to sell if, 
at the time that their property has 
ceased to be used for the purposes of 
the Act. it might go into the hands of 
the County Council, or of anybody else 
who might happen to buy it without 
their having any voice in the matter ; 
and for that reason, seeing it is no- 
question of the landlord making a profit, 
and seeing it will facilitate the working 
of the Act, I hope my right hon. 
Friend will adhere to the clause as it 
stands, subject to this, that he might 
substitute “ original owner” for “ ad- 
joining owners. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM (Glou- 
cester, Cirencester): I am glad to be 
in absolute accordance with the 
hon. Member for Bordesley (Mr. 
Jesse Collings) on this question. 
I think it was distinctly understood 
that a clause would be introduced by 
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the Government to the effect that, if 
“we are going to advance public money 
in this way, we would not be check- 
mated by the land-grabber or the 
speculative builder, and that these 
p should not be perverted from 
ing small holdings. Then when 
it came to the means which we should 
adopt, I think there was a general con- 
currence of opinion, first of all, that 
the County Council, being the popular 
authority, should have the first right of 
pre-emption merely in order that they 
-should continue these small holdings as 
small hoidings ; and failing the power 
-of the County Council to continue them 
as small holdings, there is only one 
person who ought to have the right of 
pre-emption, and that is the landlord 
who sold the land in the first instance. 
I never heard anything more absurd or 
ridiculous than this question of adjoin- 
ing landlord. You might have one 
landlord on the north, another on the 
south, another on the east, and another 
-on the west. Are they going to toss up 
who shall have the power proposed to 
be given? The only person who has 
any right, when it ceases to be a small 
holding, is the landlord who has been 
willing and ready to put his land, with- 
-out any compulsory powers, into the 
hands of the County Council for the 
purpose of these small holdings; and 
he has a right to be protected from 
having a lot of buildings put on his 
property which might very likely be 
a great nuisance. I cannot imagine 
why, after that particular Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for 
Bordesley which carried out exactly 
what the IJouse intended, and what 
I believe we all understood, this 
Amendment should ever have been 
put on the Paper. It is past altering 
and past amending, and I do appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill to save the time of the House, 
.and accept the Amendment of my hon. 
Friend the Member for Bordesley, and 
settle the question. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
&c.) : I donot think this clause answers 
its ost -nsible object. That I understand 
is to facilitate the sale of land for the pur- 
pose of small holdings, and of offering 
some inducement tothe owner and some 
prospect that when the small holding 

- ceases to be used for that purpose, there 
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will be the power of re-entry. That will 
not be the result as the clause stands— 
the original owner must be the adjoini 

owner. Suppose, for instance, t 

the County Council makes a purchase. 
They would not purchase fre acres 
here and five acres there. They would 
ea make a purchase of a whole 
arm of, say, a hundred or two 
hundred acres, and parcel that out 
into twenty or thirty small hold- 
ings. The result would be that a 
small holding might be a portion in the 
middle of thirty or forty others 
parcelled out of the farm. Under 
these circumstances, then, the person 
who would be entitled, under this 
proposed clause, to purchase the 
superfluous land would not be the 
original owner, but some adjoini 

small owner, or perhaps a dozen sm 

holders, whose lands will be contiguous 
to the one not used. This seems to be 
based upon some idea that we are 
following the clause of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, but there 
are some important distinctions 
between that Act and this provision. 
The most practical distinction is this : 
that in the case of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act the powers are 
generally used for the purpose of buying 
or selling land, to make a railway, 
and in a case of that character it is 
very proper you should give the original 
owner the right to purchase super- 
fluous lands. But there is nothing of 
the same kind in this case as in the 
case of making a railway. You buy a 
whole farm, and parcel it into small 
holdings. There you have not got a 
strip of land passing through the estate 
for a commercial purpose, such as a 
railway. It is simply the distribution 
of one whole farm into so many small 
farms, and the provision in this case is 
utterly inadequate. I hope, therefore, 
the right hon. Gentleman will see his 
way to accept the s tion of the hon. 
Member for Bordesley, and give the 
right of pre-emption to the County 
Council, who alone, it seems to me, 
have a reasonable right to have such 


a power. 

Mtn. J. POWELL WILLIAMS 

(Birmingham, 8) : If I vote for the 

proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 

it will be in the hope that he will after- 

wards accept the proposal to place the 
D . 
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County Council first in this right of 
pre-emption. Throughout the Debate 
on this Bill hon. Members on both 
sides of the House have ex 
their desire to protect the small hold- 
ings from that land speculator, but I 
am afraid this would rather play into 
the hands of the land speculator.. My 
hon. Friend the Member for Bordesley 
ke of the County Council having the 
right of pre-emption, with the sole 
of that right being exercised in 
order to keep the land for the purpose 
of small holdings ; but it seems to me 
that if the circumstances such as were 
contemplated by the righthon. Member 
for Bradford did arise, it would be in the 
power of the County Council to keep 
the land strictly to the purpose of 
small holdings. The purchase money 
might’ be so great as to prevent the 
transaction being an economical one. 
Therefore, in giving the right of pre- 
emption to a County Council I would 
suggest that they should be allowed to 
exercise the right primarily for the pur- 
pose of smali holdings, but subject to 
the consent of the Local Goyernment 
Board for any other public purpose. It 
is quite conceivable that these small 
holdings, at the time this clause comes 
into operation, may be in the centre of 
a great town, and be then unsuitable as 
such ; but the land would be eminently 
suitable for some public purposes, such 
as a park, and I would give the gga 
Council the right to retain it for suc 
urposes, subject to the consent of the 
Eee Government Board. Although I 
shall vote for the Second Reading of 
this clause, as it includes the principle 
of the right of pre-emption, I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will afterwards 
consent.to give that right primarily to 
the County Council. 

(3.47.) Mr. CHAPLIN: Many 
criticisms have been made on this 
clause, and questions have been asked 
as to the adjoining owner who is 
named in the clause. One gentleman 
went so far as to say that he never in 
his life read so absurd a clause. As a 
matter of fact the clause is well known, 
it having been taken from the pre- 
cedent of the sale of superfluous lands 

rchased by railways; and that hon. 
Member will find that I have practi- 
cally adopted the language and mean- 
ing of certain sections of the Lands 


Mr. J. Powell Williams 


{COMMONS} 








Clauses Act. I recognise that the 
clause does not meet with general’ 
approval as it is, and I am ite 
illing to try to amend it. I thi 

the best way would be to amend the 
clause so as to include all the interests 


involved, and for that — I shall. 
accept the suggestion that the right of 


———* should be offered in the 
t instance to the County Counci? 
from whom the land was purchased ;. 
in the second instance to the origina? 
owner or his successor in title; and in 
the third instance to the adjoining 
owners, and the mode in which the- 
priority of the adjoining owners is to be- 
settled is prescribed in the latter part of 
the clause as it now stands. If the: 
House accepts my proposal, and will 
read the clause a second time, I shall 
move Amendments to carry it out. 
(3.49.) Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBER- 
LAIN (Birmingham, W.): The House- 
will, I am sure, recognise the very con-. 
ciliatory spirit shown by my right hon. 
Friend the Minister for Agriculture,. 
and I imagine that, so far as the 
question of the persons to whom the 
right of pre-emption is to be given is. 
concerned, the concession which he:- 
has just made will be perfectly satis-. 
factory to the House. But there is. 
one point to which he did not allude: 
—I do not know whether he has con- 
sidered it—in regard to which I think 
this clause is somewhat defective. We- 
had two objects in dealing with this. 
matter. The first was that land de- 
voted to the purchase of smal! holdings 
under this Act should remain employed' 
for that purpose as long as somite. 
There may be circumstances which may 
make it imppomle to continue the 
small holdings ; But so long as’ possible 
the House desires the land to remain 
as small holdings. The second object 
we had in view was to prevent a land- 
lord from being discouraged from sell- 
ing land for the of small 
holdings by the fear that, after the 
land had been acquired for that pur- 


pose, the small owner might change his: 


mind and enter into building specula- 
tion, and thus, without the consent 
of the original landowner, make a 
ane - < the pom and reduce- 
the value of the surroundi perty. 
Under the clause as it pron, \ pte. pre- 
sent the owner of the small holding,. 
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if entitled to the increased value of the 
land, will be tempted to make a large 
profit by selling it for buildi ur- 
poses. Land which a small holder 
may have bought for £100 near a large 
town may in a few years become 
worth £1,000 Here, then, is the tem 
tation to the owner of the small hold- 
ing to give up its cultivation in order to 
sell it for building purposes, which is an 
evil we wish to avoid. The only fair pro- 
position, in my opinion, would be to say 
that should the small holder no longer 
wish to keep the land he shall be only 
able to*sell it at its agricultural value. 
That would take from him the tempta- 
tion of giving 
poses. Now, that is a most important 
point; and as the clause of my right 
hon. Friend does not deal with it, I 
hope that some provision will be intro- 
duced for that purpose. 

(3.52.) Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, 
Basingstoke): I take an entirely dif- 
ferent view to that of the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. It 
is a great venture to go in for land at 
all, and I consider that if a man puts 
his money into a small holding and 
takes the risk he ought to reap the ad- 
vantage if the land increases in value. 

Mr. DUGDALE (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) : I am afraid there would be 
some difficulty in arranging matters with 
adjoining owners. Suppose there is a 
small holding bounded on all sides by 
the property of adjoining owners, how 
far is the Hinterland to extend? I 
think it is desirable that we should 
know that. 


Motion agreed to. 

Clause read a second time. 

(3.55.) Mr. CHAPLIN: I now 
move to insert, in line 4, after the word 
* sale” — 

“ First to the County Council from whom 


the holding was purchased, next to the person 
if any, then entitled to the lands 


or persons, 
from which the holding was originally severed 
and then.” 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 

Mr. THOMAS ELLIS (Merioneth- 
shire): I hope the Committee will not 
assent to this proposition. It seems to 
me that when once the County 
Council refuses to take the land for its 
own , the small holder himself 
should have the next claim te it. 


{97 Max, 1892} 
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An hon. Member: No. 

Mr. ELLIS: Most certainly. I ho 
the right hon. Gentleman will 
sati with giving the right of pre- 
emption to the County Council only. 
Having bought the land the County 
Council should have power to use it 
for such purposes as they may think 
will best serve the interests of the 
locality. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: If the 
Committee will allow these words to 
be inserted, we could go on to the next 
sentence of the clause as to the adjoin- 
ing owners, and it would not be neces- 
sary to deal with the question in three 
tions. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I would not object 
to strike out the words referring to the 
adjoining owners. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: I would 
suggest that the words “and then” 
should be left out. 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bod- 
min): The right hon. Gentleman pro- 
poses to give the right of gr, 
to the County Council, but he also uses 
these words— 

“ Next to the 
entitled to the from which the 
was originally severed.” 

Now, it is ible that the propert 
may be a te up into two * Tenes 
parts, and that there may be several 
owners. It will be neces for the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider that 
befcre going further. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, to leave out from the 


rson or persons, if any, then 
holding 


word ‘ purchased” to the end of the 
pro Amendment. — (Mr. Chan- 
ning.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the proposed 
Amendment,” put, and agreed to. 


Words inserted. 


Mr. HALDANE: Shall I now be 
in order in moving that the words“ and 
then” be omitted? 

Mr. SPEAKER: No. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I am 
going to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to accept only the last clause of the 
Amendment whick stands in my name, 
as the first part is now practically em- 
bodied in the Bill. My Amendment is to 
add to the New Clause the following :— 
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“The price of such re-purchase shall be the 
value of the land as agricultural land, together 
with fair compevsation for all im ts 
made for the small holder or prede- 
cessors.” 

Question proposed, ‘‘That those 
words be there added.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I am sorry to say 
I cannot accept this Amendment. The 
Committee will recollect that through- 
out the whole discussion on this Bill I 
have always claimed for new holders 
that they should ultimately have the 
right to acquire the freehold of the 
roperty. I could not, at this stage of 
the Bill, go back from the view which 
I have pressed upon the House 
throughout with regard to that point. 
I can quite understand the arguments 
that may be used against my view of 
the case ; but I have carefully considered 
the subject, and I feel that there could 
be no greater deterrent to the new 
holders whom we desire to see created 
from embarking on the purchase of 
these holdings than the knowledge of 
the fact that if the holdings should 
increase in value, and they desire to 
part with them, they would receive a 
price which might be much less than 
the market value—a price which would, 
in fact, be only the agricultural value. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: After the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman, 
I will, with the permission of the 
Committee, withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause, as amended, added. 


“THe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew's 
Universities): I beg to move, in page 
10, after Clause 21, to insert the 
following Clause :— 

(Modification as to succession to small 
holdings in Scotland.) 

“Tn lieu of section of this Act, the 
following provisions shall have effect in 
Seotland : Land comprised in a_ small 
holding shall, for the purposes of succession, 
be deemed to be moveable property, provided 
that the titles to such land, and any securities 
affecting the same, shall be continued to be 
made up and recorded according to the 
present law and practice, except in so far as 
varied by the provisions of this Act, Provided 


that nothing in this section shall render any 
sueh land iiable to inventory or probate duty 
or exempt it from succession duty.” 

Clause brought up, and read the first 
time. 


‘Mr. Jesse Collings 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘That the Clause be a 
second time.”—(Sir C. J. Pearson.) 


Mr. CUST (Lincolnshire, Stamford) : 
I should like to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether the Scotch law is different 
from the English law with reference to 
the protection of rights in such holdings? 
*Sm C. J. PEARSON: This is 
entirely a consequential clause. There 
will be no difficulty in Scotland on the 
point raised by the hon. Member. 


Motion agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


On Motion of Mr. JEssr CoLuines, 
the following] Amendment was 
to:—Clause 4, page 2, line 32, leave 
out from ‘the County Council,” to 
“County Council,” in line 35, 
inclusive, and insert similar words 
after line 2, page 3. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Before the hon. 
Gentleman moves his next Amendment, 
I would ask to be allowed to propose 
that which stands in the name of the 
hon. Member for Devon (Mr. Seale- 
Hayne). Itisas follows :—Clause 4, page 
2, line 40; leave out from ‘‘ Provided,” 
to ‘“‘remove,” in line 41, and insert 
“and.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I will 
now move the following Amendment 
whick stands in my name :— 

Clause 4, Page 3, after line 2, insert 
“The County Council shall have power to 
sell, or, in the case of small yen oD na 
may be let, to let, one or more small dings 
to a number of persons working om a co- 
operative system, provided such system be 
approved by the County Council.” 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Sm HORACE DAVEY (Stockton) : 


I do net understand the meaning of 
the words of the hon. Member’s Amend- 
ment. I do not know what he means 
by “‘ persons working on a co-operative 
system.” The words have no legal 
meaning. It is one of those Amend- 
ments put across the floor of the House 
and accepted, and which later cost a 
t deal of time and much expense. 
erhaps the hon. Gentleman will so 
alter his Amendment that it may have 
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stood. I can only understand the 
words to mean a Joint Stock Company. 
In my experience most Co-operative 
Societies are Joint Stock Companies. I 
do not know whether the hon. Member 
deems it likely that a Joint Stock Com- 
pany wiil take a small holding. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


Mr. COBB: The Amendment stand- 
ing in my name merely proposes to 
carry into effect a promise the right 
hon. Gentleman gave to the Com- 
mittee. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 3, line 19, leave out sub-section (3), 
and insert tbe following sub-section :—(3.) “If 
any councillor representing or alderman resid- 
ing in any of a county in which it is 
alleged that ere is a dem for small hold- 
ings is not a member of the committee, he 
shall be added to the committee for the con- 
sideration of the alleged demand.”—(Mr. Cobb.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 6. 

*“Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. When we were in Com- 
mittee on this Bill I had an Amend- 
ment of similar purport, and my object 
in repeating it is to afford the right hon. 
Gentleman another opportunity of con- 
sidering what proportion of the purchase- 
money shall be advanced. As the 
Bill at present stands, only eighty per 
cent. can be advanced to the purchaser 
by the County Council. My proposal 
means that, if the County Council 
thought fit, it should be permitted to 
advance ninety per cent. I venture to 
urge this matter upon the right hon. 
Gentleman, because, as I have before 
pointed out, we have agreed to advance 
the Irish tenant the whole amount of 
the purchase-money. I confess I can- 
not see why England, Scotland, and 
Wales should not be treated on equal 
terms. 


Amendment proposed, in page 3, line 
32, leave out ‘‘one fifth,” and insert 
‘ten per cent.”—(Mr. Morton.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
of the hon. Member is out of Order. 
It deals with a subject which cannot 
be submitted while I am in the Chair. 


{27 May, 1899} 
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Clause 8. 

Tut ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
R. Wesster, Isle of Wight): I beg to 
move the Amendment in my name— 

at end, add “and in the 
eo hall be stmiedile es pact nn of the 
title of the person to whom the entry relates,” 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I have 
an Amendment to move to this clause. 
When we were in Committee I pro- 
— to leave out the word “ ten.” 

e right hon. Gentleman did not com- 
mit himself to any promise, but he 
said that he was open to consider 
whether or not he could lengthen the 
term to which the restrictive clause 
should apply. I ask him now to make 
the period thirty years instead of ten. 
Although I can see objections to making 
the clause permanent, yet I consider 
ten years altogether too brief a period. 
After the land is bought, the small 
holder will enter on his work, and in 
a few years will be subjected to the 
tactics of some land speculator who 
has an eye on the small holding. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would con- 
sent to extend the term to thirty 
years, he would do much, I consider, to 
secure the good working of his Bill. 
Under Clause 9, Sub-section 6, the 
County Councils are allowed to sell 
these small holdings without any con- 
ditions whatever, and that seems to me 
fully to meet any special occasions that 
may arise. 

Amendment proposed, in page 4, 
line 34, to leave out the word “ten,” 
and insert the word “ thirty.”—(Mr. 
Jesse Collings.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: As the hon. Mem- 
ber says, it is quite true that I made no 
pledge on this subject. I did, how- 
ever, make an offer to extend the 
period of ten years, which was inserted 
in order to guard against the danger 
that has been so frequently pointed 
out. Iam not prepared to accept the 
substitute of thirty years which the 
hon. Member proposes, but I am will- 
ing to make a compromise, and to 
insert the word ‘“‘twenty” instead of 
“ten.” 








15 Small Agricultural 
Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I beg to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


~ Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed, in page 4, 
line 34, to leave out the word “ten,” 
and insert the word “twenty.”—-(Mr. 
Chaplin.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


On Motion of Mr. CHapuin, the 
ei ay ‘ae rag aap i a aT 
Page 4, line 39; after the first “shall” 
insert ‘‘ unless let with the consent of 
the County Council ;” Page 5, line 40, 
at end, add— 


« C) cairo or done under this section 
snall derogate from the effect of any building 
or sanitary bye-laws for the time being in 


On Motion of Mr. Hanpanez, the 
following Amendment was agreed to:— 
Clause 11, page 6, line 14, after “a,” 
oat “person having the powers 
of a.” 


On Motion-ofthe ATToRNEY GENERAL, 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :—Clause 11, page 6, line 20, leave 
out all after ‘‘ obtained,” to end of 
Clause. 


. On Motion of Mr. Hatpang, the 
following Amendment was agreed to :— 
Clause 12, page 6, line 23, after “a,” 
_ ‘“‘person having the powers 
of a.” 


On Motion of Mr. Cuapuin, the fol- 
lowing Amendments were agreed to :— 
Clause 15, page 7, line 18, after 
“situate,” insert ‘and’; line 19, 
after ‘‘ council,’’ insert ‘‘ and.” 


Amendment proposed, 
. In Clause 15, page 7, line 24, after 


.” insert “or if the holdings are 
situate within the limits of a municipal 
borough, then, instead of the ns selected 
or appointed as aforesaid, two members of the 
borough council.”—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Am I 
right in understanding that in the case 
of land inside the limits of a municipal 
borough, the management is to be com- 

: posed of two members of the borough, 
and nobody else? - 

Mr. CHAPLIN: No; they are in 
addition. 

Amendment agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: The 
Amendment I now propose is one 
which the right hon. Gentleman pro- 
mised to consult the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer about. It is to omit the 
words— 

“Not less than three pounds two shillings 

and sixpence per cert. per annum.” 
As the clause stands it binds the Com- 
missioners to lend money at this rate. 
The consequence will be that if the 
Treasury can lend money for three per 
cent. without loss they will be obliged 
to charge the Local Authority 
£3 2s. 6d., which means the imposition 
of a tax upon the Local Authorities of 
two shillings and sixpence per cent. per 
annum. 


Amendment preposed, ; 

In he 6, to leave out the words 
“ not than three pounds two shillings and 
sixpence per cent.”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 

* Question proposed, ‘‘ That the. words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have to regret 
the result of the undertaking I gave. I 
have conferred with the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ; and, indeed, I may go 
so far as to say that I earnestly pressed 
this upon him. I am bound to say, 
however, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer gave reasons to me, which 
I thought were quite sufficient to justify 
him in declining to accede to the pro-+ 
posal. I was very sorry to arrive at 
that conclusion, because I was anxious 
to attain the same object as my hon. 
Friend ; but I am consoled by this re- 
flection: that the credit of the County 
Council is so good, and their borrowing 
powers so ample, that they are not by 
any means limited to Government 
loans. They have ample opportunities 
of borrowing money for this purpose on 
favourable terms. 

Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
have a similar Amendment to this 
down on the Paper. The Government 
have offered to advance money to Irish 
tenants at two and three-quarters-per 
cent., and I appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to ‘show the same considera- 
tion for the English, Scotch,and Welsh 
—_ in this matter. I think this 

otion involves an important point, 
because in my opinion the Biil will be 
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of little use, if any, unless the 
‘small can borrow money at a 
low rate of interest. If people are 
‘willing to pay a high rate of interest 
= aesistance of an Act of Parliament 

s unn , 

Mr. BARCLAY (Forfarshire) : I also 

think some good reasons should be 
‘shown for proposing to make the 
people of Great Britain pay a higher 
rate of interest for advances than is 
charged to Irishmen. This Bill is an 
experiment, and the Treasury ought to 
ibe satisfied if they can carry its pro- 
visions into effect without making a 
loss. ._The amount required will not be 
‘so large as to endanger the financial 
‘stability of the country, especially in 
view of the fact that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has been able to pay off 
a large amount of the National Debt. 
I think three per cent. ought to be the 
‘most that should be charged to these 
-smali holders for advances. 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : I admit that the 
matter, as far as this particular Bill is 
concerned, is not one of supreme im- 
portance, but from the point of view of 
the credit of the State and its loan 
transactions it is of considerable impor- 
tance. At the present time loans of 
public moneys are advanced to Local 
Authorities under a great variety of 
Acts, and in these Acts urate of interest 
is prescribed corresponding to that laid 
‘down in the Bill now before the House. 
For instance, the Sanitary Loans, 
School Board Loans, and Loans under 
‘the Allotment Act, et cetera, are charged 
three and a-half per cent., when repay- 
-able in not more than thirty-five years, 
and three and three-quarters per cent. 
when repayable in not more than 
pep Ree Loans under the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act repayable 
in not more than twenty years are 
Fey goad and one-eighth per cent. ; 
for thirty years, three and a quarter 
per cent.; and for forty years three 
-and three-eighths per cent. Harbour 
‘Loans with collateral security of rates 
-are granted at three and a quarter per 
cent. for any period up to fifty years. 
If the rate of interest is lowered in 
this particular case, all these Local 
Authorities will come down upon the 
‘Treasury and Parliament complaining 
that they are paying excessive rates of 
interest for their loans. I hope it is 


{27 May, 1892} 
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not thought that I am dealing with this 
matter in any churlish spirit, and I 
appeal to hon. Members not to endanger 

e general system of loans granted 
by the State for the sake of 
the very small _ difference in 
this rete case. My right hon, 
Friend (Mr. Chaplin) has pointed out 
that the credit of the Magen Be case 
is such that they will be probably able 


to borrow at three cent.; but, be that 
as it may, I think I have pointed out 
to the Committee that strong reasons 


exist for declining this Amendment, 
much as Iam anxious to promote the 
general success of the Bill. 


Mr. ESSLEMONT (Aberdeen, E.): 
The right hon. Gentleman, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, has said that 
the County Councils can borrow money 
at three per cent., and I do not think 
there will be any difficulty about the 
matter. It seems quite clear that if 
the loans were granted in this case at. 
three per cent., no higher rate of 
interest should be charged to the 
various other bodies the right hon. 
Gentleman has alluded to. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 19. 


On Motion of Mr. Duapate (Ware 
wickshire, Nuneaton) the following 
Amendment was agreed to:— 

9, line 35, at end, add “but shall not 
include mines of coal, ironstone, slate, or other 
minerals, or any right or easement in connec- 
tion therewith. 

Clause 22. 


On Motion of Sir C. J. Pearson, the 
following Amendments were agreed 
to:—Page 11, line 12, leave out 
section,” and insert ‘sections”’ ; 
page 11, line 12, after “ten,” insert 
‘eleven and twelve”; Clause 23, page 


11, line 18, after “situate,” insert 
“and.” 

Si C. J. PEARSON: I beg to 
move— 


In page 11, line 26, after “ Committee,” in- 
sert “or if the holdings are situate within the 
limits of a burgh, then, inetead of the 
elected as aforesaid, two Town 8 Or 
Commissioners, as the case may be, to be 
ey for that purpose by the Town-Coun- 


or Commissioners of such burgh.” 
Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.”’ 
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Gees) JOHN WILSON (Lanark, 
y I ask the right hon. Gen- 
r- aa wh x the word ‘ burgh” 
refers to a police burgh as well as a 
Royal or Parliamentary burgh ; and, if 
so, whether he would insert the word 
“any” before burgh ? 
* Sm C. J. PEARSON: I shall have 
no objection to that. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLY — CIVIL SERVICES AND 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1893. 
VOTE ON ACCOUNT. 

_ Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a further sum, not exceeding 
granted to "Her Majesty, on 
account, for or ge defraying the 
a for the following Civil Services and 


wy ome for the year ending 
on the oe the Sis ay of March, 1893—namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 
Crass I. 


£ 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 15,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings... 8,000 
Admiralty, Extension of Buildings... 4,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great 
. Britain 6,000 
Art and Science ‘Buildings, Great 
Britain 3,000 
Diplomatic and Consular ‘Buildings 4,000 
Revenue Department Buildings ... 54,000 
derveys af thet Sted ‘Kingos - = 
of ni ingdom ... 
Harbours, c., under How @ of 
Trade, and Lighthouses Abroad . 3,000 
Peterhead Harbour se -. 2,000 
Caledonian Canal _ — 
Rates on Government Property --- 10,000 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland 20,000 
Railways, Ireland 30,000 
Cxass II. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
House of Lords, Offices 8,000 
House of Commons, Offices 11,000 
any and Subordinate Depart- 

ments 13,000 
ye Office and Subordinate De- 

“ 7 000 

Privy Counc Offiee and Subordinate 3,000 

of Trade and Subordinate De- 

‘pains 30,000 
erry Department of the Board 

Board of A of Agriculture 5,000 


{COMMONS} . 
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Civi Service Commission 2 
Sani 


Local Civerimant Board ... 
Lunacy Commission 


Mercantile Marine Fund, | ‘Grant jin 


Mint (inel Cc Do 

Notice! wy Saad Rd x 

Public Record Office a . 

Registrar General's Office. 
General’s 

Stationery Office and Printing 


Woods, Forests, &c. Office of wn 
Works and Public Buildings, 


Scotiand :— 
for Scotland 


Registrar General's Office... ene 
Board of Supervision .. eee 
Ireland :— 

Lord Lieutenant’s Hoasehold oe 

Chief Secretary and Subordinate 
Departments .. 

Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Office ... es 

Local Government Board 

Public Record Office ae 

Public Works Office qs 

Registrar General's Office... 

Valuation and Boundary Survey 


Cuass ITT. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges waits ove 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses aes 
Supreme Court of Judicature eve 
Land Registry... ou . 
County Co ourts... 
= Courts (Londen and Sheer- 


ess) . 
Police, England and Wales 
Prisons, England and the Colonies... 
Reforma‘ and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain ... 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 
Scotland :— 


Law Ch mane Courts # Law ... 
Register eon ese 


Crofters Comminioe 
Prisons, Scotland.. 
Treland :— 
los a asa and Criminal Proseeu- 
Supreme ne and 
its 
County oy 
unty Court 
Dublin Metro tan ol &e. 
ae 
e 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


12,000" 
12,000 
70,000: 
1,000: 


500 
8,000- 
65,000 


70,000: 
4,000 


— : 


ga § S808: 


: 


~evernmai a? 








——— Se 


eed eed eet ee 
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Cuass IV. 
United Kingdom and Engiand :— 
a re England and £ 


United Kingdom w. 150,000 
— Museun ... #7000 
National Portrait G Gallery ... 


Scientific en &e., United 
— and Colleges, Great 
London University 


Scotland :— 
Public Education... 150,000 
Ireiand :— 
Public Education... -«- « 180,000 
Endowed Schools Commissioners had 150 
National Gallery .. ite 500 
Quéen’s Colleges ... bets we 1,500 
Crass V. 
Diplomatic Services and Consular 
tar Pa ,000 
Slave Trade Services 200 
ay oe Services, including South 
Subsidie Telegraph Com ns 
ies to Te panies, 
Cuass VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
ances ... ree , 
Merchant Seamen's Fund Pen- 
sions, &c. 2,500 
Friendly Societies Deficiency “_ - 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances, Great Britain os 600 
Pauper Lunatics, Ireland .. ... 45,000 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland 5,000 
Crass VII. 
Temporary Commissions ... 6,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses ... 2,000 
Pleuro-Pneumonia 20,000 
ds and Islands of Scotland... 5,000 
Exhibition 5,000 
Repayments to the Civil Contin- 
gencies Fund caer” sions 
Total for Civil Services 50 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
£ 
Customs... on 100,000 
inland Revenue ... 100,000 
Post Office 600,000 
Post Office Packet Service 186, 
Post Office Telegraphs_ ... 450,000 





Total for Revenue Departments ELAS, 080 
Grand Total... “£4,632,350 


{27 May, 1892} 
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PotyNesiAN LABOUR IN QUEENSLAND.» 


Mr. WINTERBOTHAM (Glouces- 
ter, Cirencester): I am very glad that 
this Debate has been carried over 
until to-day, because I am anxious to- 
say a word or two about the Kanaka 
uestion, especially after the speech 

elivered yesterday by the Under Se- 
cretary for the Colonies (Baron H. de 
Worms). I want to put this matter as. 
clearly as I can before the public, who- 
I believe are very much exercised about 
it, and I consider that the arguments 
used yesterday by my hon. Friend the 
Member for one of the divisions of 
Cornwall, in which he charged us with 
unduly interfering with the discretion 
and independence of the Queensland 
Parliament, require an answer. It is- 
admitted by everyone that up to 1885- 
the Kanaka traffic was simply a bad 
form of slavery, and nothing more 
abominable or disgraceful attached to 
the British flag than the unspeakable 
horrors disclosed by the Royal Com- 
mission which examined into this 
matter. The Under Secretary for the 
Colonies had not a word to say in 
defence of this traffic up to 1885, 
and the same may be said of Sir 
Samuel Griffith. Even Mr. Kinnaird 
Rose, who was quoted during the debate 
last evening by the hon. Member oppo- 
site, dare not say one word in defence 
of the horrible atrocities connected with 
the Polynesian labour traffic up to- 
1885. Now, the greatest argument 
that has been used, so far, during the 
Debate, against our interference with 
this Kanaka traffic is the independence 
of the Colonial Parliament. If the 
English people have no moral obliga- 
tion in this matter, and no right to 
interfere, as has been asserted, I 
ask, were we justified in  interfer- 
ing in 1885? What circumstances 
would justify this country in 
interfering with the free action of an 
independent colony? Would negro 
slavery bea good reason? I want hon. 
Members opposite to answer this 
question. § ing for myself, I say 


000 | Plainly that this Kanaka traffic is either 


what some of us believe it to be—a 
form of slavery to all intents and pur- 
poses—a system cruel, un-Christian,. 
oppressive, and unjust to the coloured 
races, and, if so, a system Englishmen 
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can be no parties to; or else the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
and Mr. Kinnaird Rose are right, 
and this opposition to it is nothing 
bat a sentimental, philanthropic 
bubble. These are the words which 
‘have been applied to the Motion of 
my hon. Friend below me (Mr. 8. 
‘Smith). Now, Sir, no defence or excuse 
is offered for this traffic up to 1885, 
but it is argued that no evidence exists 
-of any misconduct or cruelty having 
taken place since that date. But it 
should be borne in mind that we have 
not had a Royal Commission on this 
question since 1885, and that, therefore, 
‘we cannot go to Blue Books and pro- 
‘duce unanswerable testimony. I it 
there is a lot of conflictingevidence as 
tothe manner in which this traffic has 
‘been carried on since 1885. First of all 
we have the evidence of the mission- 
aries, and I defy the Under Secretary 
for the Colonies to name a single 
missionary living on these islands who 
is in favour of the Kanaka traffic. 
The right hon. Gentleman asks me for 
evidence, and I will give it him. A 
resolution regarding this traffic was 
passed unanimously on the 20th July, 
1889, by thirteen missionaries compos- 
ing the Mission Synod of the New 
Hebrides, residing on the Islands. 
They were well acquainted with the 
character and results of the traffic, and 
these are the words that they used— 
“A traffic which has been and is” 
{remember this is 1889) “the cause of 
much sorrow, suffering, and bloodshed 
on the Islands,” and they appealed to 
the English Government “under no 
consideration to allow a traffic to be 
continued so steeped” (this is not in 
1885, this is in the present tense) “ in 
deception, in immorality, bloodshed, 
-and suffering.” That resolution to 
my mind is conclusive. You may 
say we are sentimental philan- 
thropists if you choose. We say 
the evidence of thirteen mission- 
aries, the only missionaries on the 
Islands, met in solemn Synod and 
reporting in 1889 as to what this traffic 
is, ought to be conclusive, and to 
hundreds of thousands of Christian 
folk in England and Scotland it will he 
conclusive. You did not say one word 
about that. I did not hear when you 


were quoting from Bishop Selwyn one 
Mr. Winterbotham 


{COMMONS} 








ga 
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word about this. You trotted sear Bi 
Sel ’s letter v: complacently, 
I uate rn | the ability with 
which you culled from the Blue Book 
a clause here and a line there, out 
ofthe Bishop's letter. But what does 
Bishop Selwyn say? There are para- 
graphs in his letter every bit as strong 
in condemnation of this traffic as you 
will find in the resolution passed by 
the thirteen missionaries. Listen to 
what Bishop Selwyn says, and let him 
answer the Under Secretary as to the 
labour agents. He says— 


“]-have known many of these men, and 
found some of them men of high character 
and anxious to do their duty. But too often 
they are picked up when all other trades have 
failed. But they have one and.all told me that 
the attempt to do their duty has led to great 
friction, and it needs an exceptional man to 
stand the strain of an incessant contest for a 
faithful fulfilment of the law.” 


What does he say about the women ? 
“This is the great vice of the trade. The 


ens are not suffi strict on this 
subject, and are not enfi with sufficient 
determination. No unmarried girl should be 
taken at all; indeed, girls are betrothed so 
early that it would be difficult to find one. 
And : no married couple should be taken unless 
it has been ascertained from the people of the 
village that there is no objection to the woman 
going, and that she really is the wife of the 
man who goes with her. e labour vessel is 
now the handiest means of elo; t. A man 
recruits over night, and tells captain that 
his wife will be on the rocks the next morn- 
ing. In the ag By a woman is discovered 
on the beach ; boat goes in, no questions 
are asked, and the deserted husband is left to 
make an ‘unprovoked’ attack on the next 
boat that comes in. I can quote instance 
after instance where this has been the cause 
of bloodshed.” 


Then what does the Bishop say about 
these self-governing colonies ? 

° d is powerless to prevent the action 
of a self-governing colony, except at the risk 
of civil war; but she is not powerless to con- 
trol and guide it, and the strong pressure of 
public opinion has in years past done much to 
this end. 


I do not accept that conclusion, but 1 
mention it now. I am quoting from 
this letter, because I shall allude to it 
later on. Then the Bishop finishes up 
his letter by giving a, b, c, d, e, f, g, 
six or eight special recommendations, 
which I think the Government ought 
to insist on enforcing if they allow this 
traffic to be re-established. I think 
Bishop Selwyn is a very strong witness 
on our side, and that we are entitled 
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to call him instead of his being claimed 
‘by the Under Secretary. But I will 
now pass from the Bishop and the mis- 
sionaries, and come to the Admirals. 
The letter of Admiral Scott on page 5 
is absolutely conclusive as to this 
traffic, and I want the country to 
understand that this is the evidence of 
the Admiral in command of the station. 
Because this is a water question, not a 
land question. You will not cover it 
by having excellent regulations on land, 
but you will be able to cover it by in- 
sisting that the Union Jack shall never 
float over « slave, and refusing to allow 
this hateful traffic to be carried on, 
where we have any influence, either by 
Englishmen or Frenchmen. Admiral 
‘Scott was asked for his opinion by the 
Queensland Government, and he regrets 
that it is proposed to introduce Kanaka 
labour. He says— 

“Proper supervision of recruiting in the 
Islands appears to be a i I 
All those concerned, ouch 2 Sotoumens 

“ Sgent, the emponls yeeme rfid Pg oxen 

e@ recrul 3) = 
able and rom ae men, bay wh all the 
“Government agent whc has nominally the 

entire control.” 
Then he goes on in paragraph 5— 

“It is a difficult matter to find men for such 
‘service. It is difficult to find masters and 
‘mates of vessels who will not strain a point, 
when by so doing their voyage will be 
shortened, or the number of the recruits in- 
- creased.” 


The date of this is March, 1892, and it 
is useless for the Under Secretary, in 
the face of that letter, to talk about 
what occurred before 1885. This letter, 
which is included in the Blue Book 
issued yesterday, is dated only two 
months ago. Listen to what the 
Admiral says as to the way in which 
these regulations are carried out, and 
see why he recommends the establish- 
ment of depéts. A damning piece of 
evidence is contained in paragraph 7, 
which I hope the House will study. 

“T will now touch on the subject of the re- 
cruits themselves. I believe that in the 
majority of cases the recruits are passive 
=" the active agents being the chiefs of 
i , head men of villages or communities, 
and sometimes the recruits themselves.” 
This is'in March, 1892, from your own 
Admiral on the station, who virtually 
says that these men are shipped by 
their chiefs against their will ; and all 
ithis long rigmarole of a letter which is 


{27 May, 1892} 
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written by the agent from Mary- 
borough os no weight ‘with as: 
If I wanted to be satisfied as to 
the value of Mr. Kinnaird Rose’s 
letter, there is one line in it which I 
think should be enough for any hon. 
Gentleman. What are you going to 
think of an advocate who deliberately 
tells his fellow-countrymen that there 
are hundreds of thousands of men and 
women in every large city of Great 
Britain who would *‘ passionately yearn 
for this cruelty and oppression”? Fancy 
passionately yearning to be sold into 
slavery by your own chief, shipped off 
in a labour vessel, taken to a land 
where you do not understand their 
language and they do not under- 
stand yours; separated from your 
wife and children ; and yet this agent 
tells us that there are hundreds of 
thousands of English people who are 
“passionately yearning’’ for the treat- 
ment meted out to these poor Kanaka 
savages! The letters of Admiral Scott, 
Admiral Erskine, and Commodore 
Goodenough are sufficient evidence to 
any man who wants to be persuaded 
as to the abominations of the traffic 
carried on under the British flag. 
Under no possible regulations can this 
traffic be anything else than cruel, 
oppressive, hateful, and un-Christian. 
But there is a third witness to whom, 
I think, the Under Secretary did not 
allude. You may put a_ Bishop 
against the missionaries, and you 
may play off your Captain Somebody 
against the Admiral ; but now what 
do you say to Sir William Macgregor ? 
Another Blue Book was issued yester- 
day along with this one on the Polynesian 
labour question. It referred to New 
Guinea, and Ithink it might be studied 
with advantage by hon. Members in 
connection with this question. New 
Guinea is inhabited by the same class 
of — as those we are talking about, 
and it used to supply some of this very 
labour ; and here is a report of what is 
being done in New Guinea under 
the British flag, and I say such 
a report is a credit to the country. 
We read that Sir William Macgregor 
has stopped this traffic and that not a 
single man, woman, or boy is now 
shipped from New Guinea for this 
sugar industry. Here is a letter from 
Sir Samuel Griffith, the official chief 
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of Sir William Macgregor, to the 
Colonial Office :-— 

“ The Chief was aware before the 
appointment of Sir William Macgregor us Ad- 
ministrator of British New Guinea, of his 
views as to the jp tno which would be 
afforded in the ery for — a, 
systematic attem such as probably 
never been made 9 Mg to elevate an almost 
entirely uncivilised native race without any 

itation of either their land or their 


capacity for labour.” 


He expresses the’ opinion that Sir 
William Macgregor’s administration 
has been conspicuously successful, and 
he goes on :— 

“He is confident that if the future admini- 
stration of the Possession is continued on the 
same principles the British rule will ve 
beneficial to the native races, and advan- 
tageous and honourable to the Empire.” 


Then if you go to page 11, you find the 
only conditions on which Sir William 
allows native labourers to be engaged 
outside their own country :— 


“Tf native labourers are engaged for the 
fishery for periods exceeding one month, the 


Sogment must be entered into before a 

Resident Magistrate or a Customs officer ; 

and all such labourers must on completion 

= their engagements be returned te their 
es.” 


Contrast the glorious and creditable 
administration of Sir William Mac- 
gregor in New Guinea and the wonder- 
ful development of the native races under 
fair and reasonable conditions with the 
tale of depopulation and misery which 
we hear from the New Hebrides. This 
is a witness whose evidence it is im- 
possible to get over if hon. Members 
will study it and weigh it fairly. I 
have heard nothing to shake my faith 
in Sir William Macgregor. I have read 
very carefully Sir Samuel Griffith's 
explanation which is published in this 
Blue Book, and even that does not agree 
with you. In this very letter he says it is 
all nonsense about white labour being 
impossible. It is idle in the face ofthat 
for anyone to say that the sugar 
industry depends upon this horrible 
cruelty, and I scarcely think the Under 
can have read the Report. 
This Report is dated 13th February this 
year, and on page 2 Sir Samuel 
Griffith gives the reasons which guided 
him in reference to his policy. He 
says :— 
Mr. Winterbotham 
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“Tt was answered that 


doubted, and careful inquiries 
so lise toll ans te setecd 


A few paragraphs down he says :— 


made fromtime 


position is still disputed, but 
it is admitted by most of those liberal-minded 
planters with whom [ have been in communica-- 
tion.” 


The whole basis of this Bill is that 
you have a languishing sugar industry. 
You cannot oblige the planters to pay 
the high rate of wages demanded by 
white men ; they will not take Indian 
coolies because they are sent under 
regulations which do not apply to these- 
poor islanders, and the traffic is regulated 
in a way in which the traffic in these 
islanders is not regulated. The Blue 
Book is full of suggestive facts. When 


| you come to deal with the figures you 





find on page 42, the ledger balance 
stands thus: retarn passages,. 
£17,935 10s. 6d.; deceased Islanders’ 


| estates, £22,920. That I understand is 


one year’s accounts, and an examination 
of the figures will show any unpre- 
judiced person that the mortality 
among these islanders is excessive and 
terrible. I find that boys under 
sixteen are taken from the islands; on 
arrival in Queensland they are said to- 
be over sixteen, and no difficulty is met 
with in landing them. What are the 
arguments in favour of the traffic? I 
have alluded to one, the distressed 
sugar industry, but I do not believe 
one ever did any good by bolstering up. 
an industry by such means. I am old- 
fashioned enough to believe that no- 
nation and no cause ever prospered if 
if it did anything abhorrent to the law 
of God. The other argument is that 
of separation. When the late Professor - 
Freeman spoke about * Perish, India ” 
—he never used the words—his speech 
gave a great deal of offence to many 
good people who think that we must 
maintain the British Empire at all 
hazards and costs, and that the British 
flag may wave over any law, whether we 
like it or not. I am glad of this oppor- 
tunity of uttering my protest upon the 
matter. If, after studying the matter, 
the Government are satisfied the new 
regulation cannot be so framed as to. 
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make the traffic such as this country 
an approve, I hope we shall -have the 
courage to say that we will have no 
part in it, and prevent it by not allowing 
a single ship loaded with these men to 
leave the islands; by sending out gunboats 
and stopping the traffic, as we i 
the slave trade in the Red Sea. It is 
perfectly absurd to say that if the 
Government had been earnest in the 
matter the traffic could not be stopped 
in three weeks. We should have the 
support of public opinion through the 
whole of the British Empire in taking 
such a course. I know the Govern- 
ment were taken by surprise. I find 
that in 1889 the right hon. Gentleman, 
in answer to a question, said— 

‘*I must remind the hon. Gentleman that 

this traffic will totally cease at the end of next 
year.” 
That was the opinion of the right hon. 
Gentleman then. It is evident that 
Lord Knutsford—of whom I have the 
highest opinion—was utterly unaware 
of the gravity of the question; he was 
also taken by surprise. The Under 
Secretary asked what more the Govern- 
ment could have done. I am glad to 
see they did onething. I want to read 
this telegram of the 9th May from 
Lord Knutsford— 


“T trust your Government will not object 
to a short delay before issuing licences under 
the new Act until I can receive and consider 
the measure and the safeguards with which 
it is doubtless surrounded. 


Where is the answer to that? There 
were two telegrams from Sir H. 
Norman. The first was— 


“ Kanaka labour telegrams received; must 
defer reply until I reach Brisbane about a 
week hence.” 


The second telegram (No. 13), a day 
or two later, says— 

“ Polynesian Labour Act has been sent by 
mail of 22nd April. Debates in Parhament 
have been sent by mail of 29th April. Revised 
regulations go to-day. Every effort will be 
made to secure reliable agents. I agree in 
Premier's telegram to Agent General of 11th 
May, which was communicated to you, Regu- 
lations seem adequate.” 


Where is one word of answer from 
Queensland to the representation of 
the Government? Lord Knutsford was 
right in sending that telegram, and if 
the Under Secretary will say the 
Government will insist on it, and 


{27 May, 1892} 
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see that no licences are issued unti 
they’ have had an opportunity. 
considering the regulations and seei 

if they are humane, reasonable, an 
fair, I shall appeal to my hon. Friend 
not to divide the House. But if he 
cannot, if we are y B dozen, I hope 
we shall go into the Lobby as a protest 
in the name of Christian England 
against that abominable traffic being 
re-introduced without due and proper 
precautions and provisions by the 
Government that it shall be conducted 
under such regulations as shall be 


efficient and successful. 


(5.15.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 
I do not think the history of our inter- 
ferences in the past has been very 
creditable, but, notwithstanding that, 
Ido not think the Government have 
acted in this matter as they should 
have done, and I shall support the hon, 
Member for Flintshire (Mr. 8S. Smith) 
if he goes to a Division. Because a 
Colonial Legislature may pass an Act, 
we are not bound to — them in 
the course they take. do not think 
the present Parliament of Queensland 
represents the feeling of that country 
on this question. The present Premier 
was opposed to the policy, and the 
people did not know when the present 
Parliament was returned that they 
would start the traffic again. In this 
uestion you have to consider Victoria, 

ew South Wales, and the other parts 
of Australia, and the feelings of those 
colonies ought to be considered be- 
fore the Government sanctious this 
Bill. The proper course would have 
been for the Colonial Office to have 
sent a telegram to the Governor in- 
structing him not to approve the Bill 
till we had considered the matter. The 
Ministers and Parliaments of Victoria 
and New South Wales are opposed to 
the measure, and the Labour Party is 
opposed to Chinamen, coolies, or 
Kanakas coming into the country and 
lowering the standard of comfort, as in 
Sydney. I know the history of the 
traffic fairly well, and some of the 
worst aspects of it have not been 
brought before the Committee by my 
hon. Friend. I think he was mistaken 
in his statement that the Queensland 
Government gave licence to white men 
to kill natives. ‘ 
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Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
The case occurred a long time ago, and 
my informant was a gentieman who 
lived there a long time. I do not asso- 
ciate myself with the statement, and 
perhaps it was a mistake to make it in 
the na 

Dr. CLARK: I am glad my hon. 
Friend has withdrawn, because I feel 
sure he was mistaken. So far as I can 
gather the blacks were more often 
the rs than the whites, and are 
now. The real iniquity of this business, 
however, was the Intestates Estates 
Act of 1877. The Kanakas came over 
for a three, five, seven, or ten years’ 
period of servitude, and their wages 
were kept by the planters to the end of 
the term. If they died before the end 
of the term the money went into the 
planter’s et. The result was that 
towards the end of the term the mor- 
tality beeame considerable. By the 
Act of 1885 the planters were com- 
— to pay the wages into a fund, and 

y the last Ret to send the money to the 
relatives of the Kanakas on the islands. 
With reference to the sugar question, 
wherever you have tropical sugar grown 
you have imported labour. After the 
abolition of e-psar | you imported 
coolies into Natal and the West Indies. 
That was done under a system to 
which nobody could object, but you 
have not the same care and provision 
so far as the Kanakas are concerned. 
Many of them are practically sold by 
their chiefs, and do not know what 
they are doing or where they are going. 
I do not think the planters, however, 
are very bad, or that they would do 
anything to get rid of their men; they 

robably treat them as well asthe hands. 
Bat there is undoubtedly a very high 
mortality. Even from the Returns 
before the House the reported mor- 
tality is admittedly over sixty per 
thousand. This is not the mortality of 
men, women, and children, but it is the 
reported mortality of adult men and 
women. Can you point to any place in 
the world where the mortality is equal 
to that? Under these circumstances I 
think every care should be taken to see 
whether the present Queensland Parlia- 
ment represents the Queensland people 


in reference tothis matter. To take an 
illustration : The present Conservative 
Government, I think, came into power 
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in 1886 inst land 

in Ireland Ther have real pan 
for land purchase in Ireland. I think 
it would have been a wise thing if the 
Imperial Parliament had not given its. 
consent to that measure, and if the 
Ministry had been sent back to their 
constituencies to see if they would 

support themor not. I believe that if 
Sir Samuel Griffith and his Ministry 
came before the people on the question. 
of the maintenance of this labour traffic. 
the probability is that they would be de- 

feated, and that the Queensland e, 
and the South Australian oy ew 

Zealand people, as well as the people of 
Victoria, would go dead against this 
policy. I support the Amendment of 
my hon. Friend, because the Government 
have aided and abetted the Queensland 
Ministry in the course they have taken, 
without ie to ascertain whether the- 
present Ministry or Parliament repre- 
sents the Queensland people in the 
matter ; and I do not think they do. I 

know both New Zealand and Victoria,. 
and I really think that the Im- 

perial Parliament ought not to per- 

mit any of these colonies to take such a 

serious step as this, which would hamper 
and restrict the growth and prosperity 

of Australia as a whole. Bo he as- 
these men are concerned I have been 

on these sugar plantations, and have 
seen the Kanakas on their own islands. 
and on the plantations ; and I do not 
think their labour is a cheap or efficient 

kind of labour. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
will be astonished when I tell him that 
£6 is high wages. It is about two 
shillings and fourpence a week, and 

they are provided with food and houses. 

So. that practically these Kanaka 

labourers get about two shillings and 

sixpence a week and food and lodging 
as well. On a large number of the 
sugar plantations they are doing away 

with these island labourers. They pre- 

fer to have white or Chinese labourers, 
as they are much more efficient, and they 

find it pays better toemploy them. The- 
same thing has occurred in Natal. There- 
are sey of Kaffir labourers there ; 
but they find that the Indian labourers 
are much more efficient. I believe if 
the people of Queensland could be 
fairly canvassed on this matter they 
would throw out the Ministry ard go. 
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in for the development of this sugar 
industry by white labour only. There 
is a strong feeling that Queensland 
ought not to be a country for coloured 
men, and that they should not have an 
importation of labour there which will 
bring down the standard of comfort. 
(5.25.) Mz. HENNIKER HEATON 


_(Canterbury): Perhaps the Committee 


will bear with me for a few moments 
upon the ground that it is only a few 
months ago since I was in this 
very Colony of Queensland, and 
that for twenty years I have had 
experience of this Kanaka question. 
I have visited the plantations and 
taken part in many discussions on 
the treatment of these labourers. As 
the result of my experience I may 
say that many years ago, no doubt, 
great outrages took place; but by the 
firm action of the Government of 
Queensland all these outrages ‘have 
practically ceased. The Government 
now from practical experience take such 
precautions as will prevent these out- 
rages. Asregards the point raised b 

the last 5s er, hon. Members wi 

und that Queensland is an 
enormous country. The southern or 
more habitable part of Queensland is 
represented by an enormous majority 
of Members. My friend, Sir Samuel 
Griffith, the Prime Minister, represents 
a Southern constituency, which is very 
largely composed of working men. The 
Labour Party have an enormous 
majority in that colony; and the 
demands of labour became so out- 
rageous that the whole of the sensible 
people of Queensland stood out like one 
man against their demands. In the 
northern parts of Queensland the cli- 
mate is extremely hot—I myself have 
property there. I have lived in there, 
and my experience is this—that 
it is not a country fora white man to 
live in or to till. No matter what Sir 
Samuel Griffith may have said in 
former years, he knows as well as I do 
that the climate is so hot that a white 
man cannot cultivate the soil. It is 
absolutely impossible. Black labour is 
therefore necessary. I had the greatest 
difficulty in getting white men to look 
after cattle and sheep. Under these cir- 
Liseectpse tae serge pramenarae oe ge a 
sugar industry is very profitable, they 
must necessarily have recourse to this 
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legislation. Though always opposed 
to it before, they find that the time has 


arrived for introducing black labour, 
and the result has been the re-introdue- 
tion of this matter by Sir Samuel Griffith 
for the reason already given—namely,, 
that the climate in North Queensland 
is so very hot that it is absolutely 
impossible for any white man to 
cultivate the soil. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM : I quoted 
from the Blue Book which was circu- 
lated as a Parliamentary Paper yester- 
day, in which Sir Samuel Griffith ex- 
plains his reasons, and in which he 
says that after careful consideration for 
years he has come to the conclusion, 
in which all intelligent planters agree, 
that white labour is quite possible. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: A 
statement such as that in the face of 
my practical experience seems to me 
extraordinary. declare that if hon. 
Members will look at the temperature 
they will find that it is impossible for 
any white man to cultivate the soil in 
North Queensland. (“ Why, why?”’) 
Because of the heat of the place. 

A hon. Memser: The middle of the 


day ? 

Mn. HENNIKER HEATON: The 
climate is of such a character that no 
white man can go out in the middle of 
the day. I believe the black men will 
be well treated, and that they will be 
well looked after. In my opinion the 
restrictions will be carefully enforced. 
In fact, I consider them too severe on 


the planters. I regret to say that 
since I left Australia ten years ago, 
there has come over Australia a spirit. 


of independence ; and I am quite pre- 
pared to say that any interference on 
the part of this House will rouse a feel- 
ing of indignation in Australia of which 
hon. Members may have no conception. 
The idea of sending British ships to 
prevent these labourers from leaving 
their islands will be received with 
derision in the Southern waters. There 
does not exist on the face of the earth 
a more capable or more intelligent set. 
of men than the public men in 
Australia. I beg the House not to in- 
terfere with the people of Queensland in 
their acticn, and I pledge my word that 
no —— will occur, and that the 
most kindly feeling will exist between in- 
dividual pe haven. and their employers. 
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The restrictions, as I have already said, 
-owing to the very strong feeling which 
exists in favour of the labourers, are 
“80 great that if I were a planter I should 
hesitate before I employed labour 
under those conditions. I remember in 
1875 that I was in Queensland when 
the new regulations were , and a 
large number of the labourers were 
re-employed and made fresh en- 
ments for a number of years. 
; t shows that these people were 
not ill-treated ; and those who wished 
were sent back to their homes. Public 
feeling is so strong, there are so many 
intelligent men in the Colony, and 
there are so many intelligent newspapers 
there, that it would be absolutely im- 
ible for outrages to occur without 
being telegraphed throughout the 
-country. I thank the Committee, for 
having listened to me, and I conclude 
by expressing the hope that it will not 
interfere with this traffic. 
*(5.34.) Mr. OSBORNE MORGAN 
(Denbighshire, E.): I am bound to say 
that I think the hon. Member for 
Flintshire(Mr. 8. Smith)was more than 
justified in bringing this subject before 
the House. He has initiated a most 
interesting and, I think I may also say, 
a very useful Debate. But [ am sure the 
House will agree with me that in 
touching upon this question we are 
treading upon very Jelicate ground. 
Whatever may be said, we cannot 
ignore this fact, that the Queensland 
Parliament is the Parliament of a self- 
governing colony, a colony particu- 
larly jealous of any interference. 
The hon. Member for Caithness (Dr. 
Clark) says we have not ascertained 
the feeling of the Queensland people 
upon the subject. How are we to 
ascertain the feelings of the Queensland 
people except by looking to the decisions 
of the Queensland Parliament? Surely 
the hon. Member would not go so far as 
to say we are bound to insist on havi 
another Dissolution in Queensland an 
taking a plébiscite on this question. 
I am sure the hon. Member for Flint- 
shire (Mr. S8. — who is a good 
Home Ruler, will feel that it is a most 


- dangerous thing to-interfere in any way 
with the action of a country to which 
you have given self-government—to 
take away with the one hand what you 
have given with the other. I quite 


Mr. Henniker Heaton 
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agree this is a very special and excep- 
tional case. This traffic is carried 
under the British flag, of which thix 
Parliament is the ian. It is of 
the greatest importance, therefore, that 
we should look thcroughly into the 

uestion whether the facts which un- 

oubtedly existed in times past do exist, 
or would exist, under the regulations 
that the Queensland Government have 
issued. On that question there is an 
immenseamount of conflicting evidence. 
There is the evidence of Dr. Paton, and 
of Mr. Hume Nisbet-—though I am 
bound to say Mr. Nisbet deals with a 
eg of six years ago. On the other 

and, there is a very a ge letter 
from Bishop Selwyn. would call 
attention to this fact: that several of 
the objections urged by the Bishop 
have beenexpressly met by theamended 
regulations. The Bishop sums up the 
whole of the case for and against this 
traffic, and he does it in these words :— 

“IT have said enough to show that, though 
it is not the slavery it is described as being, 
and though the Government have tried, to a 
large extent, to do their duty, yet that there 
are serious abuses connected with it. The 

uestion is whether these abuses are so bad 
that they outweigh the certain amount of good, 
or whether they can be so met as to leave the 
trade one that ishmen need not be ashamed 


of.” 


But it is contended that the sugar in- 
dustry would perish. I say a thousand 
times better that the sugar industry 
should perish than that the British flag 
should protect a traffic like the Slave 
Trade. The question really resolves 
itself into this: Can we remedy these 
abuses so that this shall be a trade of 
which the English people need not be 
ashamed ? I read the evidence in the 
Blue Book very carefully, and it seems 
to me it would be premature at the 
present moment to come to the con- 
clusion that the trade was one in which 
we should interfere. I admit our right 
to interfere. Still, is it not clear upon 
the evidence which we have before us 
that the trade is one of which the Im- 
perial Parliament, in the interests and 
to the honour of this country and of the 
British flag, need be ashamed, for that 
is what it really means? I venture to 
hope that my hon. Friend will not press 
his Motion to a Division, for, having 
had the honour of holding an office of 
a responsible kind for some time, I 
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shall not be able to vote for it. After 
most carefully considering the matter, 
I think it would be premature fcr the 
Government to take such a step as my 
hon. Friend suggests in his Motion at 
the present moment before we have 
seen the revised regulations. As the 
matter now stands, the Act has been 
eee by Sir Henry Norman. The 
only thing open to us is to ask the 
Queen to exercise her power to 
disallow it. That is the course 
which my hon. Friend proposes by 
his Motion. I say that if he means 
that by his Motion—and it can mean 
nothing else— such an action on 
the part of the Imperial Parliament 
would be viewed with great jealousy not 
only by the people of Queensland, but 
also by the whole of the people of 
Australia. Under these circumstances, 
I would appeai to my hon. Friend not 
to press this Motion to a Division, be- 
cause I cannot help thinking that the 
effect of it would be to do a great harm 
to our Imperial position. 

(5.43.) Mr. CUNINGHAME 
GRAHAM (Lanark, N.W.): I am 
always sorry when a right hon. Gentle- 
man who y Be held office, especially 
when he sits on this side of the House, 
gets up to speak, because he generally 
concludes by saying that he will be 
obliged to vote with the Government. I 
am at a little loss to know why the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Osborne Morgan) 
spoke at all. His remarks are always 
very interesting; but as it was a foregone 
conclusion that, having held office, he 
would vote with the Government, it 
took the gilt off the gingerbread of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech. I do not 
think I have assisted at any Debate 
for some considerable time in this 
House that has evoked so much feeling 
—smothered feeling, it is true, but 
always smouldering there. I fancy I 
detected faint rumblings of what I be- 
lieve will become thunderings when we 

t the next Parliament to discuss the 

bour question, because behind the 
arras of the Polynesian labour traffic— 
behind the philanthropic aspirations of 
those whom I honour for their philan- 
thropy and for the good they do— 
there is undoubtedly the rat of the 

ur question. (Laughter.) Hon. 
Gentlemen may laugh, but I will 
lay a few facts before them which 
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I think will induce them to be- 

lieve that my view of the case, to 

some extent, is correct. There has 

been a great deal of difference of 

opinion on this question during this 

Debate. We have a Utopia or New 

Atlantis described by the Under Seere- 

tary for the Colonies, who depicted 

such an Arcadia in Queensland that I 

wonder hon. Gentlemen on both sides 

of the House did not take passages at 

once for Queensland, and enter them- 

selves for those plantations. Then we 

had the statement of the hon. Member 

for Liverpool (Mr. Lawrence), who said 

that whatever excessive mortality there 

was amongst these labourers was 
caused by the excessive number of 

mutton chops and beef steaks that 

were pushed down their throats. But 

I wish to say a word or two upon the 

question from a somewhat different 

standpoint from that from which it has 

been approached by some hon. Mem- 

bers. Aconsiderable amount of capitalis 
attempted to be made out of the state-’ 
ments of the Prime Minister of Queens- 

land, and objections have been raised 

by hon. Members who have been in Aus- 

tralia as to the expediency, even ifit has 
the right, of this House interfering with 

a self-governing colony in a question of 

this sort. Thera seems, as has already 

been said, something behind the’ 
speeches of these hon. Gentlemen, and 

the real reason seems to be that they 

desire to avoid “‘ a yellow agony” in 

these colonies. I would ask the Com- 

mittee to listen to what Mr. Kinnaird 

Rose, of Edinburgh, writes on this 

question. He is not antagonistic to 

the traffic, and thinks that under strict : 
regulations the evils of the traffic can 

be minimised. In his letter he makes 

this remarkable statement :— 

“Having fairly and fully answered the 
humanitarian and philanthropic objectors tothe 
action of the Queensland iament, I turn 
to the politico-economic o nts who, 
despite their Home Rule principles for home 
consumption, the Imperial veto of 
domestic legislation in a distant colony. In 
the same , of course, are the movers 


and supporters of the condemn resolu- 
tions in the New South Wales and Victorian 
of opposition are 


Parliaments. The strin 
ulled both here and at the Antipodes by the 


leaders of the new Unionism or their 
sympathisers and abettors.” 
But when we further read the letter we 
find that the wish to re-open this traffic 
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is only the desire of a gang of sugar 
planters, who, finding that the white 


men absolutely refuse to work in}: 


the tropical swamps almost incidental 
to the cultivation of sugar, desire to 
continue their profits at the expense of 
human suffering by a trade which has 
been designated almost as slavery and 
which if not slavery I must characterise 
as a blot on those principles which all 
of us have been proud hitherto to hold. 
He says— 

“White labourers refused to work in the 


field or were prohibited by the Unions from 
working at rates which agriculture can bear.” 


The “rates which agriculture can bear”’ 
are to be fixed by that same gang of 
planters. He goes on— 

“Without labour the cane could not be 

harvested, or converted into sugar. 
ore than one-fourth of the agricultural land 
in Queensland under tillage would be thrown 
out of cultivation and allowed to revert to 
jungle. Several thousand white men engaged 
sugar mills as overseers, sugar boilers, 
engineers, smiths, foremen, <c., and in the 
open as ploughmen, overseers, draymen, &c., 
would be thrown out of employment. The 
foundries at omy ; areanegee— Townsville, 
M » risbane, employing many 
ee amg of skated artizans, al be shut up. 
The markets in the southern parts of the 
colony for maize, horses, food supplies, &c. 
on the s plantations would closed. 
Graziers w runs are already over-stocked 
= fat cattle would have another outlet cut 
So that it appears that because of this 
contest between graziers and sugar 
lanters this House is asked not to give 
its veto upon this traific. It also 
states— 

“No honest, no sane Government could 
calmly face the oe crushing ruin, the 
destruction of a great industry, the throwing 
(wholly or partially) idle of thousands of the 
best and most active of the population.” 
When, however, I turn to the speeches 
which have recently been delivered in 
the Australian Legislatures, I find 
that a great change comes o’er the 
> a of the dream in connection with 
this question. The labour party is 
antagonistic to Sir Samuel Griffith, 
and the leaders of that party are con- 
vinced that under certain conditions 
sugar plantations can be carried on by 
white labour, even p the latitude of 
Northern Queensland. I do not think 


that even Sir Samuel Griffith can get 
the Bill passed in the Queensland 
Legislature without considerable truck- 


Mr. Cuninghame Graham 
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ling to popular opinion. I[t may be 
that he and his Government do not 
represent the demecratic spirit of the 
colony. Now, the Under Secretary 
for the Colonies referred last night to 
the wages paid in Queensland, and he 
tried to make us believe that £17,000 
had been deposited in the banks there 
as the result of Kanaka labour. But 
he omitted to say to whose credit 
it had been banked. Was it to that of 
the Kanaka labourers working in the 
colony, or to that of the Kanakas who 
had me colonists in Queensland, 
who had acquired the rights of citizens ? 
I would ask the Committee to consider 
whether it is good for the colony that 
this sugar industry should be con- 
tinued in it under existing conditions ; 
also whether it would not be more 
profitable to break up the land among 
smaller white farmers? Iam sure from 
practical experience in the northern 
parts of Brazil, and in the States of 
Louisville and Texas, that sugar and 
even cotton can be cultivated by white 
men who conform to the conditions 
of life required in the tropics, and 
who do not, as we have been told 
the Kanakas do, stuff themselves 
with too much meat and whiskey. 
Now, a good deal of capital has been 
made out of the declarations of Bishops 
and missionaries. I do not know that 
I have hitherto had a great deal of 
sympathy with Bishops or mis- 
sionaries. I respect missionaries who 
go out to savage countries in order to 
reclaim the people there ; but I need 
not remind the Gommittes that when 
the Debates for the abolition of slavery 
in the West Indies took place in the 
other House, almost every Bishop voted 
for the retention of such a sacred insti- 
tution. When also the question of con- 
tinuing the practice of pigeon shooting 
was under consideration, nearly every 
Bishop voted in favour of its continuance. 
Therefore, I am not inclined to attach 
much importance to the testimony of 
Bishops. Before sitting down I would 
point out that the re-introduction of 
coloured labour into the colonies will 
go far towards re-opening the whole 
racial question as between this country 
and the colonies. It will do more. 
It will discourage all future efforts 
to civilise the back lying lands in 
the colonies. It is impossible for 
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white cultivators to compete against 
Chinese coolies and labourers from the 
Pacific ‘Islands, whose standard of 
comfort is infinitely lower than 
that of the white man. ae instead 
of spreading civilisation—if it be a 
‘thing—about which I have never co 
able to convince myself—— 

An hon. MemsBer: Spurious civilisa- 
tion. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: 
We are doing our best to put it back. 
I would urge the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Government that they should 
-accede to the very temperate requests 
made from this side of the House; and 
if they cannot see their way to totally 
disallow the re-opening of this traffic, 
‘that they should do something to 
establish a protectorate over the 
Solomon Islands and the New Hebrides, 
from which the greater number of the 
labourers for the Queensland plantations 
re drawn. I think it is a scandal and 
a disgrace that white men who have 
been kicked out of civilisation should 
practically be able to inundate the 


white population of the colony 
with coloured labour from the 
Pacific Islands. It is monstrous to 
imagine that civilised wers like 
France and Germany should for a 


moment object to combine with us in 
the regulation of this traffic. Under 
any circumstances I believe that a 
response would be drawn from the 
working classes of Australia, which 
would more than counterbalance the 
monopolists of the Queensland sugar 
plantations, who, in many cases, are 
. absentees from their own country, and 
-are always saying in London Clubs 
that Australia is going to the dogs. 
*(6.2.) Mr. JOHN A. BRIGHT 
(Birmingham, Central): I think it is 
the general opinion of Members of 
this House that this traffic is a very 
bad and dangerous one, and that we 
should all be pleased if we could see 
-our way to prohibit it entirely. A 
trade which has to be carried on by 
armed force is not one that can be 
ed with much favour by the in- 
habitants of the islands from which 
these unfortunate labourers are taken. 
I recsived a letter a few days ago from 
a friend of mine who was some years 
ago engaged in planting in Queensland. 
‘There is no nie me for me to give his 
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name, because he is not publi 
known, but he wrote to me ae 
upon me the importance of doing ‘all I 
possibly could to stop what he 
this “atrocious trafic.” ing the 
time he was out there in a subordinate 
capacity he was obliged to wink at very 
things which he could not prevent. 
The condition of the labourers was 
most painful, and still more that of the 
women who had been imported to the 
plantations. We have heard from the 

Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies that probably we have no 
power to prevent this traffic, and that 
to disallow this Bill would be a very 
strong measure. That is probably the 
fact of the case, but I think we might 
do something short of that. We might 
utter a strong remonstrance, or, at any 
rate, a strong warning to the Govern- 
ment of Queensland that public opinion 
in this country will be in a watchful 
state to see whether the abuses 
which undoubtedly existed there 
not long ago do not occur again. 
It seems to me that, although we may 
not be able to interfere with the acts 
of the Queensland Government, we may 
do something in regard to the districts 
from which these poor people are 
brought. If there are difficulties with 
other Foreign Powers whoclaim some in- 
terest in these islands, it would be easy 
to approach them, and to request them 
to assist us in the cause of humanity, 
by making some arrangement by 
which people who are taken away from 
these islands shall be somehow pro- 
tected, that there should be some 
authority to see they are returned, 
and are perly treated while in 
lr A Perhaps the First Lord 
of the Treasury will tell us whether he 
can enter into communication with 
foreign countries on this point. 

*Eart COMPTON (York, W.R., 
Barnsley): We were asked by the 
right hon. Gentleman who sits below 
me (Mr. Osborne Morgan) not to go 
to a Division; and, s ing for myself 
and other hon. Members who brought 
this matter forward, I can say that we 
are not anxious to go to a Division if 
that can be avoided. We thoroughly 
understand the difficulty of disallowing 
a Bill passed by a self-governing Colony, 
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being made on the part of the House of 
Commons against any possibility what- 
ever of a slave traffic being re-introduced 
into Queensland. I appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for the Colonies whether he cannot 
still continue the line of policy adopted 
by Lord Knutsford in his telegram of 
9th May. There is no question there 
of disallowing the Act; there is only a 
courteous request to the Queensland 
Government to delay the issue of 
licences until the Government have 
received and considered what, after 
all, is the kernel of the whole question 
—the safeguards. Without those safe- 
guards I consider we certainly ought to 
take the extreme measure of disallow- 
ing the Bill the Queensland Govern- 
ment have passed. We have, I believe, 
the right to do so. At all events, if we 
have not that right, we ought to spare 
no effort to prevent it being said that 
the House of Commons in the year 
1892 has allowed without protest one of 
our colonies to re-introduce the slave 
trade. We still feel, in the words of 
Lord Knutford’s telegram, considerable 
apprehension, our apprehension not 
being removed by this discussion or 
by the answer to the telegram. I find 
at the end it is said— 

“The s industry already shows great 
revival, and it is a matter of importance to 
afford every facility to supply the labour as 
soon as passed.” 

The matter before us, however, is not the 
supply of labour; the question of import_ 
ance to this country is whether tha; 
labour can be supplied under proper 
conditions or not. We have no proof 
whatever that it can be so supplied. 
On the contrary, we have proof that in 
the past these conditions have absoiutely 
failed. We want to know the new 
conditions. If the Government will 
continue that policy as far as they can ; 
if they will impress upon the Queens- 
land Government that we view with 
at apprehension their passing of this 
aw; if the Queensland Government 
will persuade us, by sending the new 
restrictions, that those restrictions are 
orthy of the triak, then I think we 
should not go to a Division this evening. 
I ask for an assurance from the First 
Lord that something will be done in 
this direction. 


Earl Compton 
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Tae FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I rise, because the noble Lord has. 
appealed directly to me, but I do not 
propose to go over the ground traversed 
by previous speakers. I would point 
out to the noble Lord and his friends. 
that the position of the Home Govern- 
ment with the Colonial Government is 
this—we have the power of disallowing 
the Act altogether, but we have no 
power to suspend the regulations under 
the Act while we consider whether those 
regulations are adequate or inadequate. 
It might, perhaps, have been inferred 
from peel Knutsford’s telegram that 
the regulations could be suspended 
until sent home for discussion by 
Parliament, but that is not the case, 
The regulations are now in full force, 
and the only method of action we 
have—and which I think every speaker in 
this House has repudiated—is direct 
intervention by way of veto upon the 
action of the Colonial Government. 
The noble Lord is anxious—and, I 
think, rightly anxious—that the 
Queensland Government should be 
aware how strong is the desire in 
this country that there should be no 
abuse of a traffic with regard to which 
we all admit that abuse is possible 
and has actually occurred, and which 
may easily occur again unless adequate 
regulations are established. Anyone 
who reads the Debate that took place 
last night will be convinced that this 
country and this Imperial Parliament 
feels keenly on the subject, and that 
the manifestation of that feeling will 
depend upon the practicability of the 
means and measures to be adopted for 
dealing with the possible evils of the 
traffic. We are all agreed that this. 
traffic has produced evils in the past, 
and may produce evils in the future, 
and it is the business of the Colonial 
Government, and, to a certain extent, 
also of ourselves, to see that these evils 
are not allowed to be repeated. I feel 
convinced that what has occurred in 
this House will have an effect in the- 
direction desired by the noble Lord, 
and I do not think anything further 
need be said on the subject to 
strengthen the impression of what 
occurred yesterday and what has. 
ranspired to-day. 
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Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
quite admit the delicacy of this question, 
and I feel the extreme responsibility of 
urging upon the Government action 
that might create collision with the self- 
governing colonies. I had hoped, how- 
ever, that the Government would have 
been able to say a little more—that they 
would have agreed to a despatch set- 
ting forth the strong feeling felt in this 
«country of the great jealousy with 
which this country will watch a re- 
newal of the traffic. However, I gather 
from the remarks of the First Lord 
that he is quite aware of the extreme 
risks connected with this traffic, and 
that the eye of the Government will be 
closely fixed upon the doings of Queens- 
land, and that the instructions given 
to the Admiralty will be of such a 
nature as to promote constant vigilance, 
and that we retain the full power of, 
if necessary, disallowing this traffic. 
With that understanding I will not 
insist upon my Motion. I believe that 
much good will result from the dis- 
cussion. I may say I regret, if during 
the heat of Debate, I have uttered any 
language likely to cause offence to the 
people of Queensland. To some ex- 
tent I was speaking of the past. As to 
the future I express the hope that the 
people of Queensland will not do any- 
thing likely to cause a flush of shame 
to the old mother country. I shall not 
offer any further objection to the Vote. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): On a point of order, am I to 
undenstand that an hon. Member who 
has proposed to reduce a Vote can 
withdraw an Amendment without the 
sanction of the House. 


Tae CHAIRMAN: The Motion has 
not been withdrawn because it has not 
been made again to-day. It was made 
last night, and according to the usual 
practice it has now lapsed. 


Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: 
‘Then I beg to move to reduce the 
Vote by £500, as an expression of our 
dislike of this traffic. I really wonder 
the hon. Member has so trifled with 
‘the time of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«That the Item of £7,000, for the 
Colonial Office, be reduced by £500.” 
—(Mr. Cuninghame Graham.) 


{27 May, 1892} 
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Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil): As one who has had 
practical experience in Queensland, I 
should like to address the Committee 
on this subject. I quite followed what 
was stated by the hon. Member for 
Flintshire (Mr. S. Smith) last night, 
and agree that there were considerable 
abuses in Queensland in the sixties 
and possibly in the seventies. At the 
commencement of the traffic the Go- 
vernment were necessarily hampered 
by the lack of proper regula- 
tions, but we must take matters 
as they are and not as they were. 
There can be no doubt that in former 
days the Colonial Government were 
to some extent to blame for that. 
But since then things have altered 
materially. Looking back to the year 
1882, we find a strong feeling existed 
in the colony against anything like 
coloured labour, whether Chinese, 
Polynesian, or any other sort, and the 
working classes there, exercising their 
electoral rights, successfully opposed 
the return to the House of Representa- 
tives of anyone who was in favour of 
black labour. But what do we find 
now? The present Colonial Treasurer, 
who was strongly opposed to this 
Kanaka traffic in 1882, was returned 
by a large majority at a bye-election 
only a few weeks ago for a constituency 
close to the metropolis of the colony, 
because he pronounced in favour of this 
system of labour in the Northern Pro- 
vinces. Sir Samuel Griffith was also 
strongly opposed to the Kanaka labour 
ir 1882, and why? Because the work- 
ing classes were opposed toit. At that 
time it was a political question in the 
colony—it was not looked at from 
a humanitarian point of view—and 
as such it was dealt with by the 
Legislature. Now, however, we find 
that the workmen in Queensland, thanks 
to liberal land laws and liberal mini 
laws, are enabled to earn a livelih 
without working in the cane fields and 
cotton fields. In fact, they could not 
perform that work for more than 
three or four months in a year, 
and not even for that period at the 
necessary time. Therefore, if the sugar 
industry is to be encouraged in Queens- 
land, it must be carried on by coloured 
labour. There is no doubt that when 
these Kanakas were first taken to 
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the colony they did pine for their 
wives and homes, and wondered 
if ever they would get back to them 
—, But now that they have been 

ucated, as it were, and understand 
the conditions of their agreement they 
look upon the matter differently, and I 
have known many instances of Kanakas 
being sent to their homes after three 
years, in accordance with the regula- 
tions prescribed by the Queensland 
Government, going on board the 
steamer again the moment after landing 
and returning for a further period of 
service. A great deal has been said 
about only £6 per year being given 
them, but it seems to be forgotten that 
in addition to that they receive their 
rations. Plenty of voor creatures in 
this country would, I believe, be only 
too glad-to accept £6 a year if they 
were also properly fed. I feel per- 
fectly certain that Sir Samuel Griffith, 
who is a kind hearted man, will take 
every possible care to prevent any such 
abuses as have happened in the past 
occurring in future. After the state- 
ment of the First Lord andthe Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies I 
hope the Committee will not go to a 
Division ; but if it does Ishall, for the 
first time, vote with the Government, 
and I shall doso, because I consider that 
Kanakas are taken better care of in 
Queensland than miners are in this 
country. 

(6.25.) Mr. CREMER: I have 
listened with the utmost regret to the 
speech of my hon. Friend who has just 
sat down, because I recollect having 
heard the same kind of arguments 
nearly thirty years ago on the question 
of human slavery in the United States 
of America. It is the old story about 
the slave being better fed, clothed and 
housed than he would be in a state 
of freedom. 1 am satisfied that scarcely 
anyone in this House—except the hon. 
Member—will be deluded by any such 
sentiments. Although I have no man- 
date from the masses of the people to 
apenk on this subject I feel sure that 
they do not object to the introduction 
of foreign labour into this country, 
or into tke colonies,*so long as it is 
brought in under free conditions and 


not in a state of semi-servitude. It is 
because these Kanakas are imported 
into Queensland with the one object of 


Mr. Pritchard Morgan 


{COMMONS} 
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keeping down the wages of white labour 
in that colony—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN : No,. 
no! 

Mr. CREMER: It does not follow 
that because the hon. Member has 
been to the colony he knows all about 
it. I have heard, Mr Courtney, of 
men who after going round the wor!d 
come back to their own fireside as 
ignorant as when they started. I do 
not say that that is the case with the 
hon. Member. Well, Sir, what we 
object to is that these men should be 
imported into Queensland, under con- 
ditions of servitude,with the one object 
of keeping down the wages of the white 
population there. I am glad that 
owing to the action of my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Cuninghame Graham), and not- 
withstanding that those who raised the 
discussion on this subject have thought 
it advisable, at the last moment, to 
withdraw their proposal, we are about 
to divide on this question ; and if there 
are only a dozen of us to go into the 
Lobby, I hope we shall have the 
courage of our opinions, and record 
our protest against this traffic. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN (Walsall) = 
I should not like to give a_ silent. 
vote on this question. I shall vote 
with my hon. Friend who has just 
sat down, heeause I think it is impos- 
sible to carry on this Kanaka traffic 
without the evils which have been 
alluded to. If mo abuse occurs within 
the next three or six months I believe 
it is sure to show itself sooner or later, 
and believing that I shall vote against 
the Government. 


Question put. 

(6.30.) The Committee divided :-— 
Ayes 49; Noes 197.—(Div. List, No. 
150.) 

Original Question again proposed. 
NEWFOUNDLAND FisHERIES D1sPure. 


*(6.45.) Mr. MORTON = (Peter- 
borough): I have a Notice of Motion 
on the Colonial Vote having referenee- 
tothe Newfoundland Fisheries question. 
On the 17th I put a question to the- 
Colonial Under Secretary in regard to- 
what had. recently happened in the 
Newfoundland islature. I them 
asked whether the Newfoundland. 
Assembly had rejected the ‘“ French 
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Shore Bill,” and: whether. it was the 
fact that after three of the delegates 
had left this country alterations had 
been made in the Bill by two of the 
delegates and the Colonial Office in 
this country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, in answering me, said he could 
not properly reply to me in an 
answer to a question, and it is on 
account of that I have put down a 
Notice of reduction to the Vote for the 
urpose, if possible, of getting some 
ittle further information as to the 
alterations made in the Bill after the 
majority of the delegates had left this 
country. Of these alterations I am 
aware the people in the colony made 
great complaints, and I believe it was 
or account of these alterations that 
the Bill was rejected in the Legislature 
by a large majority, composed of both 
Parties, a few weeks ago. The great 
complaint, as I understand from com- 
munications I have received from 
Newfoundland in regard to these 
alterations —and perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will tell me if I am right in 
my view, and I do not intend to occupy 
many minutes, for [ understand the 
right hon. Gentleman is not in a posi- 
tion now to give a full answer—the 
great complaint is as to the means ap- 
pointed in the Bill for the creation of 
a Court to deal with fishery disputes. 
The colonists complain that Commis- 
sioners are to be appointed by the 
Home Government and not by their 
own Government, but more especially 
it is a matter of strong complaint from 
the colonists that there is no appeal to 
a Superior Court in the colony from 
these Foreign Commissioners, as I 
might call them ; the only appeal is to 
the Privy Council in this country. 
To offer such an appeal as this to poor 
fishermen 3,000 or 4,000 miles away is 
a somewhat ridiculous proceeding ; 
there might as well be no appeal at all. 
The people say this is an attempt to 
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ceerce the fishermen of Newfound- 
land in the interests of French 
fishermen. Whether they are right or 


not in making that complaint I do not 
know, but it appears to me the Govern- 
ment would do well in the event of the 
matter being raised again in the New- 
foundland Legislature, to consent 
to the institution of an appeal 
from the decisions of the Commis- 


(27 Max, 1899} 
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sioners to a Superior Court in the 
colony. I do not want to talk out the 
matter now, and will take up no more 
time. I hope we may have a few 
words from the right hon. Gentleman, 
containing an assurance that the 
utmost consideration shall be given to 
the wishes of this, our oldest colony, 
in a matter of this kind. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror tHe COLONIES (Baron 
H. ve Worms, Liverpool, East 
Toxteth) : As’ regards’ the question 
raised by the hon. Member, and as to 
which he put a question to me on the 
17th instant, I have only to say that 
as it is one involving most delicate and 
difficult negotiations with France, and 
also affecting the relations between 
the Colony and the Mother Country, 
any discussion in this House at the 
present stage on matters still pending 
would be improper and most pre- 
judicial to the public interest. I must, 
therefore, respectfully decline to take 
any part in the Debate should the hon. 
Member raise it, but I feel sure that 
after this statement he will not desire 
to do so. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid.): 
With special reference to the com- 
plaint of Mr. Baird, who has a lobster 
factory on St. George’s Bay, I should | 
like to ask, how comes it that the 
poorer fishermen receive such bad 
treatment at the hands of the British 
authorities—they receiving no compen- 
sation, while the wealthier traders do 
obtain a certain amount of redress of 
their grievances? In the last two 
Sessions I raised this question, and 
tried to do my best —— 

It being ten minutes to Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this day. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 
BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 








111 Postal Arrangements 


(6.51.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I 
regret that the Government have not 
‘seen fit to deal with the question of 
differential Income Tax, but if they 
would give us some statement that they 
will be prepared in future Budgets to 
consider the question we might allow 
this Bill to pass now. When the 
matter was discussed early this morn- 
ing objection was taken to the form of 
the Amendment proposed, and not to 
the principle ; and perhaps the Govern- 
ment will now tell us they will be pre- 
pared to introduce some relief for 
smaller industrial incomes. We owe 
it to the initiative of the late Sir Staf- 
ford Northcote that some differential 
treatment was introduced, and I hope 
we may have an assurance that there 
is no objection to the further applica- 
tion of the principle. 


(6.52.) Tae FIRST LORD or THe 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, Man- 
chester, E.): I am sure my right hon. 
Friend the Chanceilor of the Exchequer 
will, when framing his next Budget, 
give careful consideration to the views 
expressed and arguments used by hon. 
Members in the recent discussion. 


Dr. TANNER: Without wishing to 
go back on last night’s discussion upon 
the tax on industrial incomes, I would 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
give countenance tc the prinviple of a 
rebate upon professional incomes, and 
I have particularly in mind that pro- 
fession to which I have the honour to 
belong. As a matter of fact, no pro- 
fessional men do more work for nothing 
than do medical men. Here in the 
City of London there is more medical 
work without payment than most 
people are aware of, and the same thing 
is true of Edinburgh. From the neces- 
sities of the case their incomes must 
vary very considerably, and I, speaking 
from a certain amount of experience, 
assert that inquiry would show 
that no profession or trade is 
more harshly treated under the inci- 
dence of the Income Tax than is the 
medical profession. “I seize the oppor- 
tunity to make these few crude and 
hasty remarks in the hope that they 
may induce some little consideration 
in the future. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. MORTON: I do not desire to 
stop the Third Reading of this Bill 
now, but I take the opportunity of 
complaining of the way in which it has 
been forced through the House. We 
were told we should have the oppor- 
tunity of discussing the incidence of 
the Income Tax and the House Duty ; 
but, as a matter of fact, that discussion 
was only entered upon after twelve 
o'clock, and proper opportunity for 
discussion cannot be said to have been 
given. So I gather; for I did not take 
the trouble to attend, as I did not 
think it was the fitting time for such a 
discussion. I am sorry the Govern- 
ment have not availed themselves of 
the opportunity of doing something to 
show they have some sympathy for 
those who work for small and precarious 
incomes. The pledges given by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that full 
opp?rtunity should be afforded to discuss 
his Budget Resolutions have been 
broken, and I am very sorry this 
should have been so. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to,—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) 
Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 
Order for Committee read. 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘That Mr. Speaker do now 
leave the Chair.” 


POSTAi. ARRANGEMENTS IN RURAL 
DISTRICTS.—RESOLUTION, 
*(9.1.) Sm EDWARD BIRKBECK 
(Norfolk, E.): In calling the attention 
of the House—I hope for a brief 
period—to the Resolution which 
stands in my name, I think hon. 
Members, and especially those re- 


presenting county constituencies, will 
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agree with me that there is a long- 
standing grievance against the Post 
Office Department with reference to 
the postal arrangements in some of 
our rural parishes, and they will realise 
the importance of this matter. It is 
disagreeable to myself to be obliged in 
any way to criticise one of our most 
efficient public services. The country 
may generally speaking be proud of 
the way in which our postal arrange- 
ments are carried out, and I am quite 
sure that hon. Members on both sides 
will agree with me that if there are 
any defects in our postal arrangements 
it is right that the attention of the 
House should be called to these 
defects, that we by discussion may 
find the remedy. But first I desire to 
place on record my opinion, and I 
think I may say the opinion of hon. 
Members on both sides of the House, 
that my right hon. Friend the Post- 
master General during the time hé has 
held his present office has done his 
utmost to meet as far as it has been in 
his power to do so the complaints 
made to him in this direction. But 
my right hon. Friend, as we all 
know, has had the difficulty other 
Postmasters General have had to 
contend with : he is bound by Treasury 
red tape—he, no more than his prede- 
cessors, has had a free hand in carrying 
out his desires. In the first place let 
me set the minds of hon. Merabers at 
rest on one point. In bringing this 
matter before the House, I in no way 
wish to suggest that any increased 
work should be imposed upon rural 
postal messengers, who have at the 
present time very hard and difficult 
tasks to perform ; but on the contrary 
I would suggest changes by which 
their labour, very heavy on certain 
occasions, should be lightened to a 
- considerable extent. As hon. Members 
know, at election times the work is so 
heavy that it is impossible for these 
messengers to give satisfaction in all 
‘directions. Our attention has been 
constantly called to cases in which 
voters have never received their voting 
- cards, simply on account of the way in 
which deliveries of letters are con- 
‘ducted in rural parishes. I have 
had a vast number of letters from 
.all parts of England complaining of 
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the rural postal arrangements, and 
in many cases requesting that I will 
make individual grievances known. 
Of course, it is not my intention to do 
this, but with the permission of the 
House, I will quote a few extracts 
from the correspondence to illustrate 
the necessity for reform in these postal 
arrangements. It will be convenient 
if I divide the subject into heads, and 
first, I shall call attention to the 
necessity for extending the system of 
free delivery in rural parishes; secondly, 
to the want of extension of the telegraph 
system throughout the country, and if 
possible that the obnoxious system of 
hon. Members being compelled to ask 
their constituents to find guarantees for 
the establishment of new telegraph 
offices may be abolished ; thirdly, I shall 
refer to the want of an extension of 
offices for the transaction of Savings 
Bank business; fourthly, to the need 
of more money order and postal order 
offices ; fifthly, I shall call attention to 


the want in many villages of an 
increased number of pillar boxes 
or wall collecting boxes; and 


lastly, I shall ask the House to consider 
the question to which I attach great 
importance, and to which the late 
Mr. Raikes gave special attention, the 
granting of increased facilities for the 
sending by post of agricultural produce, 
whether by small holders, allotment 
holders, or farmers generally, of fruit, 
eggs, butter, flowers and other produce. 
As regards the first subject, there can 
be no doubt of the inconvenience felt and 
the want of an absolutely free delivery of 
letters within a certain radius of the 
village post office. In the ordinary 
rural parish the squire or leading 
inhabitant has his post bag, and I 
make no appeal on his behalf; he is 
rich enough to pay for accommodation, 
and can get his letters early in the 
morning, and can pay for facilities for 
delivery. At other houses within a 
certain radius and within the village 
proper letters are delivered free and 
with regularity, and I hear no com- 
plaints in that direction. But at 
farms and labourers’ cottages outside 
the radius from the post office of a 
mile and a half or twomilesthe delivery 
of letters is conducted on what I may 
describe as a happy-go-lucky, hap 
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hazard system. I -hope my right hon. 
Friend will not be shocked at my using 
such terms, but I can prove to him as 
absolute fact that in a great number 
of rural parishes those who want to 
have their letters delivered regularly 
cannot ensure that regularity unless 
they pay something over and above the 
postage paid by the sender. In some 
places there is a daily delivery at un- 
certain times, in other cases there is a 
deiivery three times or twice a week, 
and in other places there is absolutely no 
free delivery at all. I dare say this state- 
ment will rather astonish some Members, 
and when I have mentioned these 
things in conversation what I can 
‘cada to be the fact has scarcely 

n credited—that in many cases 
outside a radius of from one and 
a half to two miles from the post office 
the payment of the postage does not 
ensure the delivery of letters. This 
is felt to be a great grievance by 
labourers, artizans, and others, whose 
friends naturally expect that their 
letters will be delivered as addressed. 
That is not the case—the penny stamp 
does not cover the expense, and before 
the receiver obtains his letter, as I 
will show from extracts from letters I 
have received, he has to pay a fee of 
sometimes one halfpenny, sometimes 
one penny, and even in somecases two- 
pence on each letter. This comes hard 
upor the poor hard-working labourer 
in rural districts. As I said just now, 
in some cases there is no delivery at 
all, the letters being left at some 
village shop, or they are dropped at 
some corner house at cross roads, or 
some house the mail cart passes, where 
they remain until called. for. The 
House will be astonished to hear—and 
I regret that the hon: Baronet (Sir 
Wilfrid Lawson) is not present to hear 
the statement—it is a frequent oc- 
currence that by arrangement with the 
Post Office letters are left at public- 
houses or beer-houses, where the in- 
habitants must call and _ receive 
them. Usually children are sent 
by their parents to get the letters, 
and I say it is nothing short 
vf a scandal aceording to our 
views in these days that attendance at 
a public-house should be so associated 
with the delivery of letters through the 

Sir Edward Birkbeck 
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Post Office. It is the ease, I 
do not know whether my right ‘ 
Friend is aware of the fact. The 
working classes look upon the penny 
stamp as a binding contract between 
themselves and the Post Office for the 
delivery of the letter to the 

to whom it is addressed, but that 
contract in many cases is not carried. 
out. But the working classes are 
sharp enough to know that there is an. 
annual surplus revenue from the Post 
Office of three millions, and they feel 
that grievance to which attention has 
so often been called in this House, that 
thisenormoussum should be “‘ grabbed”’ 
by the Treasury. It is a reasonable 
contention that the Post Office service 
being so profitable, the surplus in- 
creasing at the rate of something like 
£200,000 a year, should be handed over 
to the Department for increasing the 
advantages of the service to the general 
public, from whom thisrevenue is raised. 
It will be of interest if I quote certain 
statements from letters I have received 
—statements which I believe to be ab- 
solutely correct—in reference to the 
very late delivery of letters in rural 
parishes, leaving no margin of time for 
business men to send replies by the 
outgoing mail. To meet this grievance 
there should be an increase in the Post 
Office staff in rural parishes, that the 
delivery may be accelerated. J do not 
say there should be a universal house-to- 
house delivery, because I knowin thinly 
populated and mountainous districts 
that would not be possible, but the 
delivery ought to be largely extended. 
I would also suggest that facilities 
should be given to rural post-messengers 
in the way of pony-carts, which I think 
would involve but a very small increase 
in the expense. A case came under 
my notice from a place a few miles 
south of Cork, where the fishing 
industry is of considerable importance. 
A man offered to contract with the 
Post-Office to convey the letters by car 
at the same price that the post runner 
now charges, but the Post Office de- 
clined to make any alteration. I 
should like a direct declaration from 
the right hon Gentleman that he is 
anxious and willing to put an end to 
this hap-hazard delivery, and that all 
letters should be delivered free to those 
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to whom they are addressed. Further, I 


wish he would put. an absolute end to 
the depositing of letters at public-houses 
and places of call. From my own 
county I have received many com- 
plaints of this kind of thing which I 
think hon. Members will scarcely 
credit. A man writes to me that his 
letters and those of a number of 
cottagers and farmers are left at a 
blacksmith’s shop merely because it is 
a place of call, and on one occasion an 
important letter was nearly destroyed 
by a spark. Another grievance is 
that in many cases second post letters 
are not delivered, and I have a letter 
here from a man who lives in a village 
of 1,800 inhabitants—not.a straggling, 
but a compact village—and he com- 
plains that the letters arrive by the 
second post at two o'clock, but no 
delivery is allowed, and unless the 
people call for them they do not get 
their letters till next day. Then, with 
regard to the question of acceleration, 
take the case of Surrey. There is a 
village I know well five or six miles 
from Godalming and 39} miles from 
Waterloo. One of the morning news- 
papers despatched from London by, say, 
Friday morning’s post does not arrive 
at this village till nine o'clock on 
Saturday morning. In County Tyrone 
there is a small village which is 490 
miles from London, and here a news- 
paper posted in London on Friday 
morning would be delivered one hour 
sooner than the newspaper in the 
village thirty nine and a half miles from 
Waterloo. These, I think, are cases 
in which an alteration ought to 
be made I have had a large 
number of letters from my own 
part of the country, and not a few of 
them were received before I placed on 
the Order Paper this Notice of Motion. 
Here is a letter from a clergyman who 
says that the majority of his poor 
parishioners have to pay a halfpenny for 
every letter or circular they receive. A 
farmer writes from the same place that, 
so far as he and other cottagers are 
concerned, there is no delivery from the 
beginning to the end of the year. 
Another farmer mentions a case where 
twenty cottages besides his own have 
no bear, although they are only a 
little over a mile from the post office, 
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and he also teils me of a case in which 
a letter was carried about for three 
days before the cottager received it, 
and it was to say that his mother- 
in-law was dangerously ill. In one 
of the parishes of Kent all the 
letters for a particular district are 
deposited at an inn called the Wool- 
pack Inn, which is a mile from that 

rtion of the parish. Everyone who- 
ives evena few yards outside the radius. 
of delivery has to pay one penny for 
the delivery of eve letter he receives. 
Then in the North Riding of Yorkshire, 
not a great distance from Darlington,. 
the letters are sent six miles by rail by 
arrangement ; but, instead of a penny 
stamp covering the expense, every 
letter has to bear an additional two- 
pence. Another case is that of two- 
villages about a mile apart with a 
direct road connecting them. Midway 
between them is a large row of cottages 
where there has never been a free 
delivery, and all the cottagers have to. 
pay a fee of one penny per letter. 
Then there is the secretary of a very 
large Friendly Society, to whom a num- 
ber of letters are addressed every day. 
He lives in a village which is a quarter 
of a mile out of the radius of free 
delivery, and he only receives letters 
three times a week, or has to pay a 
heavy fee for the delivery. I have a 
letter here signed by thirteen labour€rs, 
who state that they have never had 
a letter delivered free, and they always 
have to pay an additional fee. Here 
is a case in which a letter lay ina rural 
post office for two months, although 
the person to whom it was addressed. 
lived only about a mile from the office. 
In the same parish a labourer had a 
letter sent to him informing him of the: 
death of a relative, and that letter did 
not get into his hands for several days. 
after the funeral, because he lived a 
few hundred yards outside the radius.. 
The right hon. Member for Great 
Grimsby (Mr. Heneage) knows very 
well what happens in Lincolnshire,, 
because he has taken special pains. 
to secure better facilities for the 
delivery of letters in that county.. 
From that county I have a letter from 
a man who farms a thousand acres,, 
and he says that there has never been. 
a free delivery at his farm and twelve: 
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«cottages near to it. There is another 
«case of twenty-two cot s, where 
ietters are never delitered, but are left 
at a one mile from the post office, 
and have to be called for. 1 will also 
mention the case of a poor woman 
who earns her living by sewing. She 
~went to live in a village where there 
‘were nineteen houses, and where one 
penny was charged for the delivery of 
every letter. The first year she 
was there she took account of what 
she had to pay in fees for the delivery 
of letters, and it was no less a sum 
than 13s. One other case only will 
I mention, and that is a parish of 
two hundred inhabitants, which has 
never had a free delivery, and farmers 
¢an only post their letters once a week 
on the day when they drive to the 
market town. These are fair speci- 
mens of what takes place in any 
county all over England. I now come 
to the question of telegraph offices, and 
I contend very strongly that there 
should be increased facilities. In some 
«cases people have to go five, six, 
seven, and eight miles before they 
can send a telegram, and I am 
sure my right hon. Friend (Sir 
James Fergusson), from the numerous 
questions which are addressed to him, 
and from the Memorials and Resolu- 
tions he receives, must fully realise 
that some extension of the telegraphic 
system ought to be carried out. I think 
something should, be done to reduce 
these obnoxious guarantees which are 
required; but I do not go so far 
@s my hon. Friend who has put 
down an Amendment on that subject. 
To say that all telegrams in rural 
parishes should be delivered free is 
Imposing something beyond what 
we ought to ask for. Then I 
think the Postmaster General ought, 
further, to consider the question of 
savings banks. It is not fair to expect 
a man who works from six in the morn- 
ing to six at night to walk five, six, and 
“even seven miles, as it is in many cases, 
before he can put the money that he is 
able to save into a savings bank. I 
think in these days of thrift the Post- 
master General should certainly in- 
crease the number of savings banks in 
the rural parishes. A similar grievance 
exists with regard to money orders, 


Sir Edward Birkbeck 


{COMMONS} 





in Rural Districts. 
and I should like also to mention the 
rural post boxes, which are an immense 
convenience to the inhabitants of the 
rural parishes. This subject has been 
before the House, and I hope the Post- 
master General will see his way to ex- 
tend the facilities thus offered. Then I 
think special facilities should be given 
to the small farmers for sending small 
parcels containing flowers, fruit, &c., to 
market, and I believe the Post Office 
would derive a large revenue if this 
could be carried out. Take my own 
county with respect to the facilities 
afforded by the Post Office. In Nor- 
folk, according to Kelly’s Post Office 
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Directory of 1888, out of 680 
parishes, 303 had no post office, 
551 had no _ telegraph office, 
and 524 no money order office. 


I expect that isa fair sample of other 
counties throughout England, though 
there may be a ten per cent. improve- 
ment on these figures since 1888, and I 
say that is nota fair proportion, and 
that some better arrangement ought to 
be made. I want to throw out the sug- 
gestion to the right hon. Gentleman that 
when Memorials are sent to the Post 
Office, either from hon, Members or 
the leading people in rural parishes, 
instead of cailing the district sur- 
veyor to make inquiries, he should 
be directed to hold a public inquiry at 
which evidence could be taxen. The 
aggrieved parties could then state their 
grievances, and a great amount of satis- 
faction would result from the change 
of procedure. I have taken no steps 
to bring this matter before the public 
beyond consulting a certain number of 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House; but the Central Chamber of 
Commerce passed a unanimous resolu- 
tion in favour of the Motion; and if the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Chaplin) were here, he would ac- 
knowledge that at a meeting he at- 
tended in February last at Ely, some- 
thing like three hundred labourers passed 
a unanimous resolution in favour of 
asking for these concessions. If other 
hon. Members were to present to the 
right hon. Gentleman a similar list of 
grievances to the one I have, I expect 
he would almost go into a lunatic 
asylum. But I am not going simply 
to ask my right hon. Friend to inquire 
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into this matter. I want to hear from ] 


him that some decided and practical 
action will be taken. I know nobody 
has given more attention to every 
grievance brought to his notice, and he 
has granted a great "gy | facilities for 
which we are grateful. I do not want 
the delay of a Select Committee, or 
anything of that kind, but I want the 
House to give a decided opinion that 
these grievances should nolonger exist ; 
that practical reforms should be carried 
out. If my right hon. Friend will 
arrange for a free delivery as far as pos- 
sible—I know it cannot be done every- 
where—the agricultural labourers and 
others will be deeply indebted to him. 
We have the concession of free educa- 
tion, and I think it is a gross hardship 
and next door to a scandal that these 
poor working men should have to pay 
fees of a penny, twopence, or even 
threepence, for the posting or receipt of 
their letters. I have not made this 
Motion as a sort of sham to 
console my constituents—I mean 
business, and shall stand firm to my 
guns, and I trust the House will support 
me inaskingfor this simple matter of 
justice. I move the Resolution which 
stands in my name. 

(9.46.) Mx. FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey): I have much 
pleasure in seconding the Resolution. 
I am sure all those hon. Members who 
represent agricultural districts are 
deepiy grateful to my hon. Friend for 
bringing forward this matter, for there 
is a very wide and strong feeling in 
our rural districts that further facilities 
should be given for the delivery and 
coilection of letters. I frankly acknow- 
ledge the very great courtesy and kind- 
ness which we have always received 
from the’ Postmaster General, and I 
must include some of the officials of the 
Post Office, whom we are often com- 
pelled to interview.. We do not so 
much complain of the Post Office and 
its officials as of the fact that the 
Treasury are at the bottom of the whole 
business. The Post Office officials are 
willing, but the Treasury officials ham- 
per them a great deal in furthering this 

cause, and I regret that no repre- 
sentative of the Treasury was present to 
hear my hon. Friend’s remarks. I 
know a great deal of the difficulty is 
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put down to the score of expense, but 
an enormous revenue comes to this 
country from the Post Office, and I do 
not think the country would mind ex- 
pending a little more in increasing the 
acilities in rural districts. I say this, 
because I believe it has been found that, 
where increased facilities have been pro- 
vided in rural districts, there has been 
an extension of business, and no loss 
has been caused tothe Department, 
In dealing with the question, I want to 
confine myself to a part of the country 
which I contend is worse off than an 
other—I allude to the Fen country. 
believe I shall be borne out by ‘Mem- 
bers on both sides who represent these 
districts in Huntingdonshire, Cam- 
bridgeshire, the Isle of Ely, and part of 
Lincolnshire, when I say that the postal 
arrangements of these countries are 
eertainly not what they should be. It 
is said that the districts are sometimes 
almost impassable, and that the houses. 
are very far apart. That may have 
been so twenty-five years ago, but now 
we have manel saat oing very nearly 
all over the Fens, and the houses are 
massed together much more than they 
were. I would also remind the House 
that the people have to go along these 
roads for their provisions, and the 
children have to pass along them to get 
to school. There is a footpath along 
the roads, and it would not be a great 
hardship to compel a walking postman 
to go along them for the purpose of col- 
lecting and delivering letters. During 
the last few years these districts 
have become a great fruit and 
potato-growing country, and employ 
a large number of labourers for eight 
or nine months in the year. The fruit 
merchants are much hampered by the 
non-delivery and non-collection of 
letters, and it is a great hardship on 
these labourers that while they are in 
the district they cannot receive letters 
regularly from their relatives and 
friends in different parts of the country. 
At present they have to send three or 
four miles for their letters, and often, 
if they do not send, the letters are left, 
on the taproom table of a public-house.. 
Sometimes children are sent for them ; 
the children play about, and the letters 
get lost on the road, and are never 
heard of again. I can give many ine 
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stances, but will only trouble the 
House with three. The first isa place, 
in Huntingdonshire, of 350 inhabi- 
tants, where there is no delivery from 
-one years’ end to another, and the 
nearest post office is five miles away. 
Often, if letters are not brought in by 
some kind neighhour, they remain for 
.@ month, and then they are useless, as 
the time for transacting the business 
has gone by. Once a r woman 
received intelligence of ca mother’s 
-death a week after the funeral took 

lace. Another instance is in the 

untingdonshire fens, a place of be- 
tween two hundred and three hundred 
inhabitants, where there is no col- 
lection or delivery of letters from year’s 
-end to year’s end. The letters are left 
.at four different inns in the district till 
-ealled for. I am given to understand— 
-and I thoroughly believe it—that these 
letters are often left there for a month 
-or six weeks at atime. The other in- 
stance is at a place near Short Ferry, 
where there is no delivery. It is only 
three miles from the village, and two 
highway surveyors and the overseer of 
the poor live there, and unless they 
- expect letters and go in for them they lie 
in the village post office for days. These 
are pretty fair instances of what we 
-complain of. It will doubtless be 
pointed out that the expense would be 
_ great ; but still, in these days, deliveries 
and collections ought to be as extended 
as a and if we cannot have a 
collection and delivery every day in 
these districts, I think the right hon. 
‘Gentleman might see his way to a 
-delivery three days a week, especially 
as industry has so largely developed in 
the Fen country. With respect to 
telegraphs, we were led two years ago 
to understand that further facilities 
were to be given in rural districts, and 
we gathered from what the Chancellor 
-of the Exchequer said, not that the 
guarantees were going to be abolished, 
but that they would not be so high as 
they were. When, however, we make 
application for increased telegraphic 
communication, we are met with the 
remark that the Post Office are pre- 
- cluded by the Treastry from carrying 
-out the extensions without guarantees. 
“Phere ‘s a parish of 1,200 in- 
Kabitant: in Huntingdonshire, where 


Mr. Fellowes 
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the people were very anxious to have 
te thie communication. The Post 
Office asked for a guarantee of £27 for 
seven years. The people thought this 
very hard, as the place was within a 

uarter of a mile of the great North 
Road There was great difficulty in 
securing the guarantee, and but for 
some outsiders it could not have been 
done, and the consequence would have 
been that a place of 1,200 inhabitants, 
not far from Peterborough, would have 
been without telegraphic communica- 
tion. I would ike my right hen. 
Friend to say, not that the guarantees 
should be taken away altogether, as I 
think that is hardly possible, but that 
he should give greater facilities by 
reducing the guarantees, so that people 
in country districts will be able to 
secure telegraphic communication with- 
out paying the enormous guarantees 
which are called for now. I should 
also like to ask whether the guarantors 
are liable for the posts and wires for 
the new office ; and whether the 
telegrams which come into an office 
may be taken into account in 
the same way as those that go out ? 
If he would meet us in that way I be- 
lieve it would be of the greatest benefit. 
I do hope and trust that the whole 
question of rural postal communication, 
and also telegraphic communication, 
will be taken up by the right hon. 
Gentleman before this Parliament ends. 
If he does take it up, I can assure him 
that he will receive the greatest kudos 
from the country. 


Amendment proposed, 


To leave out from the word “ That,” to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
a ye ee | of thi ee. an extended 

ily delivery of letters an eee on inte 
granted to those portions of rural i 
where such delivery is not at present in force, 
and also that an in number of savi 
banks, money order offices, and tel 
offices ought to be established,”—(Sir Edward 
Birkbeck,) 


—instead thereof. 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


*(10.1.) Mr. HENEAGE (Great 
Grimsby): I do not wish to detain the 
House for many minutes, but perhaps 
I may be allowed to give some hints to 
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hon. Members as to how they may 
overcome the difficulties in connection 
with the arrangements. The 
great difficulty with which the Post 
ce and those who desire to improve 
the postal arrangementsin rural districts 
have to deal is the want of local know- 
ledge of the Post Office officials, even 
the district inspectors, in dealing with 
this question. Having for fifteen years 
tried to improve the postal administra- 
tion in Lincolnshire, which was per- 
haps quite as bad as anything which 
has been described by my hon. Friends 
opposite, I learned what the difficulties 
were. The real fact is that these postal 
arrangements which are now in force 
were made in old times, when the 
traffic facilities were very different from 
what they are now, in the days of the 
stage coaches, in the days when the 
main roads ran from north to south, 
whereas the railways now run in an 
opposite direction, or from east to 
west. I wish to point out first that 
after having for about twelve years 
tried to deal with this question piece- 
meal, and in isolated . ses, I tried 
about three years ago to see whether a 
whole district could not be dealt with. 
I may tell my hon. Friends that last 
year I dealt with a district, with the 
aid and material help of the Post 
Office and I wish to give every 
credit to the Post Office for the 
valuable assistance which the officials 
gave me, and also the late Post- 
master General—I dealt with a 
district in which 36,000 letters a week 
are delivered; and the House will be 
astonished to hear that more than one- 
fourth of these letters were either not col- 
lected or delivered. I believe that at the 
= moment there is not one single 
etter out of these 36,000 which is not 
either collected or delivered. The real 
difficulty which arose at the outset, in 
addition to the want of local knowledge 
of the in tors, was the double 
sorting. Under the old arrangement 
which existed in the district, the letters 
were not only sorted in the principal 
post office, bnt they were then sent on 
to the sub-district post office, where they 
were sorted again, and then sent out by 
rural messengers. The first thing we 
tried to do was to get rid of the sub- 
offices. There we found at once the 
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difficulties we had to face. However, 
they were got rid of ; and we abolished 
many of the district sortings in north 
and mid Lincolnshire. All the letters 
are now sorted, either in the mail trains 
coming down to Lincoln by the Mid- 
land Railway from Derby, which is the 
head office, or at Lincoln. The letters 
are then sent out in sealed bags direct 
to each of the sub-offices, either by mail 
cart, or by rail, which is made use of very 
extensively. The consequence is that 
there is no second sorting in the district 
offices ; but, in addition to that, there 
is this + advantage--whereas, under 
the old system, every rural messenger 
started from the district office and 
walked some four or five miles without 
delivering half-a-dozen letters, he 
now starts from the nearest sub-office 
at once to his work, and that gives him 
an opportunity of saving much more 
time in the delivery of the letters ; and 
it also gives him a longer time before 
returning to collect them in the evening. 
I willonly instance twocases. There was 
one parish of 350 inhabitants which only 
had a delivery by a boy, where the 
letters were left at a house up to last 
year from time immemorial, and which 
never had a collection in any way what- 
ever. Under the new system in that 
parish the delivery of the letters is 
commenced at half-past eight in the 
morning and is finished before half- 
past nine; and the letters are collected 
and start before half-past three in the 
afternoon. In another parish which 
is not many miles distant from the 
first parish, and which is three miles 
distant from my house, the messenger 
sent out from the post office only left 
the letters on the way and called for 
them next day. Now that parish has 
a delivery of letters every day, and 
sends out its letters regularly like 
any other civilised region. If hon. 
Members take up the question, I would 
strongly advise them to get others who 
are thoroughly acquainted with the 
district to join them, and then to cut 
out a large scheme, as I did. I was 
afterwards assisted by two other gen- 
tlemen, but in the first instance I took 
it up myself and presented the scheme 
tc the General Post Office. They then 


at once without any hesitation put me 
in communication with the surveyor of « 
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the district, and I must say that a 
most efficient and painstaking man I 
found him to be. There is only one 
way in which a scheme of this sort, as 
I have told the House, can be carried 
out—that is by abolishing these sub- 
district offices, by making the rural 
messengers start from the nearest office 
to their work, and by utilising the 
railways, which have very much altered 
the whole complexion of affairs as 

ds postal arrangements. I am 
told that the whole of the administra- 
tion in Lincolnshire only costs some- 
thing like £1,100. I think that outlay 
is well expended, considering the great 
convenience it affords to such a large 
number of people. My hon. Friend 
who seconded the Amendment has re- 
ferred to the telegraphs. I should like 
to remind him that the telegraphs 
stand in a somewhat different position 
from the postal arrangements. We 
had a Select Committee appointed on 
the Telegraph and Postal Arrangements 
two years ago, and that Committee 
reported that the Postal Authorities 
should give facilities for a penny post 
to every village throughout England, 
whether it pays in that particular 
village or not. On the other hand the 
telegraphs were a commercial under- 
taking, and we are bound to expect a 
certain amount of profit from them ; and, 
therefore, I, for one, should not like to 
mix up the two; and I would advise 
the hon. Members to keep them en- 
tirely distinct. But I do hope my 
right hon. Friend the Postmaster 
General will give a sympathetic answer 
to the Motion which has been made, 
and endeavour to carry it into effect, 
and thus extend the very great benefits 
which I believe Lincolnshire has, as a 
general rule, been enjoying during the 
last two years. 

(10.11.) Sm RICHARD PAGET 
(Somerset, Wells): I first wish to put 
myself right with the Postmaster 
General. I desire to pay the highest 
tribute not only to him but to his 
Office, and I say this: Having carefully 
watched for many long years the 
annual Reports of the Postmaster 
General, I can come to no other con- 
clusion than this—that it is a splendid 
service, and, on the whole, magnifi- 
, cently worked ; but, excellent as it is, 
r. Heneage 
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for improvement. If there is any one 
complaint which we have a right to 
urge it is this—the inequality of the 
service. I think that in the Metropolis. 
we have a great deal too many de- 
liveries. I believe it would be a great 
blessing to us if there were not half the 
number of deliveries in the day. At 
the same, time we feel that there are 
many rural districts where there is an 
undoubted grievance. I do not think, 
as a matter of principle or policy, it is 
right that the taxpayers of the country 
should not derive equal advantage 
from the Post Office service. I have 
always contended that the Post 
Office Department exists primarily for 
the work of the sending and the 
delivery of letters, and that, according 
as the Post Office is constituted, it is 
not the primary object of the institu- 
tion that it should be a tax-gathering 
machine. It is to me no _ sufli- 
cient reason to say in the case of 
such and such a village—‘‘ We cannot 
give you the facilities you ask because 
the number of letters would not justify 
us in incurring the expense.” I defy 
you on any occasion to find the smallest- 
ground for complaint with regard to 
the deliveries in any urban district. 
It is purely an agricultural and rural 
grievance. I may be asked, and the 
Postmaster General may fairly say— 
** What do you want, and what is the 
expense of the reform you desire to 
carry out in the Post Office Depart- 
ment?” Iam one of those who are 
not prepared to give a definite answer 
to that question. It is a Departmental 
question, and I am not prepared to say 
what would be the amount of the 
expense of giving full effect to this 
Resolution. As I read the Amendment. 
of my hon. Friend, he only asks that 
there should be an extended daily 
delivery of letters and papers. Thai, I 
apprehend, means that there should be: 
a reasonable extension—not that in 
every single isolated district every 
individual house should necessarily be: 
visited daily by the postman. The 
right hon. Gentleman who has just. 

dressed the House called attention 
to the fact that the introduction of the 
railway system had made a material 
change in the condition of things, and. 
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ment of tal conveniences. 
But there is another thing which has 
happened which is a t reason for 
that reform, and that is the education 
which we have given to the people. 
One of the first immediate results of 
that education has been to increase the 
amount of the reading and writing, of 
letters and newspapers ; and there is a 
greater demand os, these facilities. I 
contend that if we want to raise the 
condition of the people in the 
rural districts we must give them 
largely-increased facilities for the recep- 
tion and sending of letters and 
newspapers. My hon. Friend who 
introduced this Amendment alluded to 
the practice prevailing in rural districts 
of sending the smaller articles of agri- 
cultural produce by meansof the Parcel 
Post. We are now engaged in increasing 
the number of small holdings and 
allotments. We want to see the cultiva- 
tion of all kinds of fruit, flowers, and 
vegetables. We want to see the 
growth and production of many articles 
of produce which are best so | in their 
freshest condition—fruit, and flowers, 
and eggs, and vegetables; and all 
these things require to be readily sent. 
We cannot do full justice to the small 
holders and the holders of allotments, 
whom we are creating by legislation, 
unless we give them ordinary facilities 
for easily getting rid of the produce of 
their land. I hope we shall hear from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Post- 
master General that he will take this 
matter into his consideration, and that 
he will deal with it thoroughly. The 
views which have been placed before 
him to-day will very clearly show him 
the feeling which exists in respect to 
this matter. There is one thing more 
to which I might draw attention, and it 
is this: the necessity for increasing the 
number of Post Office Savings Banks. 
We have been preaching thrift to the 
ple, and telling them how to save. 
urely if we are doing that, we ought 
to give them facilities for saving. I 
should like to see the Post Office 
Savings Banks largely increased in 
number, so that they might exist not 
only in the larger and more important 
villages, but in the small villages, no 
matter what might be their size. I do 
VOL. V. FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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not wish to detain the House, but I do 
think that a case has been made out. 
I think a case has been made out not 
in the interests of the urban districts, 
for they have as complete delivery and 
as accurate arrangements as human 
ingenuity can devise, but in the interests 
of our rural parishes. It is for them 
we speak, and I hope we shall not have 
spoken in vain to-night. 

(10.21.) Cononern MALCOLM 
(Argyllshire) : Belonging to one of the 
uncivilised regions where, instead of 
having a post twice a day, we are ex- 
tremely thankful to get a post three times 
a week, perhaps I may be allowed to 
say one or two words. I do not in any 
way blame my right hon. Friend the 
Postmaster General, who has done a 
very great deal for us in the West of 
Scotland, and I know that he was 
willing to do a great deal more ; but 
there was, some way or another, a 
hitch ; for when the postal authorities 
had arranged and made agreements 
with the Railway Companies in their 
endeavour to improve the postal facili- 
ties in the West of Scotland, for some 
reason or another the matter was 
abruptly terminated. We have during 
the summer an accelerated postal ser- 
vice, but that only lasts for three 
months in the year. I know that my 
right hon. Friend was very anxious to 
make that service last all the year 
round, because it came to my notice 
that large extensions of postal arrange- 
ments had been devised, and were 
to be carried throughout the whole 
of the Highlands; but they all 
depended upon this one main route. 
We thought and a that the postal 
authorities, having been satisfied with 
the arrangements of the.Railway Com- 
panies, we should have the advantage 
of the proposed acceleration ; but, un- 
fortunately, all of a sudden, after things 
were going very comfortably, we came 
to a deadlock, and we were told that for 
some financial reasons the thing could 
not be carried out. I am not blaming 
the Post Office. I cannot expect that 
any addition of this sort can be carried 
out so long as the Treasury or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer looks upon 
the Post Office as one of the large 
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branches of his revenue. I think, con- 
sidering that the Post Office is a 
monopoly, the first duty of that service 
is to have a fair service throughout the 
country, and then to pay a fair divi- 
dend on the money that is laid out b 
the Treasury. After that is once paid, 
then the spare money should be used 
in increasing and pi He the postal 
facilities throughout the whole of Great 
Britain. I am strongly of opinion— 
and have been for many years—that 
the Post Office should not be looked 
upon as a sort of milch-cow for the Trea- 
sury ; bué that the first thing should be 
that an adequate service should be 
given to the whole country, and that 
those places that are more remote 
should be practically assisted and paid 
for by those places where there is a 
larger amount of money earried by the 
Post Office, and in that way that the 
richer districts ought to help the poorer 
ones. I am sure I might almost apolo- 
gise to my right hon. Friend for the 
great amount of trouble I have per- 
sonally given him in urging the claims 
of one place and another upon his 
notice ; but I do not wish to enter into 
details of that sort. All I hope is that 
this matter will be treated by the Trea- 
sury in a more generous spirit than 
they have yet done. 

*(10.25.) THe POSTMASTER 
GENERAL (Sir J. Fereusson, Man- 
chester, N.E.): I hope hon. Mem- 
bers who take a deep and very well- 
known interest in this subject will 
pardon me if I rise at this compara- 
tively early period, in order to deal 
with the important matters which 
have been put forward by my hon. 
Friend (Sir Edward Birkbeck) and 
by those who support him, be- 
cause perhaps I may be able to say 
something that will relieve other hon. 
Members from fulfilling the duty that 

resents itself to them, of making 

her representations on this matter. 
I both understand and greatly sympa- 
thise with those who are dissatisfied 
with the inadequate service afforded to 


the districts which the hon. Members. 


who have spoken represent. I have a 
yivid recollection of country districts 


where the postman turns upon his heel}, 
Colonel Malcolm 
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at a certain point, and where the scat- 
tered hamlets or farms beyond are never 
visited“by ene of Her Majesty’s ser- 
vants. An 

me if I have been able in any of these 
particulars to relieve a felt want and to 
meet fairly the representations that are 
constantly made to me, with great kind- 
ness and fairness, by hon. Members 
who represent these rural districts. So 
far from it being « trouble and annoy- 
ance, it is one of the pleasures of the 
office I have the honour to hold that it 
brings me into such constant connec- 
tion with hon. Members in all parts of 
the House, who enable me to under- 
stand the wants of their districts ; and 
if hon. Members will make known the 
precise wants that are present to their 
minds, either to me or to the officers of 
the Department, who,.I know,.are con- 
stantly ready to hear such representa- 
tions, a great deal may often be done 
to remove felt grievances before they 
reach an acute point. One thing I may 
most usefully say is that neither in the 
matter of postal facilities, nor in tele- 
graphic extension have we been resting 
on our oars. These extensions have 
not for the most part been done by 
large measures, but by constant atten- 
tion to the various post offices, however 
small, The position is reviewed 
when vacancies occur in accord- 
ance with the advance of business, and 
day by day many cases, sometimes 
scores of cases, are dealt with in 
which increased facilities are given. 
In this way a very considerable exten- 
sion has taken — the figures of 
which will probably surprise the House. 
Taking the last’ ten years, there has 
been an actual’ extension in the num- 
ber of savings banks and money 
order offices of 3,550 throughout the 
Kingdom. Since 1881 there have never 
been less than 245 in one year, and 
the number has reached 486 in a 
year; while in the present year, since 
the lat January last, the rate of increase 
has been even larger. Within the last 
five months no fewer than 193 have 
been added, so that if the rate obtains 
throughout the year there will be 450 
offices added throughout the country. 
Certainly it campids said that in this 
particular we are doing nothing. I 
may say that savings bank and- money 


d it is certainly a pleasure to 
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order offices are always opened 
together, because they areconveniently 
worked together, and the activity of 
‘the postmaster is stimulated thereby, 
Aecause they are paid commission on 
the business done by them. I hap- 
pened yesterday, quite by chance, to 
see @ paragraph in a mp > which 
summarises the increase of the expen- 
‘diture upon the postal and telegraph 
‘services in the last ten years. It was 
certainly a newspaper favourable to 
‘the present Government, and therefore 
a prominence to recent figures ; but 

may say the growth has n con- 
tinuous, both in the six years during 
which right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
"were in office and in the years of office 
of the present Government. In 1881 
£5,386,000 was expended on the 
‘Post Office, whereas in the year 1892 
the estimates amount to £9,316,000— 
‘that is to ‘say, an increase of fifty per 
cent. in these ten years in the money 
‘spent on the postal and telegraphic 
services. The items which form that 
total show that neither the Post Office 
Department nor the Treasury—if it is 
desirable to contrast them—have been 
backward to extend the facilities ; 
‘but as several hon. Members have per- 
haps ascribed the delay in granting 
‘increased facilities to the action of the 
Treasury, it is right for me to say that 
‘since I have held my present office in 
no one instance I can remember has 
the Treasury objected to increased 
telegraphic and postal facilities in any 
locality. That is not where the Trea- 
‘sury comes in. Of course, in questions 
of subsidies to Railway Companies and 
-of scales of wages, the financial depart- 
ment must’ be consulted; but the 
matter of increased delivery, and so 
forth, is entirely within the discretion 
of the Post Office. I will not deny 
that the question of the service being 
remunerative operates with the De- 
partment in considering whether or 
not an extension shall be given. That 
tule, however, is administered in a 
liberal spirit. Formerly the calcula- 
tion was made that each letter cost in 
the local service one halfpenny to the 
Revenue; but now it is estimated at 
three farthings, the other farthing 
being left to bear. all the cost of the 
“letter before it reaches the actual 
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district of delivery. Therefore, there 


is no idea in these country parishes of 
making money for the Post Office; but 
it ig desired that the receipts should 


somewhat approximate to the expendi- 
ture. I can assure the House there 
has been no expectation that the 
receipts will be uately remunera- 
tive, only the expualbins must not be 
such as to involve real and considerable 
loss to the Revenue. I should now 
like to mention what the extension of 
the telegraph has been, for that also 
will, I think, surprise the House. The 
number of new telegraph offices opened 
in the United Kingdom during the 
last ten years is 2,722. The yearly 
additions have varied from 220 to 349, 
and this year the number of additional 
offices will be more than 400. The 
question of the guarantee has been 
touched upon, and the hon. Member 
for Canterbury has a well-known 
opinion that no guarantee should be 
insisted upon. The result of that 
would be that it would be very difficult 
indeed to draw the line as to how 
far these telegraphic extensions should 


go. If there be no measure as 
to how far these offices should 
be self-supporting, it is hard to 


say how far down we should not be 
obliged to go to carry out extensions. 
The terms for extension have been 
made much more liberal. Whereas a 
Sinking Fund was expected to defray the 
capital expenditure, nothing more is 
now required than that the yield should 
be probably sufficient for the mainten- 
ance. In such a case no security is 
asked ; but the guarantee, when asked 
for, is not of a | amount, and the 
fact that. six hundred offices are now 
open upon that ifooting shows that con- 
siderable advantage has been taken of 
that expedient. Of course, a great 
advantage has been given by the provi- 
sion in the Post Office Act of last year, 
whereby Local Authorities are em- 
pocensh to guarantee the cost of a 
telegraph office. I have a Bill now 
before the House to extend that system 
to Scotland and the Channel Islands, 
which unfortunately were not provided 
for in the former Act, and I hope hon. 
Members will give facilities for the 
— of'that Bin, which is very much - 
esired. An hon. Member says that 
F 2 
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‘telegrams ought to be delivered free. , but in my experience I have found 
T s must be always more or less | it very often a most po 


of a luxury; and if they were to be de- 
livered free, no matter how far from a 
tel office they have to travel, it 
would be an undue cost to the country; 
and at this moment when, unfortu- 
nately, the Revenue is not growing, I 
venture to think, with the concessions 
that have been made, by which the 
cost of the telegram is only sixpence, 
and the porterage at the rate of six- 

mce a mile, the public must rest 
contented for a while. I wish to show 
the House that I thoroughly appreciate 
both the friendly spirit in which the 
matter has been brought forward and 
the great importance of the subject. 
Since I have held my present office one 
of the matters that has been occupying 
my attention is the great desirability 
of giving increased postal facilities to 
rural districts. I have in my mind a 
scheme which I think is capable of 
being worked out to remedy to a con- 
siderable extent the undue hardships 
that are felt by poor people who live a 
long distance from the nearest post 
office, and do not know whether or not 
their ietters arrive unless some kind 
neighbour mentions the fact to them, 
and who may be deprived of informa- 
tion as valuable to them intheir humble 
sphere as it would be to usin ours. In 

ance there is a system by which, in 
sparsely-peopled districts, the Post 
Office messenger travels through one 
part of the district on one day of the 
week and through a second part on 
another day of the week, so that, 
though the number of letters on any 
day may not amount to more than a 
score, and would not justify a daily 
delivery, and though in a district 
so scattered as the Moorlands it 
would be impossible for a man to travel 
three or four miles to deliver a single 
letter, such a scheme might be worked 
so as to relieve a number of districts 
where considerable hardship is felt ; 
and at all events, if that rule were 
adopted, there would hardly be a house 
which would not be reached in the 
course of a week. A deal has 
been said about the unsuitability of 
public-houses as places where letters 
are left. One hon. Member said a 
blacksmith’s shop was not a suitable 

Sir J. Fergusson 





ar place. 
When letters are left ae 9 public- 
house, or at the smith’s shop, it is 
generally by the desire of those to whom 
they are addressed ; and the payment 
of a penny or twopence for special 
delivery is also a matter of private 
arrangement. I admit that there is an 
apparert hardship in such cases, but 
of course the Post Office cannot deal 
with them unless they are brought 
specifically to its notice. In estimating 
the amount of a guarantee for a tele- 
graph office, it is not practicable to 
reckon the messages received, because 
that would be counting them twice 
over, as they are counted from the 
places from which they are sent out. 
The early delivery of letters at places. 
hundreds of miles from London is. 
rendered possible by the rapidity of the: 
night mail trains from London, and the 
hour of delivery at places near London 
is dependent upon the hour of departure 
from the district offices. These are 
matters of detail, but it is by attention 
to details that the whole service is im- 
proved. A spirit of zeal, and even of 
ambition, animates the officers of the 
Department, and there is a determina- 
tion that our Postal Service shall be the 
best in the world. Of course it can be 
improved ; and ‘if we are spared,” as. 
they say in Scotland, we hope to be 
able to do still more to improve it. I 
would, therefore, ask my hon. Friend, 
who has expressed such confidence in 
the Department, to leave such matters 
in our hands, and not to trouble the 
House to divide upon the question. 
*(10.435.) Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE. 
(Bradford, Central): I do not think 
that the hon. Gentleman who intro- 
duced this question with so much 
ability will have any reason to complain 
of the general tenor of the statement 
made by the Postmaster General. I 
believe that the Telegraph Service, as a 
rule, has been conducted on commercial 
principles, and that efforts have been 
made to balance the revenue and the 
expenditure. The Telegraph Service 
only just pays its way—at present, I 
believe, there is a small deficit—and, 
therefore, I cannot join the hon. Meme 
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‘ber for Canterbury in calling upon the 
Postmaster General to extend the 
‘Telegraph Service to all parts of the 
«country without a guarantee, or to 
ive a free delivery. But with the 
ost Office the case is different. 
For many years there has been 
@ great and growing surplus Re- 
venue paid over from that Depart- 
ment to the Treasury. From a Return 
which was laid before the House at my 
instance, it appears that the net Postal 
Revenue has risen from £1,400,000 in 
1869-70 to £2,000,000 in £1876-7, and 
to £3,000,000 in 1884-5; and that 
‘surplus Revenue has risen considerably 
during the last five or six years. [ 
have frequently urged the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to devote a larger 
rtion of the net Postal Revenue to 
improvements in the Postal Service, 
and, indeed, during thelast few years a 
«considerably larger sum has _ been 
granted. In his Budget, the Chan- 
-cellor of the Exchequer stated that the 
reduction in the net Revenue amounted 
to something like £600,000. But hav- 
ing carefully gone into the Estimates of 
the Post Office and the various Services 
connected with it, I am unable to 
accept that statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman as altogether accurate. 
‘The net Postal Revenue of the present 
year is about £200,000 or £300,000 less 
than it was a few years ago, but it is 
about £350,000 more than it was at 
the time when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer came into office. During 
the last six years the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has derived £2,400,000 in 
vexcess of the net surplus Revenue 
received during the six years of the 
ogee Government. There is, there- 
ore, a large margin for future im- 
vements in the service. All 
improvements must cost money, and 
cause a reduction pro tanto in the net 
Postal Revenue ; but although they 
may for two or three years throw a 
‘burden on the Treasury, at no distant 
‘date they will bring in an increased 
Revenue, and the money devoted to 
them may be considered as a profitable 
at at all events, I think, 


has been the experience of almost every- 
-one who has been at the Post Office. 
I would, therefore, strongly urge the 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer to forego 
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a still larger amount of surplus Revenue 
in order to effect those improvements 
in the Service in rural districts which 
are so much desired by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. I would point out that when 
the late Mr. Fawcett came into office in 
1880 he entered into some arrangement 
with the Prime Minister that he 
should be allowed to spend a certain 
proportion of the net Revenue 
yearly in the improvement of the 
Service. In consequence of that 
arrangement, the net Postal Revenue 
remained almost stationary during his 
term of office. For my part, I think 
this is the best arrangement that could 
be made. It would enable the Post- 
master General to meet the demands of 
the public better than at present, and 
to take in hand the improvements which 
are most required in their order of im- 
portance. It would also insure to the 
Treasury the same surplus Revenue year 
by year that it has been accustomed to 
receive. Should this plan be adopted, I 
believe that not only will the require- 
ments of the rural population be met in 
the matters referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman, but that it will by in- 
creasing the Revenue, pay for itself in 
the longrun. My hon. Friend has done 
good service by bringing the question 
before the House, but I think after the 
statement of the Postmaster General it 
will not be necessary to divide the 
House upon it. 

*(10.52.) Sm W. B. BARTTELOT 
(Sussex, North-West) : The importance 
of this question is so great, especially to 
all rural districts, that I do not think I 
should be doing my duty if I did not 
make a few remarks with regard to it. 
My right hon. Friend the Postmaster 
General knows very well that the towns 
and large villages have no cause what- 
ever to complain. It is the scattered 
rural populations which suffer so much 
with regard to the delivery of letters, 
and who are anxious to know what is 
being done in the House to-night. 
I give my right hon. Friend every 
credit in regard to his most courteous 
and considerate statement. He has 
told us that in the last ten years 
there has been an increase of say- 
ings banks to the number of 3,550, 
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and of telegraph offices to the number 
of 2,752; but what has been done in 
that way is vital, but not so vital as 
iving increased facilities to the rural 
Sistriots to receive their letters. I 
‘believe, especially this year, my right 
hon. Friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is anxious to conserve as much 
money as he is able; but the House 
has a right to demand for all the poor 
people throughout the country that for 
every letter stamped with a penny they 
shall have the full benefit of that penny 
by the certainty of receiving that letter. 
My right hon. Friend said he was 
anxious to go farther than he has done 
in increasing’ the rounds in various dis- 
tricts; but he also stated that there 
should be only one man to go to 
particular districts once a week. 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : Of 
course, I said that was in extreme 
cases. 


*Sm W. B. BARTTELOT: I am 
afraid that there are a large number of 
extreme cases. At this moment I could 
name many people who live at least a 
mile or a mile and a half away from the 
places where the postmen have to go, 
and who have to do without their 
lettersor make arrangements for getting 
them as best they can. If, therefore, 
this Motion is not carried, the 
people in the rural districts will 
come tothe conclusion that it is in- 
tended to do nothing for them. 
This is a question which is agitating 
the country, and I venture to urge 
upon my right hon. Friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury that he could 
with great propriety accept this 
Motion, and, if I might say so, I think 
it is his duty to do so. Unless that is 
done, the people in the rural districts 
will conclude that it is not intended to 
do anything. 

Str W. FOSTER (Derby, Ilkeston) : 
I have been pleased with the generous 
spirit manifested by the Postmaster 
General in his reply, but I wish 
that he had gone a little fur- 


ther, and extended his generosity, 


to the more neglected rural districts. 
The remarks of the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to telegraph exten- 


sion were characteristic of the old 
régime, when he said that action was 
Sir W, B. Barttelot 
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taken in cases where there was a pros- 
pect of return for outlay. But in the- 
case of a great public debt witha large 
surplus, it ought not to be a question 
of that nature. The return is bound 
to follow the facilities, and, as I have- 
said before, any private business con- 
ducted with the extreme caution of the- 
Post Office Department would soon be- 
ousted by competitors. In the smaller 
towns in the country I think that the 
hours of telegraphic business on Sun- 
days should be extended, as at present 
it is often impossible to get a reply on. 
the same day. As to postal facilities. 
in rural districts, I can confirm many 
of the remarks which have been. 
mede with regard to the isolation of 
these districts. In some eases there 
is not a delivery of letters for several 
days—a condition of affairs not 
creditable to the period. Such @ state- 
of things is more characteristic of 
the backwoods of America. We ought 
not in the county of Sussex, for 
instance, to have villages which have- 
only two deliveries per week. Again, 
post offices ought to be more generous: 
to the poorer people in certain districts 
in supplying facilities for them to post 
their letters. I know a district in- 
habited by two hundred and fifty persons. 
who have no opportunity of posting 


letters except by walking a mile or 
more, or alternately keeping the letters. 


twenty-four hours until the postman 
arrives. To the request. that a pillar- 
box should be erected, the Department 


replied that the amount of profit was. 


not sufficient to justify this extension 
of benefit to the public. I think, too, 
that in the case of towns with ten or 
twenty thousand inhabitants the tele-. 
graph stations ought to be divorced! 


from business establishments. The- 


present system is very disadvantageous,. 
and often leads to transactions which 
are not creditable to persons in official 
positions, and which often  in-- 
juriously affect the trade of the 
district. There is one town in my 
mind where certain of the inhabitants- 
are in the habit of sending their tele-- 
grams to an office several miles away 
in order that their business transactions. 
may possess a privacy not possible in 


their own district where the postmaster: 


is a competitor in the trade. This is,. 
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I think, an evil which could be remedied 
by a comparatively small outlay, and 
the change would greatly benefit the 
general community. 

*THe CHANCE R or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): Hon. Members who 
have addressed the House on this sub- 
ject seem to be under the impression 
that the Post Office has got considerable 
funds which it can dispense with 
generosity, and that the disposal of 
that fund can have no adverse effect 
upon the taxation or revenue of the 
country. But I wish to remind the 
Committee of one duty which seems 
to have.been forgotten, and it is that 
when the Estimates and Revenue for the 
year have been settled there should be 
no alteration made so as to produce 
a deficit at the end of the year. I 
know that many of my hon. Friends 
who are grey. this Motion would 
regret with the Government that the 
effect of repeated Motions of this kind 
should end in there being a deficit. 
That is never considered creditable to 
any Administration. I wish to remind 
the Committee that we have already 
accepted a Resolution of considerable 
importance. We have accepted a Re- 
solution—and we intend to give effect 
to it—that lighthouses and coastguard 
stations should be placed in telephonic 
and telegraphic communication. Hon. 
Members will be aware that this will 
involve a strain on the telegraph 
revenue, and the Government will be 
obliged to bring in a Supplementary 
Estimate to enable them to give effect 
to the decision of the House. The 
House will see from what I have 
observed that there is already a 
considerable strain upon the Post 
Offic& Revenue; and a right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has further 
called attention to the position of the 
Post Office Revenue generally, and has 
shown that during the last two years 
there has been a diminution of the 
surplus revenue by some £300,000. 
That will be a constantly-decreas- 
ing surplus, and I think we should 
soon reach that point of equal 
expenditure and .revenue which the 
right hon. Gentleman desires to 
see. It is my duty to look at this 
Motion from the point of view, not 
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simply of general policy, but also of the 
Foe of this particular year, and we 
must, I say, be extremely careful in 
seeing that the Revenue should be 
adequate to meet the expenditure. 
Let us by all means go forward in what 
is called a generous policy with regard 
to the Post Office, if we can; but let 
us make some provision for that poli 
in the Estimates of the year. 
think I should frankly tell the Com- 
mittee that as Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer I cannot give my assent to an 
such increased expenditure as woul 
imperil the small margin of the ‘present 
Estimates. It has been suggested that 
the Government should aecept the 
Motion with the exception of the latter 
part of it referring to savings banks, 
money order offices, and telegraph 
offices. If hon. Members can accept 
the general declaration of the Post- 
master General and of the Government 
that much has been done in this direc- 
tion, and that it is unnecessary for the 
House to make any further affirmation 
in regard to the policy already declared, 
the Government would accept the 
Motion in this amended form — 

coe i OS ° _o A + House, an 
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ishes where such delivery is not at present 

in force.” 
We should then carry out the general 
policy which has been indicated, 
and I say that while during the present 
year we proceed cautiously in that 
direction, I hope it will not be 
necessary to introduce any consider- 
able Supplementary Estimate which the 
Revenue would not bear. I think the 
House will, under the circumstances, 
consider the offer I have made fair, 
and I trust, therefore, that my hon. 
Friend will not go to a Division. A 
proposition has been laid down that 
telegrams ought to be delivered free of 
cost. But there are many young men 
who send telegrams rather than write 
letters, and if a young gentleman desires 
to send a telegram to a country house 
some five miles from the telegraph 
station, I do not think—and the House 
will surely that the cost for the 
carriage of the telegram should be met 
at the country’s expense. That is a 
kind of annexe to the views of my 
hon. Friend, which we can scarcely be 
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expected to accept. We accept the 
eral view of an extension in the 
ivery of letters in rural parishes, 
under the reservations which I have 
thought it my duty to place before the 
House. 


Mr. THOMAS ELLIS (Merioneth- 
shire): While concentrated com- 
munities like Liverpool, Birmingham 
or Manchester can bring pressure to 
bear in order to obtain privileges in 
lieu of the taxation which is extracted 
from them by the various ingenious 
forms of the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Goschen), it is different in the rural 
districts, where the population is 
scattered. The people have little or- 

isation; and, therefore, it is the 
uty of the Postmaster General not 
merely to give facilities to the large and 
concentrated towns, but also in the 
case of applications from the scattered 
rural districts. And, further, he should 
ive directions to his Inspectors and 
uperintendents that they should 
themselves discover and report deficien- 
cies in postal accommodation. There 
are many hamlets with neither post 
office, savings bank, or money order 
office, and J know of one two miles 
from the railway where the morning 
mail arrives at seven o'clock of the 
evening, leaves at half past eight, and 
the only postal accommodation here is 
the delivery and collection of letters at 
half-past ten in the morning. I think 
that wherever there is an elementary 
school there should also be a post 
office, for if the Education Department 
think fit to sanction a public elemen- 
tary school, I think the Post Office 
might reasonably deem it their duty to 
afford postal, savings bank, and money 
order facilities. As to the question of 
the delivery of telegrams, I think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was per- 
fectly right in his contention that the 
country should not bear the cost of 
porterage for five, six, or seven miles. 
I think it is monstrous that there 
should be large villages without a 
telegraph office, and where the popula- 
tion has to prepay four, five, and six 
shillings before they can send a 
telegram. I venture to impress upon 
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Mr. Goschen 
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master General that wherever there 
is a village or community of 1,000 or 
1,700 people there should be a 
telegraph office in their midst. 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: Does 
the hon. Member know of such a village 
where there is not? 


Mr. T. ELLIS: Certainly I do. I 
could name a large number, and there 
are two or three in my own con- 
stituency. In the case of one village, 
with a population of 2,000 people, 
there.is only a telegraph office at the 
railway station, and the station master 
can only send off telegraph messages 
at his convenience. I know of another 
large village where I cannot send a 
telegram unless I prepay six shillings. 
That isa very unsatisfactory state of 
things. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to act on these lines—first, 
that in every place where there is a 
public elementary school there should 
be a post office, savings bank, and 
money order office ; and, second, that 
villages containing a population of 
1,900 and over should be provided with 
a telegraph office in their midst. 
Another thing I should like to draw 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to is the need of more pillar boxes, 
in rural districts especially. I 
sincerely hope that the Motion will not 
be mutilated as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer suggests, but that it will be 
accepted as it now stands. In my 
opinion, it isone of the primary duties 
of the State, especially when it makes 
a profit of two or three millions a 
year out of the Post Office, to afford 
every possible postal and telegraphic 
convenience to the populations of the 
scattered villages throughout the 
country. I hope, therefore, that the 
House will support the Motion in its 
entirety. 


(11.25.) Tae FIRST LORD or tre 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BatFour, Man- 
chester, E.): I do not rise to deal 
in detail with the Amendment, but 
merely to make an appeal and give an 
explanation to the House. The appeal 
I have to make is in reference to the 
general business of the House. It 
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will, I understand, be jusi possible to 
keep within the law by passing the 
Vote on Account on Monday night. If 
the Vote is not passed before the 
House adjourns I do not propose to 
put it down as the first Order on Mon- 
day, because I feel that hon. Members 
from Ireland who desire to discuss the 
Irish Education Bill have a right to 
the earlier hours of that evening, and 
that it will not be fair that a Debate in 
which they are interested should be 
postponed until a late hour in conse- 
quence of any individual Member or 
group of Members. I propose, then 
that the Irish Education Bill shall be 
the first Order on Monday, and the 
Vote on Account the second, if it is 
not passed to-night. On Monday, if 
it should be necessary to postpone the 
Vote on Account till then, I shall move 
the suspension of the Twelve O'clock 
Rule. I think, however, that it would 
be far more convenient to pass the 
Vote to-night. (‘« No, no!” and “ Hear, 
hear!””) I merely desire a declaration, 
but the Vote on Account must be passed 
to-night or on Monday. With regard 
to the Motion before the House, it 
appears to me that we might now come 
to a decision upon it. The Postmaster 
General has explained the enormous 
strides that have been made by the 
Post Office during the last few years— 
strides increasing in magnitude each 
successive year. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bradford had 
almost led the House to believe that 
the strides made by the Post Office 
previous to 1885 were greater than they 
had been since, but that was not the 
fact. My right hon. Friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has ex- 
pressed his general agreement with the 
first part of the Amendment moved by 
my hon. Friend (Sir E. Birkbeck), and 
the Government were perfectly ready 
to accept it, leaving out all the words 
after ‘‘ force,” and inserting the qualify- 
ing phrase “as far as possible” after the 
word “ought.” It would then read as 
follows :— 


“That, in the opinion of this House an 
extended —_ delivery red letters and rs 
-Ought, as far as possible, to be to 
-those portions of rural parishes on 
: delivery is not at present in force.” 


such 
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I suggest that the Resolution in this 
form will meet the views of the House 
generally, and that we should now 
proceed to vote upon it. 

Sm EDWARD BIRKBECK: Al- 
though I attach great importance to the 
Resolution as it stands, I am ready to 
accept the alteration suggested by my 
right hon. Friend. 

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Bradford, 
W.): The right hon, Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has to- 
night, as he always does when a matter 
affecting the interest of all classes arises, 
raised a plea of economy. The mis- 
fortune is that the right hon. Gentle- 
man lavishes all his extravagance upon 
the Army and Navy. The Post Office 
system is a huge monopoly in the 
hands of the State, and we are there- 
fore entitled to demand that every 
possible facility shall be given to the 
public. Both the telegraph and postal 
system are now a matter of daily 
necessity, and that being the case I 
think the Postmaster General should 
have a freer hand in his endeavours to 
meet the postal requirements of the 
country. Phere have been few op- 
portunities during the present Parlia- 
ment for bringing before the House 
such Motions as that of the hon. Gentle- 
man (Sir E. Birkbeck), and I am glad 
the Government have to some extent 
accepted it. I hope it is only the 
beginning of greater things in connec- 
tion with the postal and telegraphic 
service in rural and out-of-the-way dis- 
tricts. In my opinion, this discussion 
will be eminently serviceable, but I pro- 
test against the tone of the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Goschen) in pleading 
parsimony and the interests of the 
Exchequer in connection with a matter 
of this sort which affects the conve- 
nience of hundreds of thousands of 
people, when millions are voted away 
for other purposes against the real 
wish of the country. 


*Mr. MORTON : I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentieman the Leader 
of the House a question with regard to 
his statement. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I do 
not think a question of that sort should 
be interj into the present Debate. 
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*Mr. MORTON: Well, I want to ciatieliperteltnetticeteialalngeeniees 
say a word about the Resolution before | When tations are made to the 

Post ce as to wants im rural 


the House, although I have refrained 
so far in the hope that we should have 
got to the Vote on Account before this. 
There is no doubt we should have done 
so if the Government had cared to 
influence their own supporters, because 
there can be no doubt that this evening 
has been mainly taken up by what may 
be called an electioneering Debate. I 
take as much interest in this question 
as any other Member, and during the 
discussion on the Budget Resolutions 
I expressed my strong opinion that the 
profit derived from the Post Office 
should be expended in improving that 
service all over the United Kingdom. 
Now I understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman has consented to accept the 
Resolution in a modified form, to the 
effect that we are to have an extended 
delivery of letters in the rural districts 
as far as possible. All mention of the 
savings bank and money order offices 
and telegraph offices is to be dropped. 
I am not much concerned about the 
savings banks or the money order offices, 
because agricultural labourers have not 
much money for either of those things, 
but I think telegraph offices should be 
included in the Resolution, and I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will see his 
way to do so. 


Mr. ED WARD HOLDEN (Walsall) : 
It appears to me perfectly certain that 
not much good will be done if the words 
proposed to be inserted in the Resolu- 
tion are agreed to. I merely rise to 
tell the right hon. Gentleman that we 
are very dissatisfied with the way in 
which he has treated this question. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid): I hope the House wili not 
accept the Amendment in the form 
suggested by the Treasury Bench, be- 
cause the insertion of the words “‘as 
far as possible,” and confining it to the 
simple delivery of letters and papers 
will have the effect of making it abso- 
lutely useless. I think it has been 
shown that rural parishes are badly 
dealt with by the Post Office, and I have 
often had to make application to the 
Postmaster General with reference to in- 





ishes, or in mining districts, there 
eam the official = that the right 
hon. Gentleman will cause inquiries to 
be made, and will, if possible, extend 
the desired facilities. But we find that 
stereotyped answer is the only result, 
unless we raise a discussion in this 
House. I had occasion a few weeks. 
ago to write to the right hon. Gentle- 
man in reference to the Ogmore Valley, 
where the postal facilities are very 
meagre indeed, and I had the stereo- 
t reply ; but I have heard nothi 
since. It may be that the House will 
permit the right hon. Gentleman to 
give me an answer now, for I cannot. 
attach much importance to that official 
reply. In these mining districts. 
very considerable inconvenience often 
arises from want of telegraphic com- 
munication—mining accidents some- 
times occur. The Ogmore Valley is in 
the very centre of Glamorganshire,. 
divided into two districts, Nantymoel 
and Tondu ; and should a mining acci- 
dent occur near Tondu there is no way 
of sending a telegraphic communication 
for assistance, except by going to the 
small agricultural town of Bridgend. I 
do not want to detain the House from 
a Division, but I should like to know 
whether the right hon. Gentieman has 
made inquiries in regard to this par- 
ticular district ? 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON: In- 
quiries are now being made. Such 
inquiries must necessarily take some- 
time. We have to work one district 
with another, and possibly the surveyor 
may be engaged in one district with 
inquiries before he can go to another. 
But I know that inquiries are going on 
in the valley to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers. 


Mr. EVANS: I am glad to hear 
it; but the demand was made several 
weeks ago, and inquiry need not take 
more than two or three days. I am 
acquainted with the cireumstances, and 
I can say so. It would be more satis- 


factory if the right hon. Gentle- 
man could say when 


the in-- 
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quiry will be completed — whe- 
ther it will be before Parliament 
ceases its labours for the Whitsuntide 
Recess or possibly altogether? How- 
ever that may be, I am glad to hear 
that inquiries are going on, for I am 
certain the case is one the House would 
agree demands immediate attention. 
It is one of many similar cases, and I 
would impress upon the House the 
desirability of doing something to 
impress upon the Post Office the neces- 
sity for making these extensions with- 
out waiting for representations to be 
made through Members for different 
localities. The Post Office should 
always be engaged in extending its 
facilities. It is a great monopoly; it 
exists for the benefit of the people of 
the country; it should not be made a 
source of revenue, and even though in 
some districts the Service should have 
to be carried on at a loss, still the 
people in rural and mining districts 
should enjoy all the facilities the 
Service is able to offer. 


(11.45.) Mr. PRITCHARD MOR- 
GAN (Merthyr Tydvil): Without doubt 
many improvements are required in 
our Telegraph Service. It is impossible, 
for instance, under present arrange- 
ments to send a legal document by 
telegraph ; but this is done in other 
parts of Her Majesty’s dominions. A 
person who desires to send a legal pro- 
cess of any sort can go to a telegraph 
office, with a Magistrate in attendance, 
and the document is telegraphed through 
to its destination,where another Magis- 
trate attends. The two Magistrates 
certify to the arrangement, and the 
document reaches its destination in a 
few minutes. This mode of transmit- 
ting legal documents is a most con- 
venient proceeding for all concerned. 
Its introduction in Queensland was due 
to the initiative of a gentleman whose 
name has been frequently mentioned 
in a recent discussion, Sir Samuel 
Griffith, and it has been adopted 
throughout the Australasian Colonies, 
and with no difficulty whatever. There 
is also a want of a system of “‘ urgent” 
telegrams, as they are called. For 
instance, suppose there is a political 
meeting going on in some place and 
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the whole staff of the local post office: 
—one operator perhaps—is en in 
sending long press messages that may 
take one hour in transmission; an 
accident of some kind happens, and 
assistance, medical or otherwise, is 
required, but the long telegram must 
go on. In other parts of Her Majesty’s 
possessions there is an “urgent tele- 
gram ” system under which telegrams. 
paying high rates take precedence of 
others. Now, with to the 
Pa amended form of the Resolution, 

think it will prove altogether in- 
effective, for it binds the Post Office to- 
do nothing whatever. What are the 
facts? Those of us who live in country 
districts are desirous of having fair 
means of communication with other 
parts of the country. But in districts. 
where there are from 300 to 500: 
people there is sometimes no postal 
communication whatever. We have 
to pay our own postboy to carry our- 
letters, and if we get a telegram we 
have to pay four shillings for its 
delivery. On one occasion I had 
driven into the country town and met 
in the street a messenger who had a 
telegram for me. It was but a few 
yards from the office, but he would not 
give it to me unless I paid him a fee of 
two shillings. There is often a long 
delay jin sending the pee You 
may see the messengers plodding along 
the road, lame perhaps, and there is 
no thought of consideration for public 
convenience. I submit the time has 
arrived when the Post Office should 
not be the means of collecting Revenue 
in an indirect way—there should be 
more elasticity in its’ administration, 
and the Revenue from the more 
populous districts should assist the 
expenditure in the poorer districts. 
The Resolution as amended would be 
of no avail, and, for my part, I should 
advise taking a Division upon it. 


Sm EDWARD BIRKBECK: I am 
quite willing to withdraw my Motion 
in order that the amended Resolution 
may be substituted. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN: Is. 
it possible to so alter the Motion,. 
seeing that already there is an Amend- 
ment to it in the name of the hon. 








Richmond and Mountjoy 


Member for Canterbury (Mr. Henniker 
Heaton) ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is an Amend- 
ment which can only be moved in the 
event of the Motion becoming the 
substantive Question. Is it your 

easure the Amendment be with- 
drawn? (Cries of “‘ No!”) 
Question put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, ‘ That those 


words be there added.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I now beg to 
move, as an Amendment, the addition 
of the words “ so far as it is possible.”’ 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN: On 
@ point of Order may I ask, can another 
Amendment be moved when there is 
® previous Amendment standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for Canter- 
bury ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That Amendment 
is at the end of the Motion. 

Amendment proposed to the said 
proposed jot te after the word 
“* ought,” to insert the words “ so far 
a8 is possible.”—( Wr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question put, ‘‘ That those words be 
inserted in the proposed Amendment.” 


(11.55.) The House divided :—Ayes 
139; Noes 32.—(Div. List, No. 151.) 


Question proposed, 


“That the words‘in'theopinion of this House, 
-@n extended daily delivery cf letters and papers 
ought so faras is possible to be granted to those 

portions of rural parishes where such delivery 
1s not at present in force, and also that an 
number of savings banks, money 
order offices, and coleerege offices ought to be 
established,’ be there added.” 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose to move 
.& further Amendment—— 


It being after midnight, the House 
-stood adjourned. 


Suprpty,—Committee upon Monday 
next, 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES BJLL.—(No. 258.) 
CONSIDERATION. [ADJOURNED DEBATE. ] 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [10th May], ‘‘ That 
organ 


Mr. Pritchard 
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the Clause (Application of Act to Ire- 


Prisons (Ireland). 


land),—(Mr. Barton,)—which was 
offered to be added on Consideration 
of the Bill, as amended, be read a 
second time.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Long- 
ford, N.): I have every desire to assist 
the hon. Baronet (Sir Edward Birk- 
beck) in proceeding with the Bill, but I 
think he finds here some little difficult 
of procedure. The hon. Member for Mi 
Armagh (Mr. Barton) suggested a new 
clause, to which objection being taken, 
I think there was no objection to it 
being withdrawn or negatived. He isnot 
here, but I presume in his absence the 
House may negative it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If no objection is 
raised that may be done. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Sm EDWARD BIRKBECK (Nor- 
folk, E.): If the House will permit, I 
will now move the Third Reading. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think that would 
be hardly fair to the hon. Member (Mr. 
Barton) in his absence. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


RICHMOND AND MOUNTJOY PRISONS 
(IRELAND). 
MOTION FOR A RETURN. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Longford, 
N.): As to the Motion which stands in 
my name for a Return in reference to 
Richmond and Mountjoy Prisons, I 
understand there is no objection to 
giving the information, but there is an 
objection in point of form. I would 
ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland, if 
that is so, will he be good enough to 

ut down the Motion in the form he 
esires it to take ? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
I think it will be more convenient in 
point of form if a Return is given by 
the War Office as to expenditure in 
which that Department is concerned, 
and I propose to furnish a statement 
which will, I hope, give the hon. Mem- 
ber all the information he desires. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
(No. 300.) 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No.5) BILL. 
(No. 301.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No.6) BILL, 
(No. 315.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 7) BILL. 
(No. 319.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL.—(No. 335.) 
As amended, considered; read the 

third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL.—(No. 339.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL.—(No. 341.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (Ne. 10) BILL.—(No. 345.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL.—(No. 346.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION(TEACHERS 
SUPERANNUATION). 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, and an Ap- 
pendix. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 231.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND): 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL.— 
(No. 299.) 

Reported, without Amendment 


visional Order confirmed]; to be read 


the third time upon Monday next. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (RE-COMMITTED) BILL,—(No. 
229.) 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3. 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


HOP SUBSTITUTES BILL.—(No, 159.) 
Order for Second Reading, — 
is- 


Monday 6th June, read, and 

eve | 
Bill withdrawn. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING (FISHING 
BOATS) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.— 
(No. 279.) 


Order for Second Reading, upon 
Tuesday next, read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


Ordered, That leave be given to pre- 
sent another Bill instead thereof. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (FISHING BOATS) 
ACTS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) BILL. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 383.]} 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 
Reported from the Select Committee. 
Minutes of Proceedings to be 
printed. [No. 232.] 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 
NATIONAL DEBT [CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
bw gps again proposed, 


That, for the p < So 
of ‘Gouna heid 
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+ Commissioners on account of advances made 
“by them under the provisions of ‘The National 
Debt Redemption Act, 1889,’ it is expedient to 
authorise (a) the creation of a charge upon 
-the Consolidated Fund in favour of the 
National Debt Commissioners for a sum of 
£13,000,000, together with interest thereon at 
‘the rate of 2} per centum per annum, such 
charge to be reduced at any time by the issue 
iim money out of the Consolidated Fund to the 
National Debt Commissioners of any portion 
of the sum of £13,000,000 ; (b) the cancelling 
-of all Exchequer Bonds and Securities issued 
in respect of the advances made by the 
National Debt Commissioners.”—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS ACTS, 1887 
AND 1891. 

Copy presented,—of Regulations 
made by the Board of Trade, with the 
-concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, 
under Section 2 of ‘‘ The Merchandise 
Marks Act, 1891,” with regard to the 
Prosecution of Offences under ‘‘ The 
Merchandise Marks Act, 1887 ” [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TELEPHONE SYSTEM, 
Copy ordered— 

“‘ Of Treasury Minute, dated 23rd May, 1892, 
vupon the development of the Telephone System 
in the United Kingdom.”—(Sir John Gorst.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 229.]} 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS, 
Copy ordered— 
“ Of Memorandum stating the nature of the 
“proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
‘Orders, No. 4 and No. 5, Bills.” —(Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach.) 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


(No. 230.] 
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MOTIONS. 
SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMENDMISNT 


(No. 2) BILL.—({No. 275.) 

Ordered, That Mr. Anstruther be discharged 
from further attendance on the Select Com- 
mittee on Superannuation Acts Amendment 
(No. 2) Bill. 

Ordered, That Mr. Biddulph, Sir Richard 
Temple, and Mr. Storey be added to the Com- 
mittee.”—-(Mr. Akers-Douglas ) 


COAL MINES REGULATION act (1887) 
AMENDMENT (NO. 3) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Phi , Bill to amend 
¢ Se ee ion Bg Hl 
ordered to my in by Mr. ipps, 
Mr. Donald Crawford, and Mr. Joicey. 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 380.] 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS’ REGISTRATION 
BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Cremer, Bill to amend 
the Law for the Registration of Parliamentary 
Voters ; and for other purposes — 
elections, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Cremer, Mr. William Abraham (Rhondda), 
Mr. Burt, Mr. Pickard, Mr. John Wilson 
— ), Mr. Fenwick, and Mr. James Row- 


Bill presented, and read first time. [ Bill 381.} 


LIBEL BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Algernon Borthwick, Bill 
= a... amendment of the Law of Libel, 
01 to be brought in by Sir Algernon 
Borthwick, Sir Albert Rollit, Dr. Cameron, 
Mr. Lawson, Mr. Willox, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, 
and Mr. Jennings. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 382. } 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“‘ That this House do now adjourn.” 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : 
Having in view the backward condi- 
tion of Public Business, I trust the 
Government will not on Tuesday next 
countenance such an idiotic proceeding 
as a Debate upon the question of ad- 
journment over what is called the 


Derby Day, and that they will not so ~ 


assist in the obstruction of Business as 
to take a holiday because there is a 
horse race. 


Motion agreed to. 
House adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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Water Companies 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Monday, 30th May, 1892. 





SAT FIRST. 


The Ear] of Stamford, after the death 
of his uncle. 


WATER COMPANIES (REGULATION OF 
POWERS) [H.t.] BILL. 
REPORT OF AMENDMENTS. 


Order of the Day for the Report of 
Amendments to be received, read. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I have an Amendment which I venture 
to submit to your Lordships’ favourable 
consideration. I think it is a very 
right, just and reasonable Amendment. 
It is on page 1, line 3, after ‘‘ Com- 
panies ” insert ‘*‘ Local Authorities and 
persons,” and leave out “for profit ;” 
and in Clause 3, page 1, line 12, after 
‘‘Company ” insert ‘‘ Local Authorities 
and persons.” The Bill, as it at pre- 
sent stands, appears to me to be some- 
what illogical, inconsistent, and more or 
less one-sided, and I must invite your 
Lordships to make it logical, con- 
sistent and fair to all concerned. The 
object of the Bill is to give to con- 
sumers of water security against the 
arbitrary exercise by the Water Com- 
panies of the powers that they hold 
under the present law; but this Bill 
applies only to Water Companies ; it 
excludes al consumers who get their 
water from Corporations of any kind. 
My Lords, there are at the present 
time about 250 Water Companies who 
supply water to consumers. On the 
other hand there are about 150 Cor- 
porations, some of which sell water, 
as I shall presently show, at a profit. 
It is only right, as it appears to me, 
that the same protection which it is 
proposed to extend to consumers of 
water obtained from companies shouid 
be extended to those who get their 
water from Corporations. What is my 
noble Friend's defence of this exclu- 
sion? He says in the one case these 
companies supply water for a profit. 
Well, my Lords, amongst the Corpora- 
tions there are any number who supply 
water for a profit outside the municipal 
boundaries: Manchester, Birmingham, 
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Liverpool, Leeds, Huddersfield, Roch- 
dale, and many others. They supply 
water in the same way that companies 
do outside the municipal boundary ; 
and, as regards the municipal limits of 
Birmingham, they are only one-fourth 
of the area of supply. And although 
some of these Corporations may not 
supply water for a profit in the 
ordinary sense of the term, still they 
are bound to keep the rates as low as 
possible, and to enforce payment of 
water rates in the interests of the rate- . 
payers as much as the Water Com- 
panies do in the interests of their 
shareholders. Their profit and loss is 
in high or low rates ; therefore, I main- 
tain that this question of profit does 
not matter. What does it macter to the 
consumer whether the company makes 
a profit or not? His loss is certain if 
his water is cut off; and whether it be 
under a Corporation or undér a com 
pany the loss and inconvenience to the 
consumer will be the same. My noble 
Friend says that he brings in this Bill 
in its present form to bear upon the 
Water Companies because they arbi- 
trarily and harshly exercise their 
power. I believe there are very few 
cases, indeed, in which that is done. 
But, he says, there is a remedy which 
he does not give by the Bill to con- 
sumers who get their water from Cor- 
porations andare harshly treated. What 
is the remedy? Just take the case of 
usin London! All London at present 
is supplied by Water Companies, and 
if this Bill were to pass this year into 
law we should get protection under 
this Bill. But it is notorious—I see 
my noble Friend who is at the head of 
a Commission to inquire into this ques- 
tion of the watering of London—that 
the question of the watering of London 
being transferred from companies to the 
County Council is a question for con- 
sideration in the immediate future, and 
it may very likely take place. What 
will happen? This year, if this Bill 
passes, we consumers will get protec- 
tion from this Act. Next year, if the 
water is in the hands of the County 
Council, that protection will be taken 
away, because the County Council are 
not in the Bill. A most absurd posi- 
tion we shall be found in. And what 
is my noble Friend’s remedy? It is 
even more absurd than the position 
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in which we shall find ourselves. Why, 
he says, the remedy is in the hands of 
the ratepayers; that is to say, that 
any unhappy consumer who has been 
harshly dealt with, supposing the water 
is in the hands of the County Council 
of London, may at the next coming 
County County Election, if he can, 
turn out the then Government of Lon- 
don. My Lords, I do not think it will 
matter much to the unhappy consumer 
whether his water is cut off by Lord 
Rosebery, or by the Chairman, who- 
ever he may be, of the Water Company. 
And I do hope that such an anomaly as 
that will not be allowed to pass into 
legislation. It is impossible, I venture 
to think, that your Lordships can pass 
the Bill, because you have to take 
care that your Bills in this House are 
carefully drawn, and sound in prin- 
ciple, and consistent with previous 
legislation ; and I believe it is impos- 
sible that you can pass the Bill of my 
noble Friend in its present form. But 
there is, behind this, one other very im- 
portant question, and that is the ques- 
tion of private enterprise versus 
municipal monopoly. Now, my Lords, 
it is private enterprise that has made 
this nation; it is private enterprise 
that has brought water to London ; if 
it were not for private enterprise 
working for a profit, and inducing 
people to put money into these com- 
panies, instead of having very good 
water from the Grand Junction, the 
- Chelsea and other waterworks, we 
might probably be drinking a decoction 
of sewage and dead dogs from the 
Thames. Therefore I venture to think 
thatso far from discouraging, this House 
of Parliament should, on all possible 
occasions, encourage private enterprise ; 
it is the mother of invention, and 
leads to improving the national pro- 
gress, whereas the danger you run 
from municipalisation of all this trading 
is that it puts a stop to private enter- 
prise. and national progress. Lastly, 
my Lords, I have only this further 
argument, that in 1847 a general Act 
was passed for consolidating in one 
Act certain provisions usually con- 
tained in Acts authorising the making 
of waterworks for supplying towns 
with water; and this Bill is entitled : 


“An Act to regulate the power of 
companies supplying water under 


The Earl of Wemyss 








{LORDS} (Regulation of Powers) Bill. 160 


the powers of the Waterworks 


Clauses Act, 1847.” I think this 


is a very strong point indeed. 
Parliament, when it regulated the 
powers of Water Companies for supply- 
ing water to towns in 1847, drew no 
distinction whatever between Water 
Companies and Corporations supply- 
ing water; because I find in the 
Interpretation Clause these words—I 
particularly cail my noble Friend’s 
attention to them: “The word 
‘person’ shall include a Corporation 
whether aggregate or sole.” Therefore, 
my Lords, the principle on which 
Parliament acted in 1847, is departed 
from in the Bill which professes to be 
founded on the basis of that same Act, 
but leaves out a Corporation, even sole, 
where there are persons who supply 
water to individuals. My Lords, I 
have nothing more to say, but I ask 
your Lordships to accept the Amend- 
ment which I have ventured to pro 
pose. I do not know what course 
Her Majesty's Government will take, 
but, so far as I have reason to believe, 
the Bill is not to be made a Cabinet 
question, and supposing the Members 
of the Government are free to vote as 
they like, I believe, under the circum- 
stances, and, indeed, I feel confident 
that the common sense of your Lord- 
ships’ House will support the Amend- 
ment of which I have given notice. 


Moved, in page 1, line 3, after 
(‘companies ”) insert (‘‘ local authori- 
ties and persons”’), and leave out (‘for 
profit’); Clause 3, page 1, line 12, 
after (‘‘company’’) insert (‘local autho- 
rities and persons.”)—(The Earl of 
Wemyss.) 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I hope the noble Earl will not 
expect me to follow him into the ques- 
tion of the relative merits of supply by 
private or by public Corporations ; but 
to the merits of the Amendment I will 
address myself at once. The noble 
Earl was not quite correct in the 
version that he gave of the origin of 
this Bill. This Bill originated in cer- 
tain complaints that were made with 
regard to the supply of water to con- 
sumers, and more especially, by the 
Metropolitan Water Companies. In 
consequence of that a Bill was intro- 
duced. The private Water Companies, 
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both of the Metropolis and the country 
enerally, objec to the Bill and 
Sesired to be heard ; and accordingly, 
there was a very full inquiry by a 
Select Committee of your Lordships’ 


House. Half of the Bill 
into law two years afterwards. The 
Bill itself did not proceed in its 


entirety, and this Bill is now revived 
in consequence of further complaints 
which have arisen with regard to the 
water supplied by private companies. 
This Amendment proposes to insert 
** Corporations,” and to place them on 
all-fours under the Bill with private 
Water Companies. Now, so far as Cor- 
porations are concerned, I have not the 
slightest regard for them, any more 
than I have for private Water Com- 
panies, and, personally, I have no 
objection to their being made subject 
to the provisions of any Bill to which 
it may be found desirable to make 
them subject. But there is this diffi- 
culty that appears to me: that they 
have not been heard. The Bill did not 
relate to them originally. They are’ 
now proposed to be introduced for the 
first time; and the result of so intro- 
ducing them, if your Lordships accept 
the Amendment, will be, presumably, 
that some of them, at all events, will 
complain and will wish to be heard ; 
and the result of that will be that this 
Bill, which no one denies is expedient, 
will lose whatever chance it may have 
of passing into law. My Lords, the 
proper way it seems to me, would be to 
introduce a Bill into the next Session 
of Parliament, placing the public Cor- 
porations on the same footing as the 
private Water Companies; and then, 
if they wish to protest, that your 
Lordships would give them a chance of 
being heard, just as was the case with 
the private companies some years ago. 
But, my Lords, I think there have 
been instances lately which show that 
this Bill isrequired ; and I think that, if 
your Lordships accept the Amendment, 
it certainly will greatly impair any 
chance of the Bill passing into law. 
*Lorpv GRIMTHORPE: My Lords, 
I am not sure that I heard distinctly all 
that tne noble Earl opposite said as to 
the histary of the Bill. But it was my 
fate to hear a good deal of questions of 
this scrt in former and the con- 
<lusion I. came to was that the British 
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ratepayer requires protection against 
Corporations and all kinds of municipal 
bodies a great deal more than he does 
against companies. In the old days, 
when the companies were practically 
free from restrictions on their divi- 
dends, and before the time when they 


were obliged to sell their new shares by 
auction, I admit there was a great deal 
of control required over them, and 


that they looked to nothing but the very 
natural object of increasing their 
rofits as much as possible. That, 
owever, by legislation which took place 
before I to be conversant with 
such things, was tolerably well pre- 
vented. And now we are face to 
face with this question—whether the 
British ratepayer requires to be 
protected against Corporations more 
than against a company? If you think 
for a moment, you will see that so long 
as companies exist in towns where 
there are Corporations—and I suppose 
there are Corporations in almost all 
towns where companies exist—there is 
a natural, and I have heard it called a 
desirable, antagonism between the Cor- 
porations and the companies, because 
the Corporations are always at hand to 
watch any action of the companies, and 
they have no difficulty in appearing 
before Parliament. There are means 
now by which they can appear, not at 
the expense of individual members 
of them. Time was when they 
could only appear at the risk of 
somebody, but that has passed by. 
On the other hand, when a Cor- 
poration itself becomes the water sup- 
plier, there is no controlling power 
whatever ; and not only that, but the 
ratepayer feels, if he thinks about it, 
that he is spending his money at both 
ends—contributing to rates to fight 
himself, and fighting very likely a hope- 
less and, at any rate, an expensive 
battle. I know that to a certain 
extent has been put aside now 
by the policy of Parliament, though I 
respectfully say I do not think it a wise 
poner. of encouraging Corporations to 
suppliers of water and gas. The 
principal reason for which—and one 
that I had often to urge myself—was 
that, if you did not have that, you had 
competing Water Companies and Gas 
Companies, spending double capital to 
do the same work; and I agree that 
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it was better that Corporations should 
be suppliers of water and gas under 
proper control than that the supply 
should be subjected to the waste of 
double capital, and double sets of people 
pulling up the streets, and a variety of 
things of that kind. But all that is 
past and gone; and the sole question 
now is a question of what I may shortly 
call tyranny ; and I am certain from my 
experience—I think it hardly requires 
experience to discover it—that there is a 
much greater probability of tyranny 
in the hands of a Corporation than 
in the hands of a company. The 
companies have almost ceased to have 
a motive for doing it, because when 
they have reached the maximum divi- 
dend they have no motive at all; 
besides that, they are under the control 
and the constant watching that I have 
spoken of. On the other hand, there 
is, I suppose, no official in England 
more arbitrary in his proceedings 
than what I may call the Bumble of a 
Corporation. Besides that, as the 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches has 
well said, why are we to repeal the 
policy of the Act of 1847? It is true 
the Bill does not repeal it in words, 
but in substance it does. The clauses 
of the Act of 1847 apply to all 
bodies equally, and are your 
Lordships going all of a sudden to 
say that they shall not? Are you 
going to exempt the very class of 

ople who are most able and most 
iiteined--and I think lately we in 
London have been getting a valuable 
lesson in that just now—to do what- 
ever the lowest class of the ratepayers 
require—that is, to persecute the 
higher classes as much as they can? 
The noble Earl on .the Cross Benches 
has already alluded to the answer that 
Ihave heard given many times, that 
the consumers have the remedy in 
their own hands, by turning out the 
Corporations. Fancy placarding a 
town with, ‘‘ Don’t vote for Bung ’”’— 
to use Dickens’s words—‘“‘ because the 
Corporation cut off my water.” I do 
not think Corporations or Councils are 
nowadays elected quite upon principles 
of that kind. Therefore it is mere idle- 
ness to say that there is any remedy. 
There is no remedy at all for 
a small man fighting against a Cor- 
poratior which will levy taxes 
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those grounds I entirely agree with 
the noble Earl. But there is one other: 
thing to be said. I think the noble 
Earl opposite said truly enough, that 
this Amendment may lead to the post- 
ponement of the Bill for another year. 
But, if I did not misunderstand him, 
he admitted that the Bill was imper- 
fect, and he would find no fault if 
another Bill were introduced next year 
to include Corporations. If there is to 
be legislatior next year, why not wait 
for a complete Bill, instead of nibbling 
at a bit of it, and then taking the- 
chance of somebody being able to bring 
in another? And the more so because: 
there is no chance of any but a 
Government Bill getting through the 
other House this year now. The Bill 
is admitted to be defective now by its. 
promoter here. 

THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : I 
did not say so. 

*Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I know the 
noble Earl did. not say so; but, if 
what he said did not amount to 
that, I do not know what it amounted 
to. On those grounds, my Lords, I 
am certainly inclined to vote with my 
noble Friend on the Cross Benches. 

*Lorpv HENNIKER: My Lords, this 
is not a Government measure; but 
your Lordships will no doubt desire that 
some expression of cpinion should be 
given to your Lordships by the Local 
Government Board on the question. 
The other day before the Standing 
Orders Committee I asked your Lord- 
ships to be kind enough to pause before 
you agreed to the Moticn of my noble 
Friend on the Cross Benches. The Billis 
generally inaccordance with that which 
was passed in the year 1885 by your 
Lordships’ House, after a very careful 
investigation by a Select Committee of 
this House, and there was no provision 
in connection with these proceedings 
that the Bill should be extended to 
Corporations as is now proposed. As 
I told your Lordships, and as my 
noble Friend told your  Lord- 
ships just now, it came before 
the Committee, and the Water Com- 
panies were heard most distinctly, and 
the Bill was passed in this Hovse. 
Why it did not pass the House of 
Commons I do not know. With regard 
to the question of profit which has been 
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mentioned by my noble Friend on the 
Cross Benches, there is a clear dis- 
tinction between the case of a Company 
whose chief object must sedibeantly be 
to sell at a profit, and that ofa womens d 
Authority supplying water, inasmuc 
as the Sani Authority would 
obviously be more likely to have regard 
to considerations affecting the public 
health than a company who have no 
duties whatever as regards sanitary 
administration. It may be that there 
are some exceptional cases where 
Sanitary Authorities have exercised to 
an undue extent their powers in regard 
to cutting off the supply of water, in 
consequence of the non-payment of 
rates. But the Local Government 
Board have no facts before them which 
would support such a contention; and 
it is not unreasonable that before a 
measure, such as the present Bill, is 
extended to include these authorities, 
there should be some inquiry, and that 
the authorities should Geo an oppor- 
tunity of replying to any allegations of 
this character. My Lords, looking to 
the period of the Session, the adoption 
of such an Amendment as this of the 
noble Earl would undoubtedly imperil 
the passing of the Bill, as my noble 
Friend opposite has said. have 
heard it for the first time contended by 
my noble Friend behind me(Lord Grim- 
thorpe) just now that such a measure so 
far asthe companies are concerned is not 
desirable. But it is very inexpedient 
that this Bill which will be attended 
with undoubted advantages should be 
imperilled because the operation of its 
provisions is not extended. These 
Acts of Parliament, Water Bills, are, 
some of them, very old, and of course 
this Bill interferes with them to a 
certain extent; but I think my 
noble Friend who sits at the Table 
(Lord Morley) will tell your Lordships 
that in all the new Bills which 
affect Water Companies that come 
before him the arbitrary powers 
which these old companies pos- 
sessed of cutting off water are 
aimost invariably, if not invariably, 
struck out. The course which sug- 
cM to the Local Government 
is that it would be wise not to 
lose a Bill of this kind, which is valu- 
able in itself; but that it should be 
passed if possible—it is for your Lord- 
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ships to decide of course—and they 
think it very desirable that if necessary, 
if it is thought right, a Bill should be 
introduced next year which would deal 
with this question of Local Authorities, 
when, if your Lordships think it desir- 
able, the Authorities would have 
the same opportunity of coming before 
a Select Committee as the Water Com- 
panies had in 1885. In fact, my Lords, 
the Local Government Board think 
that the Local Authorities should have 
an opportunity of showing that there 
is not sufficient ground for their inclu- 
sion—that the Bill is good in itself, 
and therefore should not be lost 
because it does not go any further than 
it does, and they think it might wisely 
be , seeing that the question 
might be considered very carefully next 
year by a Select Committee if the 
noble Earl opposite (Lord Camper- 
down) or the noble Earl on the Cross 
Benches will bring in a Bill to that 
effect. 

Tue Earn or WEMYSS: Will the 
Local Government Board bring in a 
Bill next year ? 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, so 
far as I am concerned I find it impos- 
sible, as an abstract question, not to 
agree with the noble Earl who has 
moved this Amendment ; because, see- 
ing that very many Corporations are 
really in the position of these Water 
Companies, enjoying the same rights, 
in some cases having taken over the 
undertaking of a Water Company, and 
with it those rights, it does seem 
somewhat anomalous that you should 
put a restraint upon the power of en- 
orcing remuneration for water supply 
which should be applicable to the com- 
panies who supply water, and not to 
the Corporations who supply water, 
very often really under precisely the 
same authority. Ido not _—. : t : 
altogether agree with my noble an 
named Friend opposite (Lord Grim- 
thorpe) that there is greater danger of 
Corporations dealing hardly in this 
matter than individuals, and although 
I admit, with my noble and learned 
Friend, that the matter would not be 
one which would determine an election, 
yet I do think that the fact that a Cor- 
poration is an elected body does put 
upon its members a certain amount of 
restraint in preventing them from 
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raising outcries of hardship, which 
might affect them in a way in which 
the Directors of a Water Company, or 
a Corporation itself generally, would 
not be affected. Therefore I am not sure 
that there is not some further restraint 
in the case of Water Corporations, 
arising from their constitution, than 
there is in the case of Water Com- 
ies. But, after allowing for all that, 

do not see why, as a question of prin- 
ciple, all those who supply water under 
similar authority thee not be placed 
under similar conditions. But then, of 
course, one has to consider what ought 
to be done with regard to the Amend- 
ment proposed to this Bill. I take it 
to be certain that, with this Amend- 
ment inserted, the Bill could not be 
sme and ought not to be passed, 
use the title of it is ‘ Water 
Companies (Regulation of Powers) 
Bill”; it was taken, after evidence 
given bearing on that, as a Bill 
affecting Water Companies only; 
there was no notice to any of these 
other bodies of any intention to include 
them—the title itself is not one that in- 
cludes them ; and therefore they would 
have nothing to call their attention to 
the matter, and they have had no op- 
portunity of making any representations 
upon the subject to this House. It 
seems to me that it would not be right 
under those circumstances to insert an 
Amendment which includes them, be- 
cause they undoubtedly would have a 
claim to put their views before this 
House before being included; they 
would have aright to say: “ As you 
had before you a Water Companies 
Regulation Bill, we had_no idea that it 
concerned us, and it is hard, nearly at 
the last stage of the Bill, to bring us 
within the scope of it without our 
having an opportunity of being heard.” 
Therefore, my Lords, I feel myself in 
this difficulty: I do not see if the 
Amendment is agreed to that it is pos- 
sible to proceed with the Bill this 
Session, because, if an inquiry is to be 
held, and then the matter is to go 
through in this House, and afterwards 
in the other House, knowing what one 
knows—even putting the termination 
of this Parliament at the most distant 
date that has been suggested as pro- 
bable in recent times—I do not think 
there would be any chance of the Bill 
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tting through. Then ought we to 
tee ba Amendment which would be 
fatal to the Bill, when there are pro- 
visions in this Bill which do seem in 
the case of Water Companies—and I 
do not speak of them generally—in the 
case of individual companies, to be 
somewhat urgently needed ? There are 
cases of very considerable hardship that 
have been occurring down to the pre- 
sent time, and this Bill proposes to 
provide a remedy for them. It will not 
rejudice the proposal to deal with 
rporations on the same basis another 
year ; and, if I do not see my way to 
vote for the Amendment proposed by 
the noble Earl, it is only because it 
seems to me that it must be fatal to 
this Bill, and, personally, even though 
in vindication of a sound principle, I 
am unwilling to see a useful Bill of this 
sort irretrievably lost. 


Lorpv NORTON : My Lords, I would 
only say that the last part of the argu- 
ment of the noble and learned 
Lord opposite seems to me _ per- 
fectly true. I should not be dis- 
posed to dispute whether consumers 
may be subject to tyranny on the part 
of Corporations as well as companies ; 
but the sole question is, are they not to 
be protected against the tyranny of 
Water Companies, or are we to wait to 
protect them against other bodies? 
That seems a most unreasonable pro- 
position. It is acknowledged on all 
hands that if the Amendment is passed 
the Bill must be dropped for the pre- 
sent Session; and the provisions that 
it makes against the tyranny of com- 
panies are to be waited for for another 
year, when, possibly, similar provisions 
may be introduced against Local Au- 
thorities. The argument of the noble 
Earl who moves the Amendment only 
tends to this: that another Bill ought 
to be introduced next Session to pro- 
vide against similar tyranny on the 
part of Local Authorities. And let me 
say one word more : that his argument 
from the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, 
has no weight whatever. That is an 
Act making provisions which are appli- 
cable to any sort of body—it is a 
General Clauses Act for all cases. It 
seems to me, therefore, that it would 
be most unreasonable to postpone this 
Bill because it does not go far enough. 
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Taz CHAIRMAN orCOMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey) : The noble Lord 
who spoke for the Local Government 
Board just now appealed to me as to 
the general procedure with regard to 
Bills for Water Companies. It is true, 
as he says, that at the present time, in 
every Bill, whether it relates to a 
Water Company or a Corporation per- 
forming the functions of a Water Com- 
pany, a clause prohibiting the cutting 
off of water arbitrarily is invariabl 
introduced. My Lords, I confess—an 
I agree entirely with my noble and 
learned Friend behind me (Lord Her- 
schell)—that reason isall on the side of 
the noble Earl who moved the Amend- 
ment. I do not see why the consumer 
—for after all this Bill is intended to pro- 
tect the consumer—should be left to 
the tender mercy—it may be a little 
more tender—of the Corporation than 
of the company; I am not quite sure 
of that; but I do not see why he 
should be left to the tender mercy of 
the Corporation without the protection 
that this Bill gives him against the 
company. At the same time I am 
bound to say that there is a great deal 
in what has fallen from noble Lords on 
both sides of the House as to the 
danger of losing this Bill if you enlarge 
its sphere very much, as undoubtedly this 
Amendment would. And although, as I 
have said, I must admit that reason is 
entirely on the side of the noble Earl, I 
think, from the view of the expediency 
of getting the Bill passed, I should my- 
self be unwilling to support his Amend- 
ment at the presenttime. If I were to 
add anything to what the noble Earl 
said in favour of his Amendment, I would 
point out to the House that not merely 
are Corporations supplying water in 
their own districts, but in a great many 
places they are supplying water outside 
their districts, and in those capacities 
they are not merely morally, but legally 
and technically, in exactly the same 
position as Water Companies. I believe 
I am right in saying that the Courts of 
Law have heid that a Corporation 
supplying water outside its own district 
is technically a company within the 
meaning, for certain purposes at any 
rate, of the Public Health Act. I think 
it is necessary to say these few words of 
explanation of the fact that I should 
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not vote either for or against the 
Amendment. 


*Eart STANHOPE: My Lords, as 
I happened to be a Member of the 
Select Committee that considered this 
Bill some years ago, I should like to say 
a few words. No doubt, it isa very 
anomalous thing to exclude Corpora- 
tions and local bodies from penalties 
under this Bill for the sudden cutting 
off of the water supply from a con- 
sumer; but, at the same time, to call 
and to examine witnesses from as many 
as one hundred and fifty local bodies 
and Corporations, in order to extend the 
operation of the Bill, would require at 
least two Sessions; because probably 
the other House would not be content 
solely with the examination of witnesses 
in this House. Seeing, therefore, that 
there were evils complained of, and 
certain grievances to small consumers 
of water which were clearly proved 
before the Committee some years ago 
under the Chairmanship of my noble 
Friend opposite, I hope and trust that 
the principle of this Bill will be accepted 
on the present occasion, always under- 
standing that hereafter it might be ex- 
tended to include other bodies. And 
more than that, my Lords, much of our 
legislation in both Houses is tentative. 
We are not sure that we are devising 
the best means in this Bill for stopping 
an abuse; but, if we are able to pass 
this Bill on this occasion, and it goes 
through Parliament, we shall be 
able after the period of a year or 
so, to see whether it can be 
easily extended, and on the same lines. 
I trust, therefore, that your Lordships 
will be disposed to pass the measure as 
it stands. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
merely wish to say one single word. 
As I expressed a strong opinion ata 
previous stage of the Bill upon its not 
including Corporations, I do not wish to 
be misunderstood; but I agree with 
my noble and learned Friend beside 
me, and I am not prepared to imperil 
the Bill for the purpose of bo 
this Amendment now. Therefore, 
hope the noble Earl will not proceed 
with his Amendment ; but, if he does, I 
must vote against it on that ground 
alone. 
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*Eart FORTESCUE: It seems to 
me, my Lords, that the complaint that 
-these Municipal Bodies have not had 
an opportunity of appearing before the 
Committee—considering that if they 
appeared the cost of their appearance 
would be defrayed from the rates paid 
by the same ratepayers as would be 
suffering from their action—has not 
much weight. The question seems to 
be one of principle. If it has been very 
carefully considered by a Select Com- 
mittee, and able counsel have set forth 
all that could be urged in modification, 
or in rejection of the provisions of this 
Bill, it seems to me a very small and 
technical objection that the fact of 
Municipal Corporations not having had 
an opportunity, at the expense of the 
ratepayers, of pleading their cause or 
being represented is an adequate reason 
why, being satisfied as we ought to be 
before we pass this Bill, that the 
pe embodied in it are sound, 
that should stop us from giving similar 
protection to the consumers of water 
where Municipal Corporations happen 
to be the parties supplying it. And I 
must be allowed to say that Municipal 
Corporations are not generally elected 
on some question of water. Recent 
experience shows us to how large an 
extent they are indebted to political 
and party feeling for their seats. And 
it does not appear to me that we can 
rely upon any protection against hard 
dealing on the part of a temporary 
majority in any Corporation from the fact 
that they periodically come out for re- 
election. Looking to the broad principle 
involved in my noble Friend’s Amend- 
ment, I aim not to be deterred from 
supporting it, even by the alarming 
prospect of delaying the application of 
the remedy to a part of the consumers of 
water affected, only leaving the others 
to the uncertainty of legislation at some 
futuretimeto deal with them, piecemeal 
also, instead of adopting some clear and 
general principle, after the matter 
has been, as we are assured it has been, 
thoroughly considered, in our legisla- 
tion on the question. 

THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Viscount CranpBrook) : 
Although I agree, my Lords, entirely 
with what is the general sense of the 
House undoubtedly, in wishing that 
this Bill had included the Corporations 
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as well as the Water Companies, I can- 
not help thinking that my noble Friend 
would do wisely not to press this 
Amendment to a Division after the 
House has already unanimously, on 
the part cf those who have spoken, 
expressed an opinion that its 
principle should be extended to 
Corporations hereafter. And I would 
venture to say in favour of passing 
this Bill, with that future object in view, 
that the Water Companies themselves 
have practically accepted the Bill— 
they have not made any objection to 
it; and, therefore, we are not putting 
upon them terms to which they have 
any objection. And although it may 
be desirable to extend the Bill sub- 
sequently, yet, inasmuch as the Water 
Companies have ceased to oppose this 
Bill, I think the House might venture 
to accept it. 

THe Eart or WEMYSS: I am 
most unwilling, my Lords, to put my- 
self in opposition to the views of the 
majority of the House. I suppose the 
best course would be to rest satisfied 
with the strong expression of opinion 
in favour of the principle of this 
Amendment. Now, my noble Friend 
said that it was proposed by my 
Amendment to introduce the Corpora- 
tions for the first time into this kind 
of legislation; but, so far from that, 
my noble Friend’s Bill is the first time 
they have been exempted from this 
legislation. 

THe Eant or CAMPERDOWN: I 
did not speak of legislation generally. 
I meant this Bill. 

THe Eart or WEMYSS: But they 
have never been exempted before ; and 
I maintain that that is a very broad 
principle, and that your Lordshi 
are departing from a sound principle, 
which is admitted to be sound by those 
who have spoken. When you have the 
Act of 1847, which imposed certain 
restrictions upon those supplying water, 
including Corporations, and even 
Corporations sole, I say that this Bill 
is a very serious departure in principle 
from that, whatever my noble Friend 
(Lord Norton) may say with regard to 
that point. But, my Lords, the reason 
given is delay. Reference has been 
made to tlis Bill when it was in 
Committee. It was not in Committee 
this year ; it is the counterpart of a 
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Bill which was in Committee in 1885 ; 
and, after sitting for a length of time 
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in 1885 and examin ing about 
150 witnesses, my noble Friend 
allows the time to ela from 

in 


then till now before bringing i 
this Bill. Therefore I venture fo think 
that, when a matter of broad and grave 
principle is at stake, the delay of another 
year would have been of very little im- 
portance. My Lords, who is to bring 
in that Bill? I do not know. Ido 
not know whether my noble Friend 
who represents the Local Government 
Board, if he is in office then, will do it, 
or whether whoever is at the Local 
Government Board will do it. Certainly 
I am not going to trouble myself with 
it further than to endeavour to get 
sound principles introduced into the 
legislation of your Lordships’ House. 
But even if this Bill passes your Lord- 
ships’ House, it does not follow that it 

ill become law this year. . There is 
such a thing as blocking Bills, and I 
‘shall be greatly surprised if this Bill 
is not blocked to the fullest extent in 
another place. However I shall not 
go in the teeth of the majority of this 
House. I am perfectly satisfied with 
the adoption of the sound principle of 
that which I have brought en your 
Lordships. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
understand that the noble Earl with- 
-draws his Amendment. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Yes. 


Amendment (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Amendments reported according to 
Order ; further Amendments made; and 
Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


METROPOLITAN ASYLUMS BOARD. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Lorpv SANDHURST: My Lords, I 
beg to ask Her Majesty's Government 
@ question in regard to a circular that 
was issued the other day by the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board in regard to 
their small-pox hospitals. The authorities 
of a large general hospital in London, 
with which I am connected, received, 
and therefore I have little doubt the 
other hospitals received, a circular 
saying that they were willingto receive 
two clinical assistants on peer the 
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small-pox ships, and three probationer 
nurses. These clinical assistants were 
to be registered medical men and to be 
under the Board's rules, and so forth; 
the remuneration was to be limited to 
the allowance of residence and rations, 
and an appointment for a period not 
exceeding three months. In regard to 
the nurses they are to have no salary, 
but merely a uniform, rations and 
lodgings. Now, my Lords, I do not 
think that it seems a good prin- 
ciple for a great institution like 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board to 
advertise for medical men and nurses 
to whom they are not to give any pay 
at all. In the first place, they are not 
likely to get first-rate men, and it comes 
much harder upon thenurses. Small- 
pox is the most dangerous disease 
there is, and I cannot help thinking 
that this circular cannot have been 
issued with the sanction of the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board, or, at any rate, 
with the sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I should like to ask 
whether it has come to the knowledge 
of the Local Government Board, and 
whether it is done with their sanction ; 
and if this circular has not been issued 
with their sanction, whether they will 
cause some representations to be made 
to the Metropolitan Asylums Board ? 
*Lorpj HENNIKER: My Lords, the 
Local Government Board were not 
aware of this circular letter having been 
issued until the question of my noble 
Friend opposite was put down on the 
Paper; but they have made inquiry, 
and they find that a circular letter was 
addressed to several of the general hos- 
pitals in London. As regards the 
clinical assistants, this is not a new 
question; it was brought before the 
Board in 1886. It was then proposed 
by the managers of the Metropolitan 
Asylums District that they should be 
empowered to arrange for registered 
medical practitioners to reside in the 
hospital on condition of their making a 
payment at the rate of twelve shillings 
a week for board and lodging and the 
payment of a fee tothe medical superin- 
tendent. It appeared at that time to 
the Local Government Board that this 
was not at all a desirable — 
ment, and they suggested to the 
managers that if the services of 
clinical assistants were required, it 
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would be better that such assistants 
should be appointed by the managers 
as officers of the hospital, and that they 
should reeeive remuneration for their 
services, although such remuneration 
pein if the managers deemed it ex- 





ient, be limited to board and resi- 
ence in the hospital. The object of 
the managers in proposing this arrange- 
ment, and of the Board in agreeing to 
it, was that means might be afforded to 
a limited number of medical practi- 
tioners of obtaining experience in the 
treatment of small-pox cases. The 
managers would have in connection 
with the hospital their regular medical 
staff for the treatment of the cases, and 
the clinical assistants would no doubt 
render assistance; but the primary 
object of the arrangement was not that 
the staff of officers of the hospital 
should be supplemented by assistants 
ofthis character, but that means should 
be afforded to medical practitioners 
of obtaining experience in the treatment 
of small-pox cases. As regards the 
nurses whoare to be employed as pro- 
bationers the Board have had no com- 
munication on the subject from the 
managers in any way. But as re- 
gards them also it may be assumed 
that the managers desired to afford 
opportunities for nurses to obtain ex- 
perience with regard to the treatment 
of this disease quite independently of 
the assistance rendered by such pro- 
bationary nurses. I believe the pro- 
bationary nurses are not given tech- 
nical education at first; they are 
gradually worked up to better positions’; 
but independently of the assistance 
rendered by them the managers have 
their own staff of nurses. So far as 
regards the nurses the matter is one 
which the Local Government Board 
consider to be entirely within the dis- 
cretion of the managers, and they 
would hesitate to intervene unless 
for some very substantial reason. 
The Board, in fact, are not aware 
whether it is probable that the 
offer which has been made by the 
managers will be accepted ; but if it is 
accepted by suitable persons, and as- 
suming that it is an arrangement which 
is satisfactory both to the managers and 
to the persons willing to give their 


services on the terms offered, the Local | beg 


Government Board see no reason why 
Lord Henniker 
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the proposal should not be carried out; 
in fact why they should interfere in the 
matter. 

*Lorpv THRING: I am afraid the 
conduct of your Lordships will be 
rather inconsistent if you approve of 
this Order which has been made by the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board. A - 
mittee of your Lordships sat for two 
years upon the subject of Sweat- 
ing, and are now sitting upon the 
subject of Metropolitan Hospitals ; 
and both Committees have alto- 
gether condemned the principle, that 
the mere fact that you can get persons 
in a certain profession to serve for 
nothing is a reason why any Govern- 
ment, or guasi-Government, or Munici- 
pal Board should make service without 
remuneration a condition of their 
engagement of subordinates. Take the 
very case mentioned to-day. We all 
know that in the Government contracts 
for clothing a clause is inserted that the 
workmen should be paid a certain rate 
of wages. We all know that on the 
Sweating Committee we condemned 
in the strongest possible terms—and 
your Lordships assented to the con- 
ene eta employment of persons 
for nothing or for inferior wages. 
What is the real meaning of this order ? 
Undoubtedly there will be found in- 
ferior practitioners who, in order to 
gain a name for small-pox treatment, 
will accept the invitation. I really do 
not think that is a temptation which a 
Government or a Municipal ‘ Board 
ought to offer to the medical profession. 
With respect to probationer nurses, I 
rather think it is still harder upon 
them. These women have undertaken 
most dangerous duties ; in the various 
hospitals they are invariably paid for 
their work ; and why should they be 
tempted, in order to gain a little re- 
putation, to enter upon dangerous 
duties without that re:nuneration which 
is always given to everybody else 
employed in Government or Municipal 
service? I really hope the Local 


Government Board will consider this. 


Order, and take care that it isamended. 


POSTAL FACILITIES. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 
Lorpv SANDHURST: My Lords, I 
to ask Her Majesty's Government 
whether the Postmaster General could 
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see his way to provide postal facilities 
in the country districts, such as now 
exist in large towns, for the despatch 
of large numbers of circulars through 
the post where the postmaster has a 
special stamp, so as to avoid the 
purchase of large quantities of stamps 
and the labour of affixing them? 

Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, I 
have been asked by the Postmaster 
General to reply to this question. 
The matter is not quite so simple as it 
would seem from the form in which 
the question of the noble Lord is put. 
As a matter of fact, the practice of 
accepting postage in money at the 
present time is confined to the Metro- 
polis, and to a very few populous 
provincial towns. These places are 
only twenty-two in number, and they 
are places where large quantities of 
circu are brought to be posted. 
My Lords, the matter would not be 
concluded by the simple supply of 
what is known as a paid stamp to 
the postmaster. The system requires 
a very laborious and intricate 
system of checking to avoid fraud, 
and it really is a system that 
can only be safely carried into effect at 
places where a considerable staff of 
trustworthy officers have to be engaged 
in carrying out the necessary precau- 
tions. The Postmaster General is con- 
fident that if it were extended generally 
there would be a very serious and very 
appreciable risk of fraud. And, although 
he is willing to do whatever is reason- 
able and right to give such facilities as 
may be possible, he cannot hold out 
any hope of any very extensive change 
in this matter. 


497 


CHARITY INQUIRIES BILL, 


COMMITTEE. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order.) 
Clause 1. 


*Lorpv THRING: My Lords, the 
object of the Amendment which stands 
in my name on Clause 1 is to compel the 
persons administering county charities 
to send their accounts to the clerks of 
County Councils. The noble Viscount 
opposite I believe consents to the prin- 
ciple of the Amendment, but thinks 
that as the charities have not been 
heard he cannot assent toit. I shall 
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not therefore trouble your Lordshi 
with my Amendment as it would 
useless for me to persevere with it. I 
only desire to say that as the County 
Councils necessarily ought to take the- 
greatest interest in these charities I 
think and believe that the noble Vis- 
count will with me that they 
ought to have the accounts. With re- 
spect to the second Amendment on the 
same clause I find it is unnecessary. I 
therefore shall not press it. 

Viscount CRANBROOK: I am 
much obliged to my learned Friend for 
withdrawing the Amendment ; it would 
really make the Bill too large for its 
purpose, and would bring into contro- 
versy those who are not at present at 
all concerned. 

Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [H.1.] 
House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported, without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL INSTI- 
TUTIONS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE. 
BILL. 

Read 1*; and to be read 2* To- 

morrow.—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


minutes 


House adjourned at twen 
o'clock, 


before S: 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 30th May, 1892. 





PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY 
RAILWAY BILL. 
*(3.10.) Mr. PICKERSGILL (Beth- 
nal Green, S.W.): I rise to move the. 
first of the series of Resolutions iden- 
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tical in terms of which I have given 
notice, at the instance of the London 
County Council, relating to a batch of 
Electric Railway Bills for the Metro- 

lis now before Parliament. I ask the 

ouse to declare that these are cases to 
which the principle is applicable that 
the right should be reserved to the 
London County Council to purchase 
these undertakings after a limited 
period. The railways proposed by 
these Bills will traverse the Metro- 
polis in various directions, being laid 
at considerable depth below the sur- 
face of the streets; and in order to 
save the expense of paying compen- 
sation to private owners, which would 
have to be paid should these rail- 
ways pass under buildings, the lines 
are designed to follow the line of the 
public streets by tunneiling through the 
sub-soil. As an illustration of the ex- 
pense which will thus be saved to pro- 
moters of these railways, I need only 
mention that the undertakers of the 
existing electric railway on the south 
side of London had to pay £3,000 
compensation for the right to pass 
under one building to reach their 
terminus—namely, Hibernia Buildings. 
Therefore, it would seem that the com- 
munity under whose streets a railway 
passes have a reasonable claim for 
compensation in some shape, in view 
of the expenditure thus saved to the 
promoters. These electric railways are 
more akin to tramwaysthan to railways 
in the ordinary sense; they are, to 
adopt the language of the Joint Com- 
mittee, required to relieve the over- 
crowding of traffic along the chief 
thoroughfares of London, and so we 
find the undertakers of these railways 
resisting the obligation imposed on 
other railways, such as the conveyance 
of goods, cattle, and minerals. Now, 
I do not propose to rest my case 
upon the analogy, or the suggested 
analogy, between the case of tramways 
and the case of these railways, although 
I think the analogy is much closer 
than it is assumed to be. For 
instance, tramways involve an easement 
over the surface of the streets, and 
these railways involve an easement 
through the sub-soil. Although it is 
true the Local Authority has not a 
freehold in the streets, yet it has been 
decided again and again that the 
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Local Authority has very large, I may 
say undefined, easements in the sub-soil ; 
and in the well-known case of “ Coverdale 
v. Charlton” it was decided that the sub- 
soil is vested in the Local Authority 
for the purpose of doing what is 
usually done under the streets. It 
may be asserted that this case had 
relation to what was done within a 
few feet of the surface, although I 
think that can hardly be so with 
regard to the main drainage system of 
London. At all events, if it is found 
that means of conveyance can be 
successfully constructed at fifty or a 
hundred feet below the surface, on the 
same principle it may be maintained 
control over such tunnelling is vested 
in the Local Authority. If it is said 
that tram lines interfere with the 
beneficial enjoyment of the surface of 
the streets by that portion of the public 
which rides in ordinary vehicles, then 
I say that the construction of a railway 
under the streets practically precludes 
the Public Authority for all time from 
making use of the sub-soil for a similar 
purpose. Apart, however, from the 
suggested analogy between these lines 
and the ordinary tramway, I prefer to 
rest my case on the broad principle 
that the community should not part 
with the right to supply anything which 
is in effect necessary for that community, 
whether it be locomotion, light, or water, 
such for the time being a monopoly. 
The precedents of tram lines and 
electric lighting go to show that the 
right to purchase does not kill private 
enterprise. I may be told that, as 
regards the Electric Lighting Act of 
1882, it did have that tendency, but 
since 1888 electric lighting has been 
greatly stimulated ; and the Act of 1888, 
equally with the Act of 1882, main- 
tained the principle of purchase by the 
public, so that the only lesson which 
can be drawn from the electric 
lighting case is this: that you must take 
care that your limited period is suffi- 
ciently long togive the undertakers a fair 
opportunity of recouping themselves for 
their initial outlay. I admit that the 
initial expenditure in the case of these 
railways is very much greater than in 
the case of tramways; but this does not 
involve any difference of principle in 
the treatment of the two cases ; it only 
means that, in order to give to the 








ee Ae ee oe se om Cet lh A rh ae & © 2 ot oe eee ele ee ele lem et Oe Oe See oe ee ees oe i ee ole es 


tmeOo es Sh + 


20o, 














Great Northern and 


undertakers a fair opportunity to re- 
coup themselves, you should extend 
the time during which the undertakers 
my enjoy the benefit of the undertaking 
—the time during which the public 
will be kept out of its inheritance. The 
period has been fixed in the case of 
tramways at twenty-one years, and 
electric lighting undertakings originally 
fixed at twenty-one years have been 
extended to forty-two years. The 
London County Council, recognising 
the larger initial outlay in these cases, 
have suggested, and merely suggested, 
that the time to elapse before there 
should be any exercise of the power of 
purchase should be, say, sixty years. 
The time is opportune for taking such 
action as this I propose. For many 
years we have not had so many Bills 
of this character before the House, 
which are of vital importance to the 
Metropolis. The existing City and 
South London Electric Railway may 
now be regarded as an assured success, 
and I think we may say that such 
undertakings have passed the experi- 
mental and speculative stage, and it is 
high time that steps should be taken to 
secure the rights of the community in 
relation thereto. These Bills have 
been referred to a Joint Committee of 
both Houses, and that Committee have 
reported, but there is only one paragraph 
which in any way comes within mea- 
surable distance of my proposal for 
compensation for the powers acquired 
to tunnel under the streets. In the 
fifteenth paragraph of their Report the 
Committee say that, in consideration of 
the promoters having this power, they 
should be under the obligation of run- 
ning cheap and convenient trains. But 
that cannot be in any way suggested as 
an alternative to purchase, because it 
has been the policy of Parlia- 
ment to impose this obligation 
upon all railways. In fact, the Joint 
Committee have deliberately given 
the go-by to the specific issue I now 
raise. They have ignored it, not, 
perhaps, wishing to undertake the 
responsibility of declaring a principle, 
having, in fact, invited the House to 
express an opinion upon it. I ask the 
House to declare the principle embodied 
in my Resolution—namely, the prin- 
ciple, that it is right that the public 
should have an opportunity of pur- 
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chasing these railways after a certain 
period and under certain conditions, 
and I only ask the House to declare 
the principle, referring to the Com- 
mittee the crucial question, after taking 
all the elements of the case into con- 
sideration, to determine at its dis- 
cretion what the period shall be during 
which the undertakers shall enjoy all 
profits, and thus secure recoupment 
for their outlay. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Great Northern and City Rail- 
way Bill that they do insert a clause reserving 
to the London County Council a power to pur- 
chase the undertaking after the expiration of a 
limited period on terms similar to those pro- 
vided in Section 43 of ‘The Tramways Act, 
1870.’”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


*(3.21.) Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): 
Asa Member of the Joint Committee, 
I desire to briefly say why I hope the 
House will not adopt this Resolution. 
The London County Council did very 
fully set out the reasons in favour of 
such a principle as the hon. Member 
hasembodied in his Motion ; and wecon- 
sidered it very carefully, and came unani- 
mously to the conclusion that to accept 
it would be almost certain to endanger 
the success of these schemes. I may 
point out that the first Bill on the list 
of those to which the hon. Member 
proposes to direct his Motion—thie 
Great Northern and City Bill—is dif- 
ferent in character to those that follow. 
The hon. Member, I think, justifies his 
contention on the ground that these are 
local lines; and the other lines, un- 
doubtedly, are merely loca! and metro- 
politan in their character. But, as a 
matter of fact, the Great Northern and 
City Line is not in any sense a local 
line; it seeks to connect the Great 
Northern line with a new terminus at 
Finsbury Place, and without doubt 
it will be a great relief to the 
traffic over the Great Northern 
line, but I do not think the hon. 
Member will suggest that the London 
County Council should undertake at 
any time the management of a portion 
of a great main line. In any case, this 
particular line is outside the category 
of the other lines with which the hon. 
Member wishes the House to deal by 
his Resolution. With regard to the 
proposal as it came before the Com- 








183 Great Northern and 


mittee, I may shortly say that it was 
conclusively shown that if such a 
clause were incorporated .in these Bills 
there would be but little hope of the 
necessary capital being raised for the 
construction of any of the lines. If 
hon. Members will look over the history 
of proposals for railways in London 
during the past twenty years they will 
see that London is, as it were, strewn 
with abortive projects, line after line 
having successfully passed the ordeal of 
Parliament, but having had to be 
abandoned because of the stringency 
of the terms imposed upon the pro- 
moters. The Committee, looking at 
these projected lines as a whole, and 
at the great public convenience they 
would supply, came to the conclusion 
that the electric system was an adequate 
system, that the routes proposed were 
adequate, that the carrying out of the 
projects would be of material advan- 
tage to London and Londoners, but 
they.also saw that if such a clauseas this 
were imposed the necessary capital would 
never be subscribed. The Joint Com- 
mittee, therefore, rejected the suggestion 
of the London County Council, as I 
hope the House will now. 

*Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, 
Barnard Castle): I think this very 
large proposition must have taken most 
Members of the House a good deal by 
surprise. Most of us, I think, did not 
see the Motion until we turned over 
our papers thismorning. At any rate, 
the principle is so very wide, so very 
large, that all new railways constructed 
within the district of the London 
County Council shall, under certain con- 
ditions, ultimately become the property 
of the London County Council, that I 
think we must hesitate before accepting 
it. Now, while I am quite prepared in 
many ways to add to the responsibili- 
ties and usefulness of municipal insti- 
tutions, I do think this is a case in 
which “vaulting ambition o’erleaps” 
itself. The County Council has a full 
load to carry, almost equal to its 
capacity. It has to deal with many 
subjects—the water supply, the ques- 
tion of “betterment” as applied to 
improvements, the acquisition of 


tramways, and other matters. Now, 
tramways offer no analogy to these 
railways; they occupy the surface of 
the streets, they interfere with the 
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ordinary traffic, and have to be regulated 
with other traffic; but to give the 
County Council power at one swoo 
to take the management of undergroun 
railways in London is a pro far 
too large to be adopted on a Motion on 
a Private Bill at a time when the 
minds of Members are occupied with 
other matters. I certainly think the 
Motion should be postponed until we 
have far more information on the sub- 
ject and can give more consideration 
to the subject than is now possible. 
(3.31.) Mr. WEBSTER (St. Pan- 
cras, E.): I think, after the decision 
of the Joint Committee on the ground 
stated by my hon. Friend, we cannot 
accept such a Motion as this. No 
doubt all of us who live in London are 
more or less jealous of the user of 
rights of public thoroughfares, and it 
would be well if the London County 
Council showed some of the jealousy 
they are now displaying when tram- 
way questions are sometimes before 
Parliament. No doubt at present these 
railways will be of a local character ; 
but have we not often found that railways 
have been extended from the centre 
and have become main arterial lines? 
How is it possible for the Council to 
undertake the management of the Lon- 
don sections of our great main lines ? 
How can they claim anything of 
the kind simply because the lines 
happen to run over or under the 
public thoroughfares ? Really, the 
Council display such a busy, grasping 
policy that we are continually, 
in a state of wonder as to what form 
their next demand will take. Possibly 
some day they may ask for the power of 
appointment of officers to the Metro- 
politan Volunteer Corps. By their 
endeavour to introduce the betterment 
principle they have checked all private 
enterprise in London in the direction 
of public improvements ; and now, to 
carry out fads of their own, they would 
interpose and prevent the subscription 
of capital for the carrying out of these 
railway projects for the convenience 
of Londoners and the employment of 
a large number of the working classes. 
The London County Council is a sort 
of municipal cuckoo. Instituting no 
great works of its own it interferes 
with the enterprises of others with its 
Americanised ideas and Socialistic 
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schemes. This is a most unworkable 


roposal to introduce at the fag end of 
S Sadee, and I hope the House will 
reject it. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.) : Such a speech should not pass 
unanswered. It is not the fault of the 
London County Council that they have 
to come to Parliament so often for 
powers ; that is the fault of Her 
Majesty’s Government, who did not 
confer on London by their Act powers 
enjoyed by other Municipalities. Now, 
I would like to see the whole of our 
railway system under the control of 
the State, but the present limited pro- 
posal is that the local London rail- 
ways shall at some future time be 
under local public control, and I 
support such a proposal, believing that 
it will result in great advantage to 
the inhabitants of London. As to 
what the hon. Member has said about 
the betterment principle having stopped 
improvements in London, I have only 
to say if that is so it will be no dis- 
advantage to the people of London, 
who will, I hope, ultimately 
have the benefit of the appli- 
cation of the principle that those who 
benefit most from an improvement 
shall contribute justly towards the 
cost of that improvement. I support 
the proposal of my hon. Friend, and 
believe it is a step that must ulti- 
mately be taken. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : These 
railways are designed to be connecting 
links between the great London ter- 
mini. Parliament has never considered 
the question of State control of rail- 
ways, and surely we are not prepared 
at this short notice to delegate such 
powers of control tothe London County 
Council. I recognise in this proposal 
another of the attempts made by the 
Council to get control of the employ- 
ment of iabour in London, by which 
they hope to command the suffrages 
which will give them power in Spring 
‘Gardens, and afterwards in this House. 
‘The hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken has referred to the restricted 

wers of the London County Council ; 

ut I am not aware that any Provincial 
Council has any such power as this, 
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though I do not see how such power 
could be refused to any Council in the 
Kingdom if granted to London. 


(3.40.) Mz. COURTNEY (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): I think we may approach 
this subject without the introduction 


of ange with regard to the 
London County Council. My vote 
will be given on the ground 


that this proposal has already been 
discussed by the Joint Committee to 
which these electric railway proposals 
have been referred. The decision of 
the Committee was that it was un- 
desirable to introduce the clause, and 
that its introduction would probably 
lead to the failure of the schemes, 
Satisfied with that decision, arrived at 
after full consideration, I shall vote 
against the present proposal. 


Mr. JOHN 8.GATHORNE-HARDY 
(Kent, Medway): As a Member of the 
Committee, I may say that in rejecting 
the proposal which was put before us 
by the County Council we felt that the 
Council were not consistent with the 
view they themselves expressed that 


these local lines should com- 
municate with the open country. 
Control over the London _ sec- 
tion of the lines implied  con- 


trol over the outside section, and such 
control, in our view, should not be in 
the hands of a local, but of a Central, 
Authority. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I may be 
allowed to explain that, recognising the 
distinction my hon. Friend (Mr. Whit- 
more) has pointed out between the first 
Bill on the list and the subsequent 
Bills, I will, with the permission of 
the House, withdraw the present 
Motion, and move it in regard to the 
second of the Bills mentioned. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 
Motion made, and Question put, 


“That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
on the Central London Railway Bill, that they 
do insert a Clause reserving to the London 
County Council a power to purchase the under- 
taking after the expiration cf a limited period 
on terms similar to those provided in Section 
43 of ‘The Tramways Act, 1870.’"—(Mr. 
Pickersgill.) 

(3.50.) The House divided :—Ayes 
83 ; Noes 127.—(Div. List, No. 152.). 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND SAVINGS 
BANKS INVESTMENTS. 
Coroner HOWARD VINCENT 

(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if the 
Treasury is in possession of any 
information which would give some 
idea as to the investments in 

ound rents or other land values of 

iendly and Benefit Societies, Savings 
Banks, and other organisations, whereof 
the financial resources represent in the 
main the accumulated capital of the 
industrial classes ? 

“THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQU ER(Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): No information is 
available which would enable me to 


give anything approaching a complete’ 


reply to the question. It is estimated 
that the registered Friendly Societies, 
excluding Collecting Societies, have 
invested more than a million in land, 
offices, and buildings, and about 
£5,380,000 in mortgages and other 
real securities. The investments, 
other than in trade, of the ordinary 
Co-operative Societies, are about 
£5,800,000, and of this a considerable 
proportion is invested in land and 
buildings. No doubt other Societies 
and Companies whose incomes are 
derived from the contributions of the 
industrial classes have considerable 
investments in real property, but I have 
no information as to the amount. 


A MISSING LETTER IN TYRONE. 

Mr. MATTHEW KENNY (Tyrone, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General what steps have been taken by 
the Postal Authorities to trace a letter 
addressed to the manager of the Ulster 
Bank, Omagh, by Mr. John Leeman, 
of Aughnagar, County Tyrone, and 
handed to the rural postman on 17th 
March last, which, although it had 
only to be sent eight miles, has not 
been delivered ? 
*TuHe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Fereusson, Manchester, 
N.E.): Although the distance was a 
short one the letter would pass through 
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several offices on its way to Omagh. 
The sender did not take the precaution 
of registering it, although it contained 
bank notes, and hence no record would 


be kept of its passage through any of 


them. Every effort has been made, 
and is still being made by personal 


inquiry, to discover what has become: 


of the letter. 


DELIVERY OF BOOKS BY POST IN 
ROME. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can-. 
terbury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General, with reference to the com- 
plaints recently received by him from 
a British subject residing in Rome, 
stating that the Rome Postal Authori- 
ties had declined to deliver at his 
house certain books despatched to him 
from Paisley on the ground that they 
were too numerous, to which the 
Secretary to the British Post Office 
replied that— 


“The British Post Office has, of course, no 
control in such a matter as this, relating to the 


internal postal arrangements of a foreign - 


country; but, as your complaint is not ap 
isolated one, it has been thought well to make 
known to the Director General of the Italian 
Post Office the circumstance to which you 
have directed attention,” 
whether he has any objection to give to 
the House the reply of the Rome 
Postal Authorities to his letter; and 
whether the Italian Post Office is bound 
under agreement with the British Post 
Office to deliver letters, books, and 
other articles sent through the post at 
the domicile of the persons addressed ?” 
*“Srr JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
Italian Post Office does not refuse to- 
deliver book packets, but, when they 
are too heavy to be delivered by the 
first out-going letter carrier, they are 
sent to their addresses by special 
supplementary deliveries. The interna 
postal regulations limit to half a kilo- 
gramme for each person addressed, 
the weight of correspondence which 
the Post Office is bound to deliver. 
There is no special agreement between 
the British and Italian Post Offices on 
this subject ; and the Universal Postal 
Union does not restrict the right of the 
contracting parties to organise their 
own system of delivery at their dis- 
cretion. 
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SUNDAY SCENES IN THE STREETS 
OF WATERFORD. 


Mr LEA (Londonderry, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to a letter 
from the Waterford County Inspector, 
R.I.C., to the Mayor of Waterford, 
calling his attention to the scenes 
enacted in the streets of that city on 
Sunday evenings at the time of closing 
the public-houses; aud whether he 
will have inquiries made as to the state 
of the other four cities which are 
exempted from the operations of the 
Irish Sunday Closing Act, and, if 
necessary, have special instructions 
issued to the Chiefs of Police and to the 
Chief Magistrates of those cities ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
The hon. Member has been good enough 
to send me a newspaper copy of the 
letter referred to in the question. The 
Constabulary Authdrities report that 
the County Inspector thought it advis- 
able to bring the matter referred to 
before the magistrates, in order that 
they might by inflicting heavy penalties 
co-operate with the police in putting an 
end to the scenes complained of. No 
similar complaints in regard to the 
other exempted cities have come under 
the notice of the Constabulary Autho- 
rities. 


THE CATHOLIC CHAPEL AT BERE 
ISLAND. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): I 
to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he is prepared to 
recommend a grant for the enlargement 
of the Catholic Chapel at Bere Island, 
in which the accommodation is insuffi- 
cient for sailors of Her Majesty’s ships 
and coastguards, in addition to the 
ordinary congregation who attend 
there ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord G. Haminton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I regret that I am unable 
to recommend a grant for the enlarge- 
ment of the Catholic Chapel at Bere 
Island. Her Majesty's ships visit 
Berehaven only intermittently, and 
therefore it has been thought preferable 
that arrangements should be made for 
holding special services, for which a 
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fixed rate of remuneration would be 
paid in addition to the authorized 
capitation grant. 


INCREASE OF POSTAL FACILITIES 
IN IRELAND. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether he has 
received a Memorial from the inhabi- 
tants and ratepayers of Aughaville, 
County Cork, praying for increased 
postal facilities; and whether he is 
prepared to grant the facilities re- 
quested ? 

*Sir J. FERGUSSON : The Memorial 
referred to prays for a despatch in the 
afternoon instead of in the morning 
from the Post Office at Colomane, and 
it has been carefully considered. The 
mail to Colomane is ‘sent from Bantry 
to Durras Road Station, where it is re- 
ceived by the sub-postmaster, who at the 
same time despatches a mail to Bantry. 
His work is thus finished before ten 
a.m. To give a despatch to Bantry in 
the afternoon would involve a second 
trip to and from the station, and would 
cost not less than £10 ayear. A reply 
is therefore being prepared expressing 
regret that the circumstances do not 
admit of the Memorialists’ request 
being complied with. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether he has 
received a Memorial from the rate- 
payers and inhabitants of East and 
West Schull relative to increased 
postal facilities; and whether he is 
prepared to accede to the prayer of 
the Memorial ? 

*Smr J. FERGUSSON: The Memo- 
rial was received on the 27th instant, 
and its receipt was acknowledged to 
the hon. Member on the same day. It 
is now under inquiry. 


THE CONSCIENCE CLAUSE IN 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice President 
of the Committee of Council on Edu- 
cation whether he has received a 
Memorial from certain parents of 
children attending the National School 
at Ri , Northampton, stating 
that they have withdrawn their 
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children from the religious instruction 
at that school under the Conscience 
Clause, and that their children have 
been in consequence treated as ab- 
sentees, and placed at the bottom of 
their class, and asking redress of their 
grievance ; whether this putting down 
of the children to the bottom of their 
class is a violation of the 7th clause 
of “The Education Act, 1870,” pro- 
viding that children may be withdrawn 
from the religious instruction without 
forfeiting any other benefits of the 
school; and whether he will have 
directions sent to the school managers 
to discontinue the practice of imposing 
this penalty on the children of Non- 
conformists ? 

“Toe VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir W. Harr Dyke, Kent, 
Dartford): The Department have re- 
ceived such a Memorial, and are now 
in communication with the managers 
on the subject ; but I am bound to say 
that there is nothing in the terms of 
the Memorial to exclude the possibility 
that the children were so dealt with 
because they declined to attend before 
the registers were closed, and were, 
therefore, in fact, absentees. 

Mr. CHANNING: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he will 
draw the attention of the school 
managers to the Circular Letter of 
1878, requiring that children should 
noi be exposed to any disparity of 
treatment under these circumstances, 
and whether he has received any Re- 
port of the circumstances under the 
requirements of the Act of 1870? 

*3m W. HART DYKE: What 
usually takes place is—the registers 
are closed at the commencement of the 
school work, and if a child arrives after 
they are closed its attendance cannot 
be recorded. 

Mr. CHANNING: I cannot con- 
sider the reply satisfactory, and shall 
put a further question on the subject. 


THE TURKISH DEBT. 

Sm JOSEPH McKENNA (Mona- 
ghan, S.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the contemplated 
new issue of Turkish Government 
Bonds, Her Majesty’s Government is 
aware that there remain unpaid and 
unprovided for in any way a consider- 
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able number and amount of the bonds 
constituting the Turkish Loan of 1862, 
£8,000,000 sterling, in the hands of 
private persons, subjects of Her 
Majesty, to whom the amounts, to- 
gether with coupons for interest un- 
paid since the lst January, 1876, ad- 
mittedly remain due; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will draw 
the attention of the Government of the 
Ottoman Porte to the subject, and 
afford an opportunity, before fresh 
Turkish Bonds are issued to the public, 
of substantiating the facts herein 
alleged, with a view to obtaining a 
satisfactory settlement of the admitted 
claims of subjects of Her Majesty ? 
*Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Penrith) : 
Her Majesty’s Government are not ac- 
quainted with the particulars of the 
proposal for the new issue of Turkish 
Bonds. They are not, therefore, in a 
position to judge how far the interests 
of the 1862 bondholders—as secured 
by the arrangement of 1881 between 
the Delegates of the foreign bondholders 
and the Turkish Government—are 
affected, if at all. They are not, 
therefore, at present in a position to 
make any representation to the Porte 
on the matter. 


POLICEMEN IN MILITARY GARB. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 
(Limerick, W.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that on Sunday, the 22nd 
instant, when a battery of Royal 
Artillery were quartered in Newcastle 
West on the publicans, two police con- 
stables named M‘Garry and Dougal 
attired themselves in soldiers’ uni- 
forms, and thus disguised visited some 
of the publicans; is he aware that these 
men visited several houses, and on 
knocking at one were asked by the 
publican’s wife, ‘‘ Who is there?” and 
on their answering, ‘“ Soldiers,” she 
said, ‘‘ You must go away; I will give 
you no drink”; if he can say whether 
District Inspector Wright or Head 
Constable Butler authorised the con- 
stables to assume this disguise ; if not, 
then by whose authority was it done ; 
and were any officers of the battery 
aware that uniforms of Her Majesty's 
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Royal Artillery were being used for 
‘such a purpose ? 

Mr. JACKSON : The Constabulary 
Authorities report that the constables 
referred to explain that they visited 
one public-house disguised as stated, 
but did not enter it. The constables 
did not go with the authority or know- 
ledge of their officers or of the military 
officers, but upon their own responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. ABRAHAM: I should like 
to ask if steps have been taken to pre- 
vent a recurrence of this conduct, and 
whether the constables were repri- 
manded ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I think it rather 
proceeded from over-zeal, and that the 
authorities do consider that they should 
take some steps to prevent the repeti- 
tion of such conduct. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Mona- 
ghan, N.): Do the officers think they 
were right in assuming this disguise 
without the knowledge of their superior 
officer ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I am not in a 
position to answer that question, as I 
am not aware of the regulations dealing 
with the matter. 


SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION. 


Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to that part 
of the Report of the District Inspector 
of Schools of Omagh, County Tyrone, 
published in the last Report of the 
Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland, in reference to school- 
houses, in which the following passage 
occurs :— 

“ One is situated in the middle of a field, 
half a mile from a road, with no path leading 
to it; two are placed in farmyards sur- 
rounded by manure heaps and stagnant pools, 
poisoning the atmosphere, and injurious to 
the health of teachers and pupils; and one is 
ina backyard off a street, where the atmos- 
phere is stifling and pestilential ” ; 
whether his attention has been called 
to cases of overcrowding of schools as 
fruitful sources of epidemics ; and 
whether the Local Sanitary Authority 
takes cognisance of these things, or 
whether there is any authority to 
grapple with admitted evils, and see 
that the necessary accommodation and 
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convenience are provided for each child 
in attendance at school ? 


Mr. JACKSON : The Commissioners 
of National Education report that they 
have made representations from time 
to time to the manager of the first 
school referred to. They understand 
that it is his intention to have a school 
provided in a more suitable place as 
soon as possible. As regards the two 
houses placed in farmyards, the 
manager has, at the instance of the 
Commissioners, been making efforts to 
secure another site, while, in regard 
to both houses, the objectionable 
features are reported by the Inspector 
to be much diminished. With respect 
to the last school referred to, steps 
have been taken to provide a new 
school, as explained in the context 
following the passage quoted by the 
hon. Member. As regards the over- 
crowding, every effort has been made 
by the managers to provide ample 
accommodation, and while the accom- 
modation provided by the National 
Schools throughout Ireland is at pre- 
sent in round numbers 778,000, the 
average daily attendance of pupils is 
only 490,000. It is believed that on 
the Sanitary Authorities becomin 
aware of any arrangements of a schoo 
prejudicial to the health of the pupils, 
they would bring the matter under the 
notice of the managers. 


Mr. CONWAY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware when quoting those 
figures that, according to the last 
Report, the number of children who 
attended school during 1890 was over 
a million ? 


Mr. JACKSON: I think the hon. 
Gentleman is giving the figures of the 
pumber on the school rolls. My 
impression is that the average number 
on the rolls is about 800,000 odd. I do 
not think it possible that the figures of 
the hon. Gentleman are correct. 


Mr. CONWAY: I will quote the 
exact figures from the Report in the 
soning Debate on the Irish Education 

ill. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): As 
regards the attendance, I should like 
to ask if it is not a fact that children 
are left on the rolls long after they 
have ceased to attend school ? 
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Mr. JACKSON: I am not aware 
that there is any case where they were 
allowed to remain on the roll for a long 
time. 





Mr. SEALE - HAYNE (Devon, 
Ashburton): I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 


on Education why no school accom-. 


modation has been provided at Milton, 
in the Parish of Buckland Mona- 
chorum, in the County of Devon; 
whether he is aware that there are 
ninety-four children at Milton residing 
from one to three and a quarter miles 
distant from the Buckland Mona- 
chorum school; whether he is aware 
that a landowner has offered to find a 
site for a school at Milton; and 
whether the school at Buckland 
Monachorum is in a satisfactory state ? 
*Srr W. HART DYKE: On a 
careful review of all the circumstances 
of the case, it has been decided to 
uire a school at the hamlet of 
Milton for fifty children up to nine 
years of age, and the elder children 
will, as heretofore, attend the school 
at Buckland, by which arrangement the 
district will derive greater educational 
benefit than by the establishment of a 
second school for children of all ages 
within its limits. The school at Buck- 
land received a very satisfactory report 
at the inspection last month. 


THE BREHON LAW TRACTS. 

Mr. MATTHEW KENNY (Tyrone, 
Mid) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state when the remaining parts of 
the Brehon Law Tracts, which it is 
understood that Professor Atkinson 
has been engaged in translating, will 
be published ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I understand that 
two volumes yet remain to complete the 
publication—namely, the fifth, con- 
taining text and translation, and the 
sixth, containing glossarial matter and 
indices. The fifth volume is nearly com- 
pleted, and the sixth is so well 
advanced that the editor is in expec- 
tation of having both volumes published 
concurrently at the end of 1893. 
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REMOVAL TERMS. IN. SCOTLAND. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St.. Andrew's, 
&c.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate, 
with reference to the Terms Removal 
(Scotland) Act, and to an answer given 
on the 25th May last year, by the hon. 
Member for eb erage (Sir Herbert 
Maxwell) on behalf of his predecessor 
in office, whether the Government is 
aware that the grievance then com- 
plained of was accentuated and more 
widely felt at the Martinmas term. 
last year, and was again revived at 
Whitsunday last; and whether the 
Government has now before it sufficient 
evidence of the inconvenience and un- 
certainty then referred to to warrant 
its taking steps to remove them? 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. 
J. Pearson, Edinburgh and S&t. 
Andrew’s Universities) :: I am informed 
that since the answer referred to by my 
hon. Friend was given, the County 
of Orkney and the Burgh of Kirkwall 
are the only Public Bodies who have 
made representations to the Secretary 
for Scotland on this matter. I am 
afraid that the experience of 
the result of the recent legislation 
on the subject does not encourage a 
renewal of the attempt to amend the 
law until a much wider expression of 
local opinion in the various districts of 
Scotland has been obtained. 


DISTURBANCES IN LONDONDERRY 
BARRACKS. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to- 
ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he is yet in a 
position to state the cause of the 
fight which took place in Londonderry 
Barracks on the 23rd instant, between 
the Lancashire Regiment and _ the: 
Derry Artillery Militia, and the num- 
ber of men injured on each side; and 
whether any and, if so, what punish- 
ment has been inflicted on the com- 
batants on either side ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to. 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropricx,. 
Surrey, Guildford): The cause of the 
disturbance, which only lasted a few 
minutes, was a desire on the part of 
some men of the 2nd North Lancashire 
Regiment to pay off an old score against 
the barman of a neighbouring public- 
house, who was found to be a member: 
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of the Militia regiment. The men fell 
in at once when ordered to do so, and 
the six militiamen who were injured 
were able to march out with their regi- 
ment. Steps will be taken to punish the 
ringleaders. 


ALTERNATIVE ROUTES TO THE 
PACIFIC STATION. 


Sm JOHN COLOMB (Tower Ham- 
lets, Bow, &c.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether he can 
give any information as to the experi- 
ment recently made of sending 
out to the Pacific Station officers 
and men of the Royal Navy by 
means of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
and particularly whether the transport 
‘was effected at any special rates, or 
under any special contract, with the 
‘Canadian Pacific Railway; how the 
cost of transport by this means com- 
pared with that of the method hitherto 
adopted; whether considerations other 
than pecuniary were in favour of this 
route as compared with others ; what 
‘was the effect upon the discipline and or- 
ganisation of the men ; whether the ex- 
periment was undertaken at the request 
of the Canadian Government or of the 
‘Canadian Pacific Railway ; and whether 
it is the intention of the Admiralty to 
make general use of this mode of trans- 
port in the future ? 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: The experi- 
ment of sending officers and men to the 
Pacific Station by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway has been tried in two instances: 
the first, onthe occasion of the relief 
of the crews of the ‘“‘ Champion” and 
«‘ Pheasant,’’ when seven officers and two 
hundred and forty-five men were 
drought from Vancouver to Halifax, 
and twenty-four officers and three 
hundred and twelve men were taken 
from Halifax to Vancouver; and in the 
second, when four officers and two 
hundred and two men were sent from 
Halifax to Vancouver. In each case 
special arrangements were made, both 
in regard to the trains and also as to 
the rates to be paid. It is difficult to 
draw an accurate comparison as to the 
cost of relieving men or manning ships 
on the Pacific Station by the ms 
of the Canadian route as opposed to 
the Isthmus of Panama route. The 
expense of the latter route depends on 
the necessity or otherwise = sending 
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@ man-of-war to Panama to receive the 
men, when the coal expended by the 
vessel would become a part of the cost. 
There are only one or two ships in the 
Pacific command which can accom- 
modate extra men ; while arrangements 
can always be made for the reception 
of the men at Esquimalt, which, asa 
naval and refitting port, is the place 
most suitable for recommissioning ships 
on the Station. The Canadian route 
is much the quicker, and thus the 
men sent out are sooner available for 
duty. According to the Reports which 
have been received, the journey by rail 
across Canada had no appreciable effect 
in one way or the other upon the dis- 
cipline or organisation of the men of 
the Royal Navy. The experiment was 
made at the instance of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Pacific Station, 
and was a success, the Railway 
Authorities taking great pains in looking 
after the comfort of officers and men. 
The use of the route will in future be 
considered by the Admiralty as one 
which has in certain conditions decided 
advantages over the other. 


THE CASE OF DANIEL J, MAHONEY, 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the case of a tenant, 
named Daniel J. Mahoney, Knock- 
nagree, County Cork, who at the last 
Marlow Quarter Sessions claimed com- 
pensation for disturbance to the amount 
of £542; and is he aware the Recorder 
of Cork postponed judgment on the 
case until next Sessions, and that steps 
are being taken by the landlord to 
evict this tenant; and, if so, will 
the forces of the Crown be given 
to assist in evicting this tenant 
whilst the land claim has not been de- 
cided on by the legal tribunal ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : The facts appear 
to be substantially as stated in the 

uestion. The landlord in pressing on 
the eviction for non-payment of rent 
is influenced, I am informed, by 
Mahoney's refusal to give other 
tenants on the property the use of 
turf, and that it is to enable the land- 
lord to supply the wants of these 
tenants in this respect that the eviction 
is being carried out. It was open to 
the tenant to apply to the Court for a 
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ig Verve of the issue of the writ. 
e Government cannot undertake to 
withhold protection from the Sheriff. 

Mr. MILVAIN (Durham): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman draw the atten- 
tion of the Government to the 
delay of the Recorder in giving judg- 
ment ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : The delay of the 
Recorder in giving his judgment for a 
large amount is a matter over which 
the Government has no control what- 
ever. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING AT MONEY- 
GLASS, 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a meet- 
ing announced to be held at Money- 
giass, near Toome, on the 26th instant, 
to discuss the land question, has been 
proclaimed ; and, if so, for what reason 
this course has been pursued? 

*Mr. JACKSON: The meeting re- 
ferred to was proclaimed, as the autho- 
rities had reason to believe it was con- 
vened with the unlawful object of in- 
timidating a person who had taken an 
evicted farm, and of intimidating others 
from taking it. 

Mr. KNOX: Are we to understand 
that boycotting is not, as the right hon. 
Gentleman claims, all over in Ireland, 
but that it still exists ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: I think it should 
be taken the other way—not only that 
it does not exist, but that we are 
determined that it shall not exist. 


. 
SUB-LETTING OF GOVERNMENT CON- 
TRACTS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why the Resolu- 
tion, carried on the Motion of the hon. 
Member for Poplar (Mr. Sydney 
Buxton), in favour of fair wages and 
the prohibition of sub-letting in Go- 
vernment contracts, has not been ap- 
plied by the Irish Office ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : I have made some 
inquiries, but have been unable to 
ascertain that there are any contracts 
‘ of this kind made by the Irish Govern- 
ment. Probably, as the hon. Gentleman 
is aware, all works of this kind are 
carried out by the Board of Works 


Mr. Jackson 
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under the authority of the Tr > 
but I have asked them to look carefully 
into the matter, and find out if there 
are any such contracts to which the 
Resolution is not applied. 

Mrz. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that, on the Vote for the 
Board of Public Works in Ireland last 
Session, the then Secretary to the 
Treasury undertook. to apply the Reso- 
lution passed on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Poplar (Mr. — 
Buxton), relating to fair wages, to all 
Government contracts in Ireland, and 
why this undertaking has been, up to- 
the present time, disregarded by the 
Board of Works ? 

Tae SECRETARY ro tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham): I 
find that the present Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant stated last Session 
that— 

“It would not be unreasonable that we 

should take the same course in Ireland, as far 
as the circumstances are similar, as we take 
in England.” 
I have made inquiries, and am told 
that it isnot the case that the Board 
of Public Works have disregarded the 
Resolution of the House, inasmuch as 
their contracts do contain provision 
against sub-letting. 


Mr. SEXTON : I wish to ask whe- 
ther the House having passed a Reso- 
lution, and the English Departments 
having issued a form in which that 
specification is contained, why the 
Irish Department has not also issued 
such a Circular, and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman will direct that such a 
form shall be issued by the Irish De- 
partment ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: The Depart- 
ment does not disregard the Resolution 
of the House of Commons. Ifthe hon. 
Gentleman will give a particular in- 
stance I will inquire into it. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): When this matter- 
was debated last year the discussion 
was directed to the question of fair 
wages rather than to sub-contracting, 
and I wish to ask iftheright hon. Gen- 
tleman intends to insert in the Irish 
Government contracts the same terms 
as are inserted in the English Govern- 
ment contracts ? 




















The “* Capercailzie” 


Mr. JAMES ROWLANDS (Fins- 
bury, E.): I wish to ask whether what 
is known as the factory clause is put in 
the Irish contracts ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: I am told that 
the Board of Works do not disregard 
the Resolution of the House of Com- 
mons. I made a general inquiry and 
received a general answer. If the hon. 
Gentleman will give a specific case I 
will look into it. 

Mr. SEXTON: I have given a 
specific case. While the English De- 

rtments issue a form copying the 

sclution, the Irish Department has 
no such form. 
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COMPENSATION APPEALS UNDER THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) : I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury when the Return, 
Local Government Act, 1888 (Compen- 
sation Appeals), will be laid upon the 
Table ? 

Stmr JOHN GORST: I hope that 
the Return will be laid in the course of 
a few days. 


RATING OF VOLUNTEER DRILL 
HALLS. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND: I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he will introduce a Bill to relieve Srl 
halls of all local rates and taxes, for the 
benefit of the Volunteer Forces ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: It is for my right 
hon. - Friend the President of the Local 
Government Board to deal with the ques- 
tion of relieving from local rates the drill 
halls of Volunteers. I will communicate 
with my right hon. Friend, but I do 
not think it is likely or possible that a 
measure of the kind suggested will be 
introduced this Session. 


BOILERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland): I 
to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty if it is correct that it has 
been found necessary, in order to pre- 
vent leakage, to fit ferrules to some of 
the tubes of the ‘‘ Royal Sovereign ” ; if 
so, is it in consequence of the boilers 
being of a similar type to those of the 
“ Thunderer”; and whether he antici- 
pates that the ferrules proposed to be 
used in the tubes of the ‘“Thunderer,” 
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“Vulcan,” and other vessels will 
revent the unequal distribution of 


eat consequent upon the boilers being 
construc with single combustion 
chambers ? 


*Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
ferrules in question will improve the 
working efficiency of any type of boiler 
to which they can be fitted ; and in order 
to test this in extended practice, the 
“« Royal Sovereign,”’ which is about to 
proceed on service in the Channel, has, 
with other vessels, been selected for a 
trial of the ferrules. Her boilers are 
not of the same type as those of the 
“Thunderer.” These ferrules do not 
— the unequal distribution of heat, 

ut they tend to counteract in the 
weakest part of the boiler the injurious 
effect of the contraction and expansion 
of the tube plate and tubes consequent 
upon variations in the heat of the com- 
bustion chamber. 


THE “CAPERCAILZIE” YACHT. 


Mr. GOURLEY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to be good 
enough to state the gross and net 
register tonnage, also the nominal and 
effective power, age, and condition of 
the boilers and engines of the ‘‘ Caper- 
cailzie’ yacht recently purchased for the 
use of the Admiral at Devonport, also 
the price paid to the owners; whether 
any, and what, alterations have been 
made, and the cost of the same; and 
whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of dispensing altogether with 
such expensive appendages, seeing that 
all the work necessary, whether at 
home or abroad, can be done with 
steam launches, which now form part 
of the outfit of all large vessels ? 

*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
gross tonnage of the ‘‘ Capercailzie ”’ is 
365 tons, and the net registered tonnage 
214. The engines have a nominal horse 
power of 76, and estimated indicated 
horse-power of 500. The engines and 
boilers are nine years old, and are in 
good condition. The price paid for the 
yacht was £14,000, and a further ex- 
penditure of £1,200 has since been in- 
curred for alterations, repairs, &c., in 
the dockyard. The purpose for which 
yachts are uired by the Com- 
manders-in-Chief cannot be served 
equally by steam launches, thoroughly 
sea-going vessels being absolutely 
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essential. The ‘‘Capercailzie” has been 
purchased to replace the obsolete vessel 
~at Plymouth which was used by the 
Commander-in-Chief for his sea work. 
Vessels of a type similar to the ‘‘ Caper- 
cailzie’’ have in previous years been 
supplied to the Commanders-in-Chief 
at Sheerness and Portsmouth as part 
of a general scheme for replacing 
obsolete tenders by vessels of a service- 
able character. The purchase of 
second-hand yachts, and their subse- 
oe adaptation to the duty for which 
they are required, has been found the 
best and most economical arrangement 
for the supply of efficient vessels for 
this particular service. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): 
May I ask how the position of the 
Admiral differs from that of this Admiral 
on the Irish Station, who has only a 
small steam launch ? 

*Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: One 
has a far larger number of ships under 
his command than the other. 


THE EDINBURGH POST OFFICE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Edinburgh, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether his attenton has been called to 
the fact that lobby officers in the 
General Post Office in Edinburgh are 
not yet paid at the new rate for Sunday 
duty, and have not obtained the benefits 
of the new scheme of re-organisation ; 
and whether he will take steps to have 
these servants placed in the same 
position as all uther members of the 
permanent staff in Edinburgh ? 

*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : Itisa 
fact that the lobby officers in the 
General Post Office, Edinburgh, are not 
paid at the new rate for Sunday work, 
as they were not included inthe scheme. 
The question of extending the scheme 
to all parts of the country is under con- 
sideration. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether he will 
urge forward an early decision by the 
Departmental Committee on the subject 
of the Mutual Guarantee Fund of the 
Edinburgh Post Office? 

*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
inquiry was extensive, and I do not 
think that any undue delay has taken 
place. 


Lord George Hamilton 


{COMMONS} 
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FALSE MARKING OF GOODS, 


CotoneL HOWARD VINCENT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what foreign nations 
have adopted legislation against the 
false marking of goods in the spirit of 
the Merchandise Marks Amendment 
Act of 1887, and of the Resolutions of 
the Industrial Conventions at Rome 
and Madrid; and in particular, whe- 
ther any progress has been made in 
this direction by Germany and the 
United States ? 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The Pro- 
tocol of Madrid for the prevention of 
false indications of origin has been 
signed by Great Britain, France, Spain, 
Portugal, Switzerland, Brazil, Tunis, 
and Guatemala. The date for the 
exchange of ratifications is fixed for 
the 15th June next, when it will be 
seen whether all of the above Powers 
will ratify and put its provisions into 
effect. Germany and the United States 
have not signed, and have not, so far 
as the Foreign Office is aware, adopted 
any legislation in this direction. 


DELAY OF MAILS AT DUNDALK. 


Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General why the 
mails for the North-West of Ireland 
are so long delayed at Dundalk ; and 
why, after their arrival at Enniskillen, 
letters are so long in being delivered 
that it is impossible to reply by midday 
mail to the English correspondence ? 

*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
day mails from Dublin for Enniskillen 
reach Dundalk at 8.2 a.m., but there 
is no train by which they can 
be sent forward until 9 a.m. The 
letters are received at the Enniskillen 
Post Office at 11.35 a.m., and 
the delivery which begias at 12.5 
p.m. lasts about one hour thirty 
minutes. The letter box being closed 
for the despatch of the return mail at 
12.45 p.m., there is little, if any, 
interval for reply; and the only 
means by which a satisfactory interval 
could be secured would be the establish- 
ment of a train specially for the mail 
service in each direction between Dun- 
dalk and Enniskillen. The outlay in- 
volved in such an arrangement wouid be 
far beyond what the revenue would 
warrant. I will consider whether, by 
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Christ's 
any moderate expenditure, the delivery 
can be expedited. 


THE CYPRUS TRIBUTE. 

Mr. SUMMERS (Huddersfield) : I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he has taken, or in- 
tends to take, any steps to bring about 
an arrangement with the Porte for the 
commutation of the annual payment of 
£92,800 now due as a tribute from 
Cyprus, and an arrangement with 
France to pay off the Guaranteed Four 
per Cent. Loan of 1855, and to raise 
the money on cheaper terms? 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: The two ques- 
tions—namely, the commutation of the 
tribute of £92,800 now due to the Porte 
as a tribute from Cyprus, and an 
arrangement with France to pay off 
the Guaranteed Four per Cent. Loan, 
are not interdependent. The latter is 
the easier subject of the two, and I 
have not neglected it, but I cannot say 
that I have made progress. 
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EXAMINERS AND CUSTOMS 


OFFICERS. 
Mr. MONTAGU (Tower Hamlets, 
Whitechapel): I beg to ask the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
at the recent test examination 
for forty vacancies on the grade 
of First Class Examining Officers 
of Customs the usual Civil Service 
method of calculating the marks on the 
aggregate was adopted, thus giving each 
candidate the full benefit of the total 
marks gained, or whether a very high 
maximum was made obligatory in each 
branch of practical knowledge, thereby 
contributing to the anomalous result of 
successful candidates obtaining less 
marks than unsuccessful candidates ; 
whether the system of awarding marks 
has operated to the detriment of the 
senior experienced officers and the pro- 
motion of a large number of junior 
officers, whom the Board of Customs 
have since found it necessary to place 
on three months’ probation, to acquire 
a knowledge of those practical duties 
which should have formed the subject 
of the examination; and whether there 
is any objection to the publication of 
the marks awarded at the examination ? 
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*Mr. GOSCHEN : At the recent test 
examination for promotion from the 
second to the first class of Examining 
Officers in the Customs, the five sub- 
jects in which the candidates were ex- 
amined were all of a practical nature, 
and the Commissioners of Customs re- 
quired that candidates to be suc 
should qualify in each of the five sub- 
jects, a knowledge of all of whieh is 
necessary to enable them to fill effi- 
ciently the position of Examining 
Officer, first class. The qualifying 
number of marks fixed by the Commis- 
sioners of Customs was three-fifths of 
the maximum number in each of the 
five subjects, together with an aggre- 
gate of two-thirds of the total maximum 
obtainable. Successful candidates have 
in some cases obtained a number of 
marks less in the aggregate than un- 
successful candidates who failed in one 
or more of the subjects. The system 
of awarding marks has not operated to 
the detriment of the senior experienced 
officers, inasmuch as only one officer 
who qualified in all the subjects failed 
to obtain the aggregate number of 
marks. The whole of the successful 
candidates, without reference to their 
position in the examination or their 
service and previous experience, were 
placed on probation for three months. 
It is not the practice, either in the 
Customs or Inland Revenue Depart- 
ments, to publish the marks awarded 
to candidates, successful or unsuccess- 
ful, at Departmental examinations, 
and the Board of Customs do not re- 
commend any departure from this 
practice. 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
beg to ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
the proposal to remove the Royal 
Foundation of Christ’s Hospital to such 
a distance from London as would inflict 
hardships on the relations of the 
children to be benefited, and might 
considerably diminish the value of the 
reformed institution; whether he 
will inform the House by whom and 
to whom such a proposition has been 
submitted; and whether the Metro- 


politan Members will be afforded an 
opportunity of expressing their views 
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before any final decision as to site is 
arrived at. 

*Sm W. HART DYKE: I have no 
knowledge of the circumstances to 
which the hon. Member refers, but ifhe 
will look at Section 65 of the scheme 
he will see that the initiative in the 
matter is reserved to the Court of 
Almoners, subject to the approval of 
the Charity Commissioners. 


IRISH BOARDS OF GUARDIANS. 


Sm GEORGE TREVELYAN (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he would grant a 
Return of the number of Boards of 
Guardians dissolved by the Governmené 
since and inclusive of the year 1880, 
with a statement of the reason in each 
case ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I have no objection 
to granting the Return if the right hon. 
Gentleman desires it, but I think it 
would be a little more complete if it 
included those Unions which have been 
warned and not merely those which 
have been dissolved. 

Sm GEORGE TREVELYAN: I 
am quite ready to take it in that form. 


REMUNERATION OF PRISON 
WARDERS. 


Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, 
Barnard Castle): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
. partment if he will grant to the “ prin- 
cipal” warders and “chief” warders 
of Her Majesty’s convict prisons the 
same relative advantages in regard to 
an increase of salary and pension on 
retirement which have been recently 
accorded to the subordinate prison 
officers, including clerks and school- 
masters ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MatrHews, Birmingham, E.): The 
chief warders and principal warders of 
Her Majesty’s convict prisons have 
just received an addition to their 
maximum pay. The advantages given 


to assistant wardérs, clerks, and school- 
masters on account of delay in pro- 
motion are, from the circumstances of 
the case, not applicable to those who 
have already reached the rank of chief 
or principal warder. 


Mr. Causton 


{COMMONS} 








Trish Mails. 


208 


THE IRISH MAILS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether he is now prepared to give 
any figures showing the relative volume 
of the mails sent from Dublin to Cork, 
including the American Mails, as 
compared with the mails from Dublin 
to Belfast ? 


*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: A Re- 
turn has now been furnished. It shows 
the volume and weight of the Inland 
Mails conveyed to and from Dublin on 
the Great Northern and Great Southern 
and Western Railways during one 
week to be respectively as follows :— 
Great Northern—Number of bags, 
2,439; weight, 28 tons. Great Southern 
and Western —Number of bags, 2,591 ; 
weight, 284 tons. This is, of course, 
exclusive of the mails carried via Stran- 
raer. During the same week the 
volume and weight of the American 
Mails conveyed both ways between 
Dublin and Queenstown were respec- 
tively—Number of bags, 1,117; weight, 
35 tons; while the weight and volume 
of the Canadian Mails carried both 
ways between Dublin and London- 
derry were—Number of bags, 194; 
weight, 2 tons. The figures as regards 
the Foreign Mails of course vary much 
from week to week. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether any decision has been come to 
by the Treasury as regards the sum re- 
quired by the Post Office Department 
to improve the mail service between 
Dublin and Cork ; and, if not, when it 
is likely that a definite reply can be 
given ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: Negotiations are 
in progress on this subject, and I hope 
that a definite decision will be given 
before long. 


Mr. HEALY: When can I repeat 
the question ? 


*Mr. GOSCHEN: In a week’s time. 
Negotiations are now going on, and a 
decision will probably be given before 
that time. 
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ESCORTING AND ATTENDING IRISH 
JUDGES, 
Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick City) : I 
to ask the Attorney General for 
Ireland if, having regard to the fact 
that the Irish Mayors have been re- 
moved from the Commissions of Assizes 
in Ireland and the Irish Judges have 
refused to lunch with the High Sheriffs, 
he will direct the discontinuance in 
future of cavalry escorts with trum- 
peters, sentries at their lodgings, and 
escorting and attending Judges in 
Ireland at ensuing and future Assizes ? 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University) : I have no information, as 
a matter of fact, on the subject of the 
hon. Member's question; but I may 
say that the matters referred to in it 
are entirely outside my province, and I 
have no power to give such directions 
as are suggested in the question. 


THE MALTESE MARRIAGE LAW. 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether marriages, be- 
tween parties of whom one at least is 
a British subject, can now be 
solemnised in the Island of Malta 
in accordance with the provisions of 
“The Marriage Act, 1890,” and ‘‘ The 
Foreign Marriage Act, 1891" ? 

Troe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tae COLONIES (Baron 
H. de Worms, Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth): The Secretary of State is ad- 
vised that such marriages cannot be so 
solemnised, as no officer in Malta has 
been authorised to solemnise marriages 
under those Acts. 

Mr. WOODALL: Have they no 
power under the last Act ? 

Baron H. pe WORMS: That ques- 
tion involves a very important Tegal 
question. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will put the question to the Attorney 
General. 

Mr. WOODALL: I will do so. I 
also intend to call attention to the sub- 
ject when we come to the Marriages 
Abroad Bill, which is down for Second 
Reading to-day. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs whether the e - 
ments or undertakings given to the 
Holy See as to the Maltese Marriage 
Law and the other matters broached 
by Sir Lintorn Simmons at the Vatican 
have been fulfilled, or has any remon- 
strance been received by Her Majesty's 
Government as to their non-fulfil- 
ment ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The under- 
taking given to the Pope by Sir Lin- 
torn Simmons that a Bill to regulate 
the civil effects of marriages in Malta 
would be introduced in the Colonial 
Council of Government has not yet been 
fulfilled. Before determining the form 
of the proposed legislation Her Majesty's 
Government found it necessary to obtain 
fuller information as to the existing 
Marriage Law of Malta; and in view 
of the conflicting opinions of high autho- 
rities they have thought it right to sub- 
mit certain questions for the opinion of 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. The case for submission to 
the Judicial Committee is being finally 
revised by the Crown Advocate of 
Malta. The only other undertaking 
related to the surrender by the Govern- 
ment of the collation of certain eccle- 
siastical benefices in Malta, and this 
has been fulfilled as far as vacancies 
have occurred. Nosuch remonstrance 
has been received as to the non-fulfil- 
ment of the undertakings. 

Mr. HEALY: May I ask the hon. 
Gentleman whether Sir Lintorn Sim- 
mons represented to the Holy See that 
there would be such a difficulty in ful- 
filling the promise that for two years it 
would remain unfulfilled ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I am afraid I can- 
not inform the hon. Member. If the 
hon. Member will put a further ques- 
tion down I will look into the Papers. 
on the subject. 


INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CON- 
FERENCE AT VENICE. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will lay upon the 
Table the Protocols submitted by the 
British Government to the Interna- 
tional Sanitary Conference at Venice, 
and the Protocols and Report of the 
Conference ? 
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*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Negotia- 
tions in connection with the matters 
discussed at the International Sanitary 
Conference are still p ing, and 
until they are concluded it would be 
.very undesirable to lay the Papers 
asked for. 

Dr. TANNER: In view of the 
distinct proposals made by the British 
Government in these Protocols, will 
the hon. Gentleman undertake to lay 
“them on the Table ? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: I cannot under- 
take to lay them, because the negotia- 
tions are still going on with regard to 
the questions which were discussed at 
the Conference, and it would not be 
proper that part of the discussions and 
of the results arrived at should appear 
without the whole appearing. 


PUBLIC MEETINGS IN IRISH 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Long- 
ford, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the recent Resolution of 
this House, declaring that public 
meetings should be permitted in schools 
in receipt of State aid has been com- 
-municated to the Board of National 
Education in Ireland ; and, if not, will 
the Government inform the Board that 
managers who may permit meetings or 
conventions during the coming election 
to be held in their schools should now 
incur no censure nor run any risk of 
the withdrawal of the grants ? 

Mr. GARDNER (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers that question, I 
should like to ask him whether the 
Bill which has been issued this morning 
dealing with elementary schools in 
connection with this subject is to apply 
to Ireland? 

Mr. JACKSON: I have made 
inquiry, and I understand it does not 
apply to Ireland. 

Mr. HEALY: Why not? 

Mr. JACKSON: The Bill to which 
the hon. Member refers is the Elemen- 
tary Schools Bill, which, I believe, has 
just been circulated. I have no 
objection to communicate to the 


National Board of Education a copy 
of the Resolution passed by the House, 
if the hon. Gentleman thinks it desir- 
able; but I am not aware that they 
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have any power to give effect to it, as 
the hon. Gentleman is probably aware 
that there is a regulation which pro- 
hibits the use of schools, either vested 
or non-vested, in Ireland for political 

urposes; and I do not know what 
would be the effect of communicating 
the Resolution to them. I have no 
objection to that, but I do not think they 
have any power to enforce it. 

Mr. HEALY: This is not a matter 
of my desire, but of the intention of the 
House of Commons. I wish toask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
has listened to the statement which 
has just been made, and why it is that 
this Resolution is not to be given 
effect to as regards Ireland, because the 
Bill, as I understand, which has just 
been circulated—I have not seen it 
myself—does not apply to Ireland ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I do not think it was 
intended that the Bill to be introduced 
on this subject should apply to Ireland, 
because the whole course of education 
in Ireland has been actually and 
historically very different from that 
which obtains in thiscountry. I do not 
know that there would be compulsory 
power to compel managers of schools 
in Ireland, whether they liked it or not, 
to open their schools for public meetings. 
My own impression is that when they 
came to consider the matter they would 
not only not desire it, but strongly 
object to it. 

Mr. HEALY: That is not the ques- 
tion. The question is, this House 
passed a Resolution with regard to 
schools in the three Kingdoms, which 
the Government consented to give effect 
to ina Bill; but that Bill is now before 
the House and it excludes Ireland, and 
my question to the Government is this 
—whether the Resolution will be com- 
municated to the Board of Naticnal 
Education in Ireland; and whether 
their attention will be drawn to it, or 
whether the Bill shall be made to apply 
to Ireland ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: At the time that 
this Resolution was passed by the 
House, neither by the Mover nor the 
Seconder, nor by any single gentleman 
whatever, was there any reference 
made to Ireland. There was not a 
word said about Ireland. 
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Mr. HEALY: I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman will he, or will he not, 
communicate to the Irish National 
Education Board a copy of the Resolu- 
tion which was passed for the three 
Kingdoms by this House? 

Mr. BALFOUR: If it were com- 
municated it would have no effect, and 
I see no reason to make a communica- 
tion which would have no effect. 

Mr. HEALY: Then I will block the 
Bill. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN IRELAND. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieut enant 
of Ireland how many labourers’ cot- 
tages with allotments have been pro- 
vided under the Labourers’ (Ireland) 
Acts in the counties of Tyrone and 
Antrim ? 

Mr. JACKSON: No labourers’ cot- 
tages have been provided or authorised 
in County Tyrone. In County Antrim 
twenty-six have been authorised, of 
which twelve were built at the date of 
the latest Return—31st March last. 

Dr. TANNER: [ have not been able 
to catch one word the right hon. 
Gentleman has said. 


Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland can he state the 
grounds on which the [rish Board of 
Works have refused to grant the Mullin- 
gar Town Commissioners a further 
loan for the erection of artizans dwell- 
ings, although Section 99 of ‘“ The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890,” empowers the Commissioners, 
although they are not an Urban Sani- 
tary Authority, to borrow the necessary 
funds for the erection of artizans 
dwellings ; and whether as the Labour- 
ing Classes and Lodging Houses Acts 
have been already adopted by the Com- 
missioners and that those Acts have 
been repealed by the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, they can proceed 
under Section 102, Part VII. of the 
latter Act to complete their scheme for 
the erection of those dwellings ? 

Sm JOHN GORST (who replied) : 
The Board of Public Works refused to 
make the loan, because they are advised 
that the lending power given them by 
the Public Health (Ireland) Act is 
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limited to lending to Sanitary Authori- 
ties. It is open to the Town Com- 
missioners to apply to be constituted 
an Urban Sanitary Authority under: 
Section 7 of ‘“‘ The Public Health Act.” 

Mr. TUITE: If the Commissioners. 
are prevented from proceeding under the 
powers of the old Act, the Artizans. 
Dwellings Act, are they not entitled to. 
complete their scheme under “The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act,. 
1890?” 

Sm JOHN GORST: I understand 
that the legal advice given to the Irish 
Board of Works is different, and that. 
they cannot. 


KILCROHANE RELIEF WORKS. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.) : I beg- 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he is aware that a man named! 
Eugene Sullivan, who worked on the: 
relief works at Kilecrohane, County 
Cork, was dismissed from his employ- 
ment by Mark Tobin, a bailiff to Mr. 
W.S. Bird, J.P., but was subsequently 
employed on promise to pay Mr. Bird, 
his landlord, one year’s rent ; whether 
Mr. Bird gave a letter in the following 
terms :—‘‘ Corporal Dixon, you may 
employ Eugene Sullivan’; and if he 
will explain how Mr. Bird was em- 
powered to control the relief works at 
Kilcrohane ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The cirewn- 
stances to which the hon. Member 
refers occurred fifteen months ago. 
They were brought under the notice of 
the Irish Government at the time, and 
were promptly dealt with. They are 
not, however, accurately described in 
the hon. Member’s question. Jt is a 
fact that Sullivan was employed on 
the relief works under Tobin, who acted 
as ganger, and that on Mr. Bird’s sug- 
gestion he was removed from the 
works. It is also a fact that Mr. 
Bird subsequently wrote a note autho- 
rising his re-employment, which had 
also been recommended by the Reliev- 
ing Officer. He emphatically denies 
that anything was said about the pay- 
ment of rent. Mr. Bird had no right 
or authority to interfere in the manner 
in which he did, and he expressed his 
regret to the Lord Chancellor, who 
accepted his apology. The ganger 
Tobin was also probably to blame, 
and he was superseded in that capacity 
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by a constable of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I wish to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it has not come to the knowledge of the 
authorities in Kilcrohane that this man, 
after having been dismissed because 
he owed rent to the magistrate, was 
afterwards re-employed on the magis- 
trate’s recommendation, on the under- 
standing that he would pay a large 
portion of that rent out of his wages ? 
Mr. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I do not 
think there were any recommenda- 
tions of that kind. 


ACCESS TO SCOTCH MOUNTAINS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when the Access to 
Mountains (Scotland) (No. 2) Bill will 
be printed and circulated ? 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) had 
notice of the following question :— 
To ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury when the Access to Mountains 
(Scotland) (No. 2) Bill, brought in and 
read a first time upon Thursday last, 
will be printed and distributed to 
Members ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I under- 
stand from my right hon. Friend the 
Lord Advocate that the Bill will be 
presented before Thursday. 


THE INDIAN BUDGET. 

Mr. SEYMOUR KEAY (Elgin and 
Nairn) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the Indian 
Budget will be considered in Com- 
mittee during the present Session ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is rather 
premature to say when the Indian 
Budget wil] be considered. 


IMMIGRATION OF PAUPER ALIENS. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
Government propose to fulfil the 
undertaking which they gave with 
regard to the introduction of a Bill 
for regulating the immigration of 
pauper aliens ? J 

THe SECRETARY oF STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Matruews, Birmingham, E.): I am 
not able to name the precise day at 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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this moment. The question is under 
the active consideration of the Go- 
vernment. It was thought necessary 
to institute inquiries not only at home, 
but abroad, before giving definite shape 
to the measure. 

Mr. LOWTHER: Arising out of 
that answer I should like to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether the Bill 
will be introduced before Whitsuntide, 
and I should also like to ask whether, 
under the circumstances, the Govern- 
ment will afford an opportunity for the 
discussion of the subject, either by 
obtaining the withdrawal of the notice 
which stands on the Paper in the 
name of my hon. and gallant Friend, 
or by some other way in which the 
subject might be brought forward ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right 
hon. Friend has told the House that it 
would be impossible to say exactly 
on what day the Bill may be intro- 
duced. But I can assure my right 
hon. Friend that ample opportunity 
will be given for the discussion of the 
subject. 


THE FLOORING OF THE CENTRAL 
HALL. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., S.): I beg to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Commissioner of 
Works whether he can give the House 
any information as to the cause of the 
rising of the tiles in the Central 
Hall ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: My right 
hon. Friend the First Commissioner 
of Works has asked me to reply to the 
question of the hon. Baronet. I am 
informed that the rising and breakage 
of the tiles at the south-east side of 
the Central Hall was produced by the 
expansion of the tiles and their 
setting, causing the surface of the 
floor to rise about six inches in the 
shape of a small arch. This was the 
result of the pouring of the rays of a 
very hot sun through an open case- 
ment, and of their falling directly upon 
a portion of the floor affected. The 
expansion may prcbably also, to some 
extent, be accounted for by the fact 
that the ornamental centre of the 
Hall has been recently re-laid in 
cement, which would probably swell in 
setting, and so produce pressure on 
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the portion of the tiling which was 
lifted. Such occurrences are not 
unknown to persons experienced in 
tiling, but in this case upheaval took 
place to an unusual extent. The 
necessary repair has been  tem- 
porarily effected, and hon. Members 
may rest assured that the bed of 
cement from which the tiles lifted was 
almost intact and that the defect is 
only superficial, and can be permanently 
made good at small cost. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: Then 
there is no suggestion that it was 
caused by dynamite ? 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 


Mr. JOHN GATHORNE-HARDY 
(Kent, Medway): I wish to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture a question of 
which I have given him private notice. 
It is whether he cannot modify the 
restrictions imposed in consequence of 
the foot-and-mouth disease, and whe- 
ther he considers them any longer 
necessary in the neighbourhood of 
Sittingbourne? 

THe PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Cuaptin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): In reply to my 
hon. Friend, I regret to inform him that, 
although the county is free, I believe, 
from it everywhere else, foot-and-mouth 
disease continues to linger most obsti- 
nately in the district of Kent imme- 
diately to the north of Sittingbourne ; 
and for some reason or other which I 
ain unable to fathom at present, not- 
withstanding every effort and the 
most stringent precautions, we have 
failed in arresting its progress. 
Under these circumstances, I am 
afraid I cannot give an undertaking 
to-day to carry out any modification 
of the restrictions imposed; but I am 
well aware of the annoyance which 
they cause, and to-morrow the head of 
the Veterinary Department, Professor 
Browne, accompanied by the Chief 
Inspector of the Board of Agriculture, 
will visit the district by my 
direction for the double  pur- 
pose of investigating and reporting— 
first, what measures, if any, can be 
taken for the eradication of the 
disease; and, secondly, whether any 
modification of the restrictions can be 
made with due regard to the safety of 
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the rest of the county ? As soon as I 
get the Report of these gentlemen I 
hope to make a further communication 
on the subject. 


TAKING PHEASANTS’ AND PART- 
RIDGES’ EGGS. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the case of George Waller 
and Charles Street, both of Hitchin, 
who were recently convicted by the 
local magistrates of unlawfully taking 
pheasants’ and partridges’ eggs, in 
which case the tines imposed amounted 
in all to £145; whether there is any 
precedent for such a penalty; and 
whether he will use such power as he 
possesses to obtain a mitigation ? Per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman will 
allow me to add this—whether he has 
received a Memorial in favour of the 
prisoners signed by upwards of one 
thousand persons, some amongst them 
being magistrates ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have not yet 
received the Memorial to which the 
hon. Member refers, but I have received 
a Report from the Clerk to the 
Magistrates concerning this case. 
The prisoners, one of whom was the 
landlord of a publicehouse, were con 
victed of being in unlawful possession 
of 235 partridges’ eggs and forty-five 
pheasants’ eggs unlawfully obtained, 
and, in default of payment of the fine 
of £70 allowed by the Statute, were 
each sentenced to two months’ im- 
prisonment with hard labour. The 
prisoners at the trial were tried 
separately, and were each defended. 
The magistrates informed them of 
their right to appeal to Quarter 
Sessions, and allowed them seven days 
to pay the fine and to obtain advice as 
to the steps they should take. I am 
not aware whether there is any pre- 
cedent for the amount of penalties, but 
I should think that the number of eggs 
stolen is unprecedented. I am informed 
that in the neighbourhood in question 
a regular system exists by which well- 
known receivers of this stolen propert 
employ and give good prices to small 
receivers in the villages, who in their 
turn employ men and boys to obtain 
the eggs. The fines, in case of con- 
viction, are in most cases paid by the 
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principal receiver. I am told that in 
this case, had the penalty not exceeded 
£20, it would have been paid by a 
receiver. The two magistrates, who 
are gentlemen of considerable experi- 
ence in magisterial work, held the case 
to be fully proved, and, upon the infor- 
mation now before me, I see no 
sufficient reason for any interference 
with the sentence which in the exercise 
of their discretion they have imposed. 


Mr. PICTON: In view of the 
amount of excitement which has been 
created in the neighbourhood, may I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
anything was proved but that these 
eggs were in the possession of these 
men, whether these men did not give 
a straightforward account of their 
coming into possession of them in the 
ordinary way of business, as parcels 
the contents of which they did not 
know; whether he is aware that when 
the case was tried three of their 
employers were in Court ready to give 
evidence as to character, but that they 
were not allowed to by the Magis- 
trates on the ground that character had 
nothing to do with the case; and also 
whether Street is not an elderly man 
with an unbroken character, and whe- 
ther he has not- received a police 
notice that he will lose his licence and 
livelihood ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I think the hon. 
Gentleman can hardly expect me to 
answer a number of questions of a 
minute character such as those, of which 
he has given me no notice whatever. 
I have looked through the evidence in 
this case, and the evidence appears 
to me, so far as I know, to be 
absolutely clear upon the point 
as to how the prisoners came 
to be in possession of the eggs, and 
that, so far from their having given a 
straightforward and true account of 
how they came by them, one of the 
prisoners, the publican, stated that he 
received them from a woman whose 
name he meniioned, and that woman 
when called as a witness said the 
statement was totally untrue. 

Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cum- 
berland, Cockermouth): Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say what class of 
people buy these eggs ? 

Mr. Matthews 
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Mr. MATTHEWS: As to what 
market they ultimately come to I 
have got no information; but there 
appears to be a _ regularly-organised 
system for dealing in these eggs. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central): Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man say under what Statute these men 
were convicted ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: The Statute 
was the 1 & 2 William IV., under 
which, I think, as I mentioned to the 
hon. Gentleman opposite, being in 
possession of the eggs unlawfully is 
sufficient to convict. 


THE VACCINATION COMMISSION. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) (for Mr. 
Morton, Peterborough): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether in view of the 
opinion expressed by the Royal Com- 
mission on Vaccination in their recent 
Report, he can see his way to re- 
commend Local Authorities to refrain 
from prosecuting until Parliament has 
had an opportunity of considering the 
before-mentioned Report ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: It would be an 
unprecedented and an arbitrary course 
of conduct on my part to recommend 
Local Authorities to disregard the 
provisions of the unrepealed law in the 
manner suggested by the hon. Member, 
and I cannot see my way to adopt the 
suggestion. 


THE HAMPSHIRE REGIMENT. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, Basing- 
stoke): I beg to ask the Financial Se- 
cretary to the War Office whether the 
2nd Battalion, Hampshire Regiment, 
after landing at Chatham from India in 
1888, was sent last autumn to the 
Portsmouth Garrison, where it has had 
no barracks of its own, but has been 
separated in detachments over three of 
the Portsdown forts, and also at Gos- 
port and Portsmouth, in consequence 
of the Royal Artillery having been 
given the vacant Infantry barracks at 
the latter station; whether this ar- 
rangement has been costing the country 
at the rate of £200 a year in order to 
bring the various detachments together 
for regimental and other parades three 
times a week ; and how much longer 
a state of affairs so detrimental to re- 
cruiting is to continue ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: During the re- 
construction of some of the barracks at 
Portsmouth there has been difficulty in 
concentrating the 2nd Battalion, Hamp- 
shire Regiment, and four companies 
have unavoidably been quartered in the 
Portsdown Forts and at Gosport, which 
has involved a cost of about £10 for 
tolls on the floating bridge when they 
had to cross to Portsmouth for parades. 
Whatever troops may be at Gosport 
have to cross to Portsmouth for field 
days, and tolls have to be paid. When 
the new barracks are finished it will 
not be necessary to divide a battalion 
as in this instance. 


ALLEGED INTIMIDATION BY THE 
FARMERS’ ALLIANCE. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): 
I beg to ask the Attorney General 
whether his attention has been called 
to the statement, in the Eastern Daiiy 
Press, of 26th May, by the Rev. Dr. 
Jessop, Rector of Scarning, to the effect 
that three of his parishioners had been 
dismissed from employment by the 
managers of the Great Eastern Rail- 
way, under pressure from the Farmers’ 
Alliance; and whether, as the facts 
stated appear to disclose a primé facie 
case of criminal conspiracy on the part 
of the Alliance, he can undertake that 
an inquiry will be made with a view of 
ascertaining their true character ? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp WessterR, Isle of Wight): 
The question of the hon. and learned 
Member has not given me sufficient in- 
formation to enable me to answer it. If 
he will give me further particulars I 
will make inquiry on the matter. 


THE EVICTION OF JAMES DONNELLY. 
Mr. KILBRIDE (Kerry, 8.): I be 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the case 
of James Donnelly, Rocktown, who 
was evicted by the Magherafelt Board 
of Guardians on the 20th ‘inst., has 
been brought under his notice; whe- 
ther the Local Government’ Board 
have communicated with the Guardians 
rebuking. them; and whether the 
Guardians had a legal right to evict 
this man, and what action the Local 
Government Board intend to take in 

the matter ? = 
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Mr. JACKSON: The Clerk of the 
Magherafelt Board of Guardians reports 
that an order was made against 
Donnelly directing him to pay £6 odd 
and costs within six months, and, as 
he failed to comply with the order, his 
farm was sold. The Local Govern- 
ment Board did not consider that they 
were called upon to interfere in the 
matter. 


POLLING STATIONS IN SLIGO. 


- Mr. KILBRIDE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
electors of the Parishes of Geevagh 
and Kimeetray, County Sligo, have to go 
seven and twelve miles to record their 
votes ; and what steps will be taken to 
give these people better facilities to 
record their votes at the forthcoming 
General Election ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : The district pollin 
stations for the Parishes of Geevagh aa 
Kimeetray in the County of Sligo were 
fixed in 1885 pursuant to the provisions 
of the Parliamentary Registration (Ire- 
land) Act of that year. There is no- 
power to alter the existing district: 
polling stations, except on a resolution 
being passed by the Quarter Sessions 
and Justices of the Peace having juris-: 
diction in the county. 


MULLINGAR LUNATIC ASYLUM. 


Mr. TUITE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of . 
Ireland whether the attention of the 
Commissioners of Lunatic Asylums has 
been drawn to the case of Thomas- 
Garry, late land steward to the 
Mullingar Lunatic Asylum, who was 
recently killed by a horse, the property 
of the Governors of that Institution ; 
and whether, having regard to the fact 
that Garry was killed while in the ser- 
vice of the Institution, and to the 
number of years during which he 
faithfully discharged the duties of his 
position, any compensation will be: 
given to his young and helpless’ 
family ? 
_*Mr. JACKSON: The attention of 
the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums 
has been called to the case of Thomas 
Garry, late land steward to the 
Mullingar Lunatic Asylum, but they - 
are not aware of any power under the. 
pxisting law by which such compensa- 
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tion could be awarded as is suggested. 
If the Board of the Asylum had passed 
a resolution on the subject, the mititter 
would have been carefully considered ; 
but the Board declined to @ reso- 
lution, as the resident medical superin- 
tendent had himself offered appoint- 
ments to the children, which they, 
however, refused to accept. 


SCOTCH LOCAL TAXATION. 

Mr. MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
bright): I beg to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Lord Advocate a ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice—namely, whether he is able to 
say if the sums payable to Parochial 
Boards under the Education and Local 
Taxation Relief (Scotland) Bill will be 
paid during the current financial year, 
and on what basis, whether on popula- 
tion or on valuation, or both? 
*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew's 
Universities): With regard to the 
latter part of my hon. Friend’s ques- 
tion, I cannot say more than that if 
the Bill s in its present shape the 
basis of Sistribution will be both popu- 
lation and valuation, as they shall be 
ascertained by the Secretary for Scot- 
land; and as regards the first point, 
any sum that may be allocated to 
Parochial Boards will be paid as soon 
as possible after the receipt of the 
moneys by the Secretary for Scotland ; 
but that may not necessarily be so 
early as the close of the present financial 
year. 


DERBY DAY ADJOURNMENT. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): In 
view of the fact of the backward con- 
dition of Public Business, I should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
intends to devote to-morrow, or to per- 
mit te-morrow to be devoted, to the 
consideration of the horse race which 
takes place on Wednesday, and whe- 
ther the Government intend allowing 


the House to adjourn over Wednesday 
for the purpose of attending the said 
horse race ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
wer to prevent the discussion of the 
Kaieacednent for the Derby, which by 


Mr. Jackson 
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the House. 


long custom has been allowed to pre- 
cede all other business of the day. But 


‘I w6uld*point out to the hon. Meniber ~ 


that if the Motion were carried the loss 
of time would not be connected in any 
way with Government Business. It 
would only affect two private Members’ 
Bills. 

Sir WILFRID LAWSON: On a 
point of Order, may I respectfully ask 
whether the notice of Amendment to 
the Motion put on the Paper by the 
hon. Member for § rt (Mr. Sydney 
Gedge) is in order, and whether it can 
be discussed ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I should prefer to 
give my ruling when the question arises. 

ut it appears to me that it is not in 
order on a Motion of that kind, which, 
for the convenience of the House, 
has a special precedence accorded to it, 
to move a “ reasonable " Amendment, 
as a reason why the Motion should not 
be granted. It would be dragging the 
House into the discussion of a question 
utterly irrelevant to the subject, and it 
might lead to a long debate on a ques- 
tion of general morality not exclusively 
connected with the Derby Day. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. PICTON: Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury would be good enough to 
answer a question I wish to put to him 
as to the proceedings after Whitsun- 
tide, As Iam one of the unfortunate 
Members who have their Motions put 
off until after Whitsuntide, I should be 
glad if he would say whether the 
Government pro to take the whole 
of the time of the House after Whit- 
suntide? It would at least put us out 
of our misery if he would be good 
enough to say whether he proposes to 
take the fall time of the House after 
Whitsuntide ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not like 
to give a specific answer to a question 
of this sort. I can only say now, and 
I think it is not impossible, that I shall 
have to ask for further facilities after 
Whitsuntide, as Governments have 
been obliged to ask for such facilities 
on previous occasions. My own experi- 
ence is thai private Me * chances 
after Whitsuntide are very doubtful 
and dubious, 
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE—EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER. 
Resolved, That pad ney imine of the Com- 
mitte igh Supply, if discussion rhe oe 
this night, be not interru un pro- 
visions of the Standing Order, “Sittings of the 
House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL,—(No, 234.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
aime.” 


©.0) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : 
I think it a matter of great regret that 
the Government, in disregard of the sug- 
gestions which were made to them at 
an early stage of the Session—sugges- 
tions approved by the Irish teachers 
and in general by the public opinion of 
Ireland—have insisted upon treating 
in this Bill two subjects which in 
principle are not connected. One of 
these subjects is the allocation and 
distribution of & money grant, and the 
other is the application of the leading 
principles of compulsory attendance. 
In the judgment of many Irish 
Members these proposals are very 
dissimilar in their merits. The pro- 
posal to allocate a money grant gives 
rise to no dissent, but it is exceedingly 
inconvenient, upon the Second Reading 
of the Bill, to be obliged to determine 
between dissimilar proposals. I think 
the Governniént would have acted well 
if they had adopted the suggestion of 
-dividing this Bill into two—of dealing 
in one Bill with the money grant, 
under which all education in Ireland 
should have an option, and in the 
other dealing with the question of 
compulsory attendance. But they 
have preferred, in the true coercion 
spirit, to try and induce or compel us 
to govern our action upon the Second 

ing of the Bill by reason of the 
fact that the Bill contains a money 
grant. We all desire to improve the 
position of the national teachers, and if 
the Bill only concerned their position 
and the improvement of their incomes 
it might pass after a brief debate. 
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But the Bill is freighted with a question 
of ym of even greater importance, 
and I have to say for m that I 
cannot yield to such a contrivance as 
that of dealing with two subjects 
which are not connected in principle. 
I shall, therefore, have to express my 
opinion, and to act upon my opinion, in 
regard to the scheme and provision for 
compulsion as if it were the only 
matter in the Bill. We are told that 
@ great financial boon is about to be 
conferred on Ireland, and that the giving 
of this boon affords an opportunity 
for doing something else. As to the 
great financial boon, I cannot forget that 
Ireland’s share of the grant last year 
was seized and taken from us to make 
good a deficiency caused by an error 
of the Imperial Treasury, for which 
Ireland is not responsible. I lay em- 
phasis on the fact that the Govern- 
ment, by refusi to distribute the 
whole sum available for education in 
these countries in proportion to a 
attendance, have reduced and cut.down 
the share atlotted to Ireland by nearly 
£100,000 a year. As to the great 
financial boon, if your scheme is carried 
into law, I venture to think that by the 
time the salaries of clerks and officers 
are paid—-the salaries of committees 
nominated by the Board of Education, 
the costs of prosecutions, and the ex- 
nses of administration—Ireland will 
no gainer by the great financial 
boon, but will rather be a heavy loser. 
As to the financial scheme of the Bill, 
I cannot refrain from observing that, 
having £210,000 a year to distribute, 
which is double the amount of school 
fees collected in Ireland, it might have 
been expected that you would so 
your scheme as to abolish the 
school fees and at the same time to im- 
— the position of all the teachers. 
ut you have done nothing of the kind. 
The school fees are not to be abolished ; 
a considerable amount of them is still 
to be collected, and, upon the other 
hand, the inquiries which I have made 
leave me in not the slightest doubt that 
the position of many of the teachers in 
Ireland will be injured and not im- 
proved, and that the Catholic Bishops, 
who speak for their clergy—and their 
clergy are the managers of two-thirds 
of the national schools in Ireland— 
are so apprehensive of the efiect of the 
I2 
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great financial boon upon the position 
of many of the teachers that they ask 
you to allow them, in this Bill, the 
game option allowed to England by 
Section 1 ofthe Act of 1891—the option 
of a manager to determine for himself 
whether he will accept your financial 
boon at all, or whether he will continue 
to apply the existing system. That 
claim put forward on the part of 
the Bishops does not indicate that 
your financial scheme can be re- 
ed as a success. The only other 
nancial observation I will make is this: 
that the convent schools, undeniably 
roved by the official records to 
be the most efficient schools in 
Ireland, are still to be by far 
the most poorly paid. A grievous 
and offensive disparity will continue to 
exist as to the mode of payment of 
these schools in comparison with others 
much less efficient, and I have to in- 
form the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland that a pro- 
vision for the payment of these excellent 
schools will have to be considered in 
Committee. The financial boon, con- 
cerning which I have said these few 
words of criticism, is offered as a reason 
why the Government should ignore our 
advice and seize the opportunity which, 
they say, is afforded of doing some- 
thing else. What else do they propose 
todo? They propose to get rid of the 
notorious defects of the system of 
national education in Ireland. The 
existing system could easily be im- 
proved, but their proposal leaves it quite 
untouched. The fatal error of the 
Party opposite in dealing with the 
affairs of Ireland consists in this— 
when they find, or think they find, 
anything unsatisfactory in the state of 
that country they conclude that the 
fault is not in themselves, or in their 
system, or their Boards, but with the 
Irish people. I say that in this case 
the fault is not the fault of the Irish 
people. It is the fault of your system 
and of your Board. The Party opposite 
and the Government now in power do 
not believe in attracting the people of 
Ireland, and do not believe in leading 
the people of Ireland, of their own 
wills, to do what is considered right. 
They prefer to drive them by coercion. 
Coercion is their one sauce for every 
dish. Even in the Land Purchase Bill 
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we had compulsory treatment; in the 
Local Government Bill, which is now 
a thing of the past—a pathetic or comi- 
cal memory—there was to be a eom- 
pulsory ejection of public bodies from 
office ; and in the Bill before us there 
is to be a compulsory attendance at. 
school. You propose a costly scheme 
which, in my judgment, is likely to be 
ineffectual for its purpose; but if an 
Irish Minister, responsible to an Irish 
House of Commons or Legislature, were 
called upon to deal with this question,. 
he would propose ascheme which would 
not cost one penny, and which in the 
course of one twelvemonth would give 
you a better average attendance 
at the national schools of Ireland 
than the most rigorous compulsion 
ever secured for you in Great Britain. 
You may ask me what this Irish 
Minister would do. In the first place,. 
he would put some life into the Board 
of Education. That Board (although 
the right hon. Gentleman, in an official 
exigency which I respect, spoke of it in 
the language of eulogy) is a coterie of 
ex-politicians, including many rejected 
candidates—a kind of museum of 
relics ; and when the right hon. Gen- 
tleman tells us that thai Board has the 
confidence of the Irish people he may 
as well talk about having contidence in 
a collection of waxworks. An Irish 
Minister would put life into that 
Board ; he would put on it some men 
of public force, of energy, with the 
faculty of initiative; and that step. 
alone—the creation of an energetic 
Board, acceptable to the people, or even 
the introduction of an acceptable: 
element—would work a magical effect 
upon the question of attendance. An 
Irish Minister would se to get rid 
of the dry, dull, ey inl anti- 
quated text-books of the present Board, 
which must be a torment to the unfor- 
tunate children who are compelled to: 
read them; and he would substitute 
others suited to the taste and genius of 
the country, and up to the level of the 
time ; and this he would accomplish by 
the very easy and simple method of 
putting an end to the absurd monopoly 
which the Board now holds im the pro- 
duction and sale of these books, and of 
making in Ireland, as in England, the 
supply of text-books for schools a 
matter of public competition. An Irish 














229 National Education 
Minister would end the “ model” 
schools, which are not primary, or 
even mixed, schools, and which, though 
you call them “models,” exhibit 
nothing whatever but this—the maxi- 
mum of cost with the minimum of use- 
ful result ; and the money which would 
be saved by extinguishing these schools 
might be appiied to really useful and 
‘salutary purposes. It would be sufli- 
cient to provide a real training in 
domestic economy for the girls in the 
national schools of Ireland, to give 
the boys in the towns some practical 
instruction in mechanics, and the boys 
in the rural districts some practical in- 
struction in agriculture ; and—it may 
‘seenr strange to the House—it would be 
left to an Irish Minister to propose that 
.& few thousand pounds a year should 
be applied in providing a good fire in 
winter in these poor schools in the 
West of Ireland, where hundreds of ill- 
fed and ill-clad children come miles in 
the rainy weather and sit shivering in 
the cold all day. By that modest, un- 
ambitious programme which can be 
carried out on the savings of the 
“* model”’ schools of Ireland, at the 
end of only one twelvemonth the great 
natural love of the Irish people for 
edueation, attracted by fair conditions, 
would procure a vastly better average 
attendance in the national schools of 
Ireland than you ever have in this 
wealthy country by the most vigorous 
system of compulsion. But this 
Government prefers to rush on with 
«oercion in this sphere as_ in 
every other. There is, however, 
& previous question which they have 
ignored. It is: Have you made your 
system what it ought to be, have you 
made your schools as useful to the 
people, as attractive to the children as 
you ought to make them-before you 
resort to the rash experiment, in a 
country holding such relations with you 
as Ireland does at the present time, of 
turning the school into a lock-up and 
giving to the sphere of primary edu- 
cation a compulsory system which 
would certainly have to the Irish people 
the poisonous savour of coercion ? 
There is that previous question, and a 
duty lies upon you to discharge it before 
you resort to coercion in the sphere of 

rim education in Ireland. The 
Catholic Bishops perceive that there is 
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& previous ‘question. I presume the 
right hon. Gentleman has read a reso- 
lution of the Episcopal Standing Com- 
mittee which was & month ago. 
The Catholic Bishops I hold to be com- 
petent witnesses in the case. What- 
ever success your primary system has 
achieved in Ireland, in spite of its 
various and notorious shortcomings 
and defects, is due in the main to the 
action of these Bishops and their clergy. 
They have done more for education in 
Ireland than the promoters of this Bill, 
and it is no offence to the right hon. 
Gentleman to say tnat the Catholic 
Bishops of Ireland feel a deeper in- 
terest than any British administrator 
can feel in the welfare and progress of 
their own people, in which, of course, 
educational advancement is included. 
The Catholic Bishops, the value of 
whose testimony the right hon. Gentle- 
man will not deny, say that the most 
urgent need is better facility for edu- 
cation—that you ought to have more 
schools, and that your schools should 
be better than they are. They point 
out that in Ireland there is no com- 
pulsory power for the acquisition of 
sites for schools; and when the right 
hon. Gentleman says, as he did in 
reply to a question to-day, that there 
are 700,000 “places” in schools in 
[reland, he did not tell us how near these 
places are to the children. The mere 
statement of the existence of these places 
does not prove that there is sufficient 
and suitable accommodation, because 
it leaves out the vital element of 
the distance of the schools from the 
homes. Why have you denied these 
compulsory powers to Ireland, and why 
do you propose to proceed to coercion 
before you give to Ireland these facilities 
for a better school supply that you 
afforded a long time ago to England 
and to Scotland? You gave these 
powers to England in the principal 
Act—the Act of 1870; you gave them 
to Scotland under the Act of 1878, 
England has had these powers for 
twenty-two years; Scotland has had 
them for sixteen years; they have 
been found sufficient in both countries, 
but up to the present moment you have 
never given to any authority in Ireland 
power to acquire compulsorily the site 
for a school. Now let me bring to the 
notice of the right hon. Gentleman a - 
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case that lately came to my own 
in the village of Ballygarrann. 
the parish of Woodford, in the County 
of way, there were a number of 
children who had to travel four 
miles in order to reach school. 
The infants and children of tender 
age could not make the journey. 
Application was made to your Board 
of Education. The Board of Education 

to recognise a school in case 
they obtained a lease of the site for 
a term of ninety-nine years. The 
inhabitants applied to Lord Clanricarde 
for the site—a site upon a piece of 
barren mountain land of no earthly use 
to Lord Clanricarde or anyone else in 
this world. Lord Clanricarde refused 
togive a lease. Between your Educa- 
tion Board and your Irish landlord 
the people went to the wall, and the 
school could not be established. The 
parish priest assembled a number of 
peasants, and in this year of grace, 
towards the end of the nineteenth 
century, sixty years after the establish- 
ment of your system of national educa- 
tion in Ireland, these men dug sods, 
and built a hedge school. A teacher 
was brought from Tipperary, and 
sixty children of the village are now in 
attendance at that school. It is not 
recognised by the National Board, and 
the people are trying to get their edu- 
cation as they got it in the penal days 


* when you made all education a crime. 


These sixty children attending every 
day at that school are amongst the 
110,000 Irish children who, according 
to the right hon. Gentleman, are not at 
school at all. How many cases of 
that kind may be found existing in 
Ireland? And every such case is 
excluded from the enumeration and these 
children, taking the best advantage they 
can of all the facilities afforded them, 
are counted as amongst the absentees 
whose absence from school entitles the 
right hon. Gentleman to make this 
proposal of compulsion. Will you 
give compulsory powers for the acquisi- 
tion of sites in Ireland, as you have 
iven it long ago to England and tc 
tland? The Bishops make a claim 

to which there can be fo answer but con- 
cession ; and the Bishops also represent 
—and I think with conclusive foree— 
that in a great many districts in Ireland, 


+ where there are no schools sufficiently 
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convenient to the homes, you 


In| ought to estabiish infant and pre- 


tory schools which would enable 
infants and children of tender age to 
attend. Will that provision be made ? 
The Bishops also represent that not 
only do you need more schools con- 
veniently situated, but that your 
schools should be improved, and they 
make two practical suggestions in this 
. One has to the fact 

that the bulk of the Irish teachers are 
still untrained, and cannot make their 
schools attractive and useful as teachers 
who are trained can make them, and 
the suggestion is that you should 
establish special courses of training for 
untrained teachers cf long service, and 
further that the organisation of classes. 
at present in many cases lamentably 
defective ought to be attended to by 
a staff of competent experts. I think 
you will do better work in attending: 
to these suggestions of the Bishops. 
made with the fulness of their know- 
ledge than by embarking rashly on a 
system of compulsion which, if enacted 
by this Parliament, might have a 
very different effect in Ireland from 
what it would have in this part of the 
United Kingdom. The Bishops are- 
not wholly opposed to compulsion. 
They favour a system of indirect com- 
pulsion, and their language in this. 
regard is well worthy of close attention. 
They say that a system of indirect 
compulsion would be free from the evils. 
and hardships which, in their judgment,. 
would be inseparable from the execu- 
tion of your scheme. And the pro- 
posals which they make are these : that 
employment should be restricted ; and 
the Bishops, and I presume the clergy 
for whom they speak, are willing to 
favour a more stringent pa upon 
the restriction of employment than 
you have inserted in the Bill. They 
also suggest that monitorships and all 
other prizes and rewards in the schools. 
may be made dependent upon regular 
attendance. And I have no doubt 
whatever that at a much less cos¢ than 
the necessary cost of your scheme it 
would be possible to institute a system 
of prizes and rewards which would be 
more effectual in securing regular 
attendance than any scheme of com- 
pulsion. In one respect what I may 
call direct compulsion is favoured by 
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the Bishops, and they hit a very obvious 
and grave defect in your scheme. 

since you allowed local school autho- 
rities in England and in Scotland to 
develop a system of industrial schools. 
There is‘no such proposal in this Bill. 
The Bishops urge the establishment of 
@ system of union industrial schools, 
to be used for certain classes of children 
when they are found habitually absent 
from school. These classes are destitute 
orphans, deserted children, and the 
children of vagrant mothers. And 
allow me to point out to you that even 
if your scheme of com ry attend- 
ance were made the law to-morrow 
it would not touch these classes of 
children, because the parents of these 
children are dead, or they are out of 


reach, and no person could be 
made responsible. So, therefore, it 
is clear, whether compulsion is 


enacted or let alone, at any rate 
the suggestion put before you by the 
Bishops is one that deserves atttention. 
If the right hon. Gentleman has not 
read the Resolutions, I would direct 
his a attention to the language 
of the Bishops with regard to the com- 
pulsory clauses of this Bill. They 
say— 

“ The compulsory clauses of the Bill are de- 
clared to be unwarranted by the school attend- 
ances in Ireland, and we therefore protest 
Seite ck gente Seas toe patna ae 
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n their results, if passed into law, they 
could not fail, toa large extent, to render the 
schools unpopular, to restrict the period and 
the extent of school education to the minimum 
required by the Act, and to render the adminis- 
tration of the law odious in Ireland. We 

* therefore respectfully and urgently call upon 
the Government to remove them from the 
Bill.” 

Now, that is the unanimous verdict of 
a very responsible body of men who 
have'done great service in Irelatrd; and 
I ask for it the most careful attention 
of the Government. But what strikes 
me most in connection with this scheme 
is that the time is most inopportune for 
it. We are now upon the eve of a 
General Election. The question in that 
election—-substantially the only ques- 
tion—will be that of the future govern- 
ment of Ireland. When the electors 
have decided in favour of Home Rule 
it must be evident that the question of 
Irish education could be more effec- 
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tually considered by the Irish Repre- 
sentatives than by any other. I 
therefore submit that the question of 
compulsion—the vital question of come 
pulsion—in the sphere of primary edu- 
cation is a question which should 
properly be reserved until the appeal 
to the people has been made. I must 
add that the scheme is unfortunate in 
its sponsors. --The. Government have 
—_— coercion to their entire sphere 
of political action ; and if it is proposed 
to apply coercion to the sphere of 
education, the effect will be to kill the 
great natural love of the Irish people 
for education rather than to improve 
school attendance. Although you ma 

secure some augmentation of attend- 
ances in the schools, let me tell you that 
you will inflict a vital blow at the cause 
of education. I should be inclined to 
lay it down as a principle, that before 
you can successfully apply coercion to 
the question of education in Ireland 
you must, as a preliminary, withdraw 
coercion from the political life of the 
country. If an excellent scheme were 
put before us, it might go far to dis- 
pose of these objections, but this is 
not an excellent scheme. It is 
blemished by serious excesses; it is 
marred by the most lamentable de- 
feets. The whole scheme rests, and is 
made to rest, upon an unfounded im- 
putation—an imputation injurious and 
offensive to the people of Ireland—that 
the parents in that country are neglect- 
ful of the education of their children. ‘I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
withdraw that imputation. The whole 
pivot of the case of the right hon. 
Gentleman for any scheme of com- 
pulsion rested upon his statement that 
there are in Ireland 110,000 or 120,000 
children who ought to be at school, but 
who are not there. I say that is a de- 
lusion. I invite the right hon. Gentle- 
man to look at home, in England, 
where, on the testimony of the Com- 
missioners, there are at least a million 
of children whose names are not on the 
school registers. There are no such 
children in Ireland from which I am 
entitled to infer that Irish parents like 
‘to educate their children. Therefore, I 
say you should make education in 
Ireland attractive, instead of com- 
pulsory. The Reports show that there 
were 20,000 attendances more in Ire- 
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-land last year than in the previous 
year. Then, by the strangest of all 
possible errors, the right hon. Gentle- 
-man omitted from his compilations all 
-the children of schools other than 
national schools. He omitted alto- 
gether the children of the Church Edu- 
cation Society schools, of the schools of 
the Christian Brothers, and of other re- 
ligious bodies in Ireland. Now, that 
was a gross—and if the right hon. 
Gentleman were not so amiable a man 
I should have said it was an unpardon- 
able—error. These schools represent 
attendances of not less than 60,000, 
which, added to the 20,000 increased 
attendances when comparing the years 
1889 and 1890, and others, make up a 
total of 80,000. Therefore, instead of 
there being 110,000 children in Ireland 
who ought to be at school, the total is 
lessthan one per cent. Now, will anvone 
contend that the difference of one per 
cent. of the population in the average 
attendance in Ireland and England 
affords a rational or tolerable plea for 
compulsion? Consider that England 
is the wealthiest country in the world, 
and that Ireland is one of the poorest ; 
consider that the population of Eng- 
land is three-fourths larger than that of 
Ireland, and that the schools of 
England are at the doors of the 
children ; consider, also, that the 
West of Ireland children suffer from 
the utmost squalor, that they are 
without suitable food to eat, that they 
are without decent clothes to wear, and 
that they are subject to the stormy 
weather to which that part of Ireland 
is particularly liable; and I think it 
must be admitted that even if com- 
pulsion were the law in Ireland, instead 
of the voluntary system, the difference of 
one per cent.ofthe populationinattend- 
ance in England-and Ireland would not 
be .a matter of disgrace to Ireland. I 
say, therefore, that the present scheme 
rests upon an assumption that is un- 
founded, and which is injurious and 
offensive to the people of Ireland. I 
also object to it, because.it inflicts a 
great injustice on certain voluntary 
schools. They had grievances before ; 
but since education-has been made 
free their grievances have become 
intolerable. Why should the Christian 
Brothers have been excluded from the 
benefits of the Bill? They are recog- 
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nised and aided by all classes, by the 
Science and Art ¢ Department, and by 
the Education . They are put 
under ban in no country but Ireland. 
If their schools were in England they 
would be r ised. Why, then, are 
they to be excluded in Ireland? 
Because of an absurd and ludicrous 
rule which was made fifty or sixty 
ears ago under a state of things very 

ifferent to that which exists in Ireland 
at the present day. I refer to therule of 
combined secular and separate religions. 
The national system of education in 
Treland was intended to be a system 
of separate religious instruction, but 
the intention was one thing and the 
result quite another. By the combined 
efforts of Protestant and Catholics 
there has been established in Ireland 
practically a system of denominational 
education, so far as they can make it 
so, by providing schools for separate 
creeds. The schools of the Christian 
Brothers are to be shut out from 
participating in the grant, although 
they meet the requirements of the law 
as regards attendance, examinations, 
inspections, and cthertests. They do not 
ask that their religious instruction should 
be paid for—they provide for that 
themselves — but they claim to be 
admitted to the benefit of the system 
of free education which is now to be- 
come law. They are to be shut out 
because they will not suppress the 
crucifix—a strange demand to be made 
in a Christian country. The Christian 
Brothers were the pioneers of primary 
education in Ireland, but they are now 
calied upon not only to remove the 
crucifix from their schools, but to burm 
their class-book, give up their religious 
instruction, and, in short, to violate 
their consciences in order to submit to 
what I say is a most unreasonable re- 
quirement. I cannot countenance this 
or any other scheme that proposes to 
do a gross injustice to these voluntary 
schools, which have rendered, and are 
rendering, great services to Ireland. 
This scheme proposes to inflict a fine 
upon the Irish parent—be he Protestant 
or Catholic—because he acts according 
to the dictates of his conscience in the 
choice of schools for his children. I 
warn you that unless you admit the 
Christian Brothers you will bring your 
system to a deadlock in the principal 
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cities and towns of Ireland. You can- 
neé deny that the schools of the 
Christian Brothers are efficient schools. 
The only choice in many of the cities 
:and towns is between the Protestant 
schools and those of the Christian 
. Brothers. Suppose that a Catholic 
parent: in either of the cities or towns 
refuses to send his children to the Pro- 
testant schools, and says, ‘‘I have as 
good a right to free education as any- 
one in Ireland, and I claim the right 
to send them to a school of the Christian 
Brothers, and that you shall pay the 
fee?” It must come to this: you 
must either provide the equivalent of 
the fee in the schools of the Christian 
Brothers or the law will become a 
dead letter. The system of free and 
compulsory education cannot on in 
the cities and towns of Ireland unless 
the schools of the Christian Brothers 
are included in the scheme. May I 
now point out tothe House what seems 
to me to be a conclusive reason why 
this scheme should be rejected ? When 
you established compulsion in England 
and Scotland there was the popular 
franchise. Parents had a right to 
vote in the election of the Local 
Authorities which were to administer 
the law. But in [Ireland both 
parents are excluded from the vote. 
We introduced a Bill in the very first 
week of this Session to confer the 
popular franchise in the cities and 
towns of Ireland, and its principle was 
unanimously confirmed by the House. 
Its Second Reading was consented to ; 
but from that day to this the Govern- 
ment have refused to make any further 
progress with it. Is it seriously con- 
tended, for instance, that we can ap- 
prove of a scheme under which a popu- 
lation of forty thousand in the City of 
Limerick would have to submit to the 
will of four hundred persons who would 
have the power of appointing a School 
‘Committee and of administering 
authority under the Bill? I lay it down 
—and it cannot be contradicted—that 
the condition precedent to the enact- 
ment of any such scheme as that pro- 
vided in the Bill is the provision of 
popular franchise for the cities and 
towns of Ireland, and I will give no 
countenance to any scheme to submit 
the Irish parent to compulsion in the 
matter of education or anything else 
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until you give him the same franchise 
as has been given to parents in Eng- 
land and Scotland. If our Bill had 
been accepted, or if it were accepted 
now, that would alter the case, but it 
has not been accepted. I also object 
to this scheme because it makes com- 
pulsion absolute. There is nothing in 
the difference between the school 
attendance in England and Ireland to 
justify such a course. When you passed 
the Compulsion Act for England the 
attendance in the schools there was 
only eight per cent. of the population 
and the number of children examined 
only five per cent., whilst in Ireland at 
the present time the average attend- 
ance is twelve per cent. of the popula- 
tion. I further submit that this is a 
Bill for cities and towns and not for the 
rural populations of Ireland, and that 
is another reason why I object to it. 
I cannot consent to the powers pro- 
posed by this Bill being given to the 
National Board. The Board of Edu- . 
cation in Ireland stands in a different 
relation to the people than the Education 
Department in England and Scotland. 
It is nothing more than a mere sub- 
agency of the Castle ; and if you give to 
the Board, as you propose, the power 
of dictating what shall be the standard 
of annual school attendance, I warn you 
that you will produce a conflict in 
policy, in opinion, and possibly in 
action, between the Local Authorities 
and that Board. The scheme, of course, 
would not be complete without some 
special coercive power in the hands of 
the Government, and in this Bill you 
provide such a power. Indeed, you 
have found a new word. The Local 
Government Board remove or dissolve 
a Board cf Guardians ; the two Judges 
are to remove the County Council; 
but in this Bill you provide that the 
Board of Education shall ‘‘ supersede,” 
shall have power to supersede. Super- 
sede is, I suppose, a more delicate word 
than dissolve. The word may be dif- 
ferent, but the act is the same. It is 
only .our venerable friend coercion 
making a new entrance in a costume 
slightly altered for the part. I cannot 
admit that this coercion would be pro- 
perly exercised. You propose, not only 
that this nominated Board, this irre- 
sponsible body, shall have power to 
turn out of doors at any moment, at its 
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mere pleasure, without cause assigned, 
any School Attendance Committee, but 
also to substitute any gentlemen whom 
the nominees of the Lord Lieutenant 
may be pleased to nominate, to give 
them such salaries as they may be 

leased te fix—and we know that public 
Boards are as liable as other people to 
be generous with money that is not 
their own—and to charge those salaries 
for an unlimited period upon the local 
rates. You propose to apply in the 
sphere of education the worst and 
most intolerable propositions of the 
Local Government Bill. I certainly 
feel it my duty to use such facilities as 
this House affords to prevent the 
passing into law of any _pro- 
posal which will give to this 
coterie the power of overriding 
the will of the Local Authority in re- 
gard to the School Attendance Com- 
mittee. Whilst I complain, on the one 
hand, of the proposal to vest this 
arbitrary power in an_ irresponsible 
Department, I say, on the other hand, 
there is no provision in the Bill for the 
due protection of creeds, of the rights 
of conscience of different denominations. 
You make no provision .whatever as to 
the rights of creeds upon the School 
Attendance Committee, or amongst the 
attendance officers. I know very well— 
and I think you know—that wherever 
the Catholics are in a majority they 
will act in a spirit scrupulously fair and 
even generous towards other creeds. 
But what would happen in some parts 
of Ulster? I take a most conspicuous 
example—the City of Belfast, where, 
if the Bill were passed, the Corporation 
would appoint a School Attendance 
Committee and also the attendance 
officers. In the City of Belfast the 
Catholics constitute one-fourth of the 
population ; they number seventy thou- 
sand; but by a system of juggling and 
trickery these seventy thousand Catho- 
lics are shut out from representation 
on the City Council, on which, although 
it consists of forty members, there is 
not one Catholic. In civil affairs they 
are without a voice. What, then, 


would happen if this Bill were passed ? 
The Protestant City Council—which 
for a quarter of a century has never 
appointed orrecommended any Catholic 
to any official post, in regard to which 
.it might offer recommendation—will 
Mr. Sexton ; 
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proceed to appoint a School Attend- 
ance Committee and the officers to 
administer the Act, and both will be of 
a purely Protestant character. 

Mr. t. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
I do not think so. 

Mr. SEXTON: The hon. Member 
is more sanguine than I am; but on 
what experience does he found his 
opinion? Why do the. Corporation 
appoint no Catholic to any official post 
in their service? Why is it that I am 
in a position to tell the House 
that for twenty-five years that 
has been the record of the Belfast 
Corporation? Why does he think 
they will appoint any Catholic either 
to the Committee or as an attend- 
ance officer? I say they will do 
nothing of the kind, and that the 
administration of the law in the City of 
Belfast, if you pass this Bill, will be 
the Protestant administration of the 
compulsory law on the Catholic com- 
munity. The enforcement of the law 
will become a matter of creed and of 
the prejudices of creed. "Excuses of 
any kind will be good enough in one 
case for non-attendance, and in the 
other no excuse will be valid. And let 
me tell you that if you had applied to 
fanatics to draw up a Bill which would 
excite the Irish people to resistance of 
the law, you could not have gone about 
it better. This Bill is full of errors and 
defects ; but if it contained no other 
than this—that it offers no provision 
whatever for securing fair play and 
equity to the Catholic community in 
Belfast, it would be my duty to offer 
to it any opposition in my power. i 
have not argued against compulsion in 
the abstract. I have said that under 
certain conditions compulsion niay be 
useful; but I say in regard to this 
scheme that it is a bad scheme, that it 
is a crude scheme, and that it is not 
accompanied by popular franchise ; and 
I have to add that unless assurances 
are forthcoming in the present Debate 
that the errors and defects which I 
have pointed out will be remedied, I 
shall consider it my duty to oppose 
the Second Reading. 

Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, &c.): The 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
(Mr. Sexton) has, I believe, claimed 
not only to speak on behalf of the 
Roman Catholic Bishops of Ireland, 
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but also on behalf of the national 


.teachers of Ireland. 


Mr. SEXTON : I made no claim to 
speak for the national teachers. 

Mr. SINCLAIR: I am glad to find 
that I misunderstood the observations 
of the hon, Gentleman, because I hold 
in my hand a letter I received 
this morning from a national school 
teacher in the North of Ireland, who 
is the Secretary to the Coleraine branch 
of the Teachers’ Association, convey- 
ing in strong terms the desire of the 
Association for the passing of this Bill. 
He says— 

“For various reasons we are extra anxious 
to get the Bill this Session. It contains 
the most important principle that we have 
been agitating for for a long time—namely, com- 
pulsory education. Alth unfortunately, 
this principle is not ied far enough, yet 
the Bill recognises its usefulness. It would 
bring us more into line with England and 
Se on the subject of assisted compulsory 
education. For these and other reasons we 
are most anxious that the Bill should be passed 
into law as soon as possible.” 

Here we have evidence of a desire 
on the part of the teachers that this 
Bill should become law as soon as 
possible. The hon. Member wished 
that some life should be infused into 
the National Board of Education, 
and in that I agree, because I 
think it would be well if that were 
done. The hon. Member also indicated 
his desire to see that Education 
Board abolished. I myself would pre- 
fer to see the education of the United 
Kingdom placed in the hands of a 
Minister for Education, with a Depart: 
ment for each of the three countries, 
and a Department for Wales if it were 
necessary. One reason the hon. Mem- 
ber advanced in favour of a change of 
method of the Education Board is that 
it would put an end to the model 
schools. These schools, I contend, are 
amongst the most useful schools in 
Treland—they are liked, and they are 
well conducted. I wish there were 
more of them in Ireland. As to the 
important question of compulsion, I 
think that principle is desirable from 
the point of view of getting a regular 
attendance at school. If there are 
many such cases as that described by 


-the hon. Member where sites have 


been refused for national schools by 
Lord Clanricarde, I see no reason why 


_ the principle of compulsory acquisition 
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of sites should not be acceded to. 
by the Government. For my part, 
however, I have not heard of many 
such instances. Then I also think the 
8 tion that there should be local 
infant schools is reasonable in charac- 
ter. Such a provision is, I think,,. 
advisable, and it would not, I believe, 
prove expensive. The hon. Member 
aiso spoke with considerable force of 
the number of schools in Ireland 
which are purely and solely Protestant. 
We desire to see less of these in Ireland 
and more of the mixed schools. Such 
schools would, to my mind, tend to- 
foster the feeling of toleration towards. 
those holding different religious beliefs- 
I sincerely hope that the Belfast 
Committee will include Catholics 
amo! its members; indeed, if 
Catholicism had not some share of 
representation, the Corporation of 
Belfast would be disgracing itself.. I 
do not altogether agree with the hon. 
Member for Belfast as to the number 
of Catholics in that city. 

Mr. SEXTON : The figures are 
taken from the Census Returns. 

Mr. SINCLAIR: But even if the- 
number were smaller than has been 
stated, it is perfectly clear that there 
ought to be Roman Catholic represen- 
tation on the School Attendance Com- 
mittee, and also that some of the- 
attendance officers should be of that 
belief. I firmly believe that a feeling 
of justice will pervade the minds of 
those who have the making of these 
appointments. I hope that this Bill 
will pass into law, as it is greatly 
desired by those who are largely 
interested in educational work. 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
should have preferred the hon. Member 
(Mr. Sinclair) to have defined his 
position—whether he spoke on this 
subject as a Scotch or as an ex-Irish 
Member. 

Mr. SINCLAIR : Ex-Irish. ; 

Coronet NOLAN: When the hon. 
Member represented a Northern Irish 
constituency some weight, of course, 
attached to his expressions of the views 
of his constituents ; but now, as regards 
Irish topics, that qualification, apart 
from his personal talent, has dis- 
appeared. The hon. Member has told 
us that everyone interested in this Bill 
is very much in favour of it, and I have 
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‘no doubt whatever that any body of 
‘men, where such a sum of money is 
concerned, would display a lively desire 
‘to get the greatest possible advantage 
and to secure possession of the money 


“as soon as possible. In the case of the 


‘Trish teachers there is some reason for 
this interest. They have been cheated 
out of £100,000, which the English 
teachers have got, and they are very 
much afraid that they may lose a fur- 
ther £210,000. Thus I am not surprised 
that they should swallow a bad Bill if 
it will aid them in securing possession 
of the funds. I complain of the way 
in which these Irish questions are 
treated. When last year the Govern- 
ment introduced the Bill making a 
large grant to English education, I 
pointed out that England would first 
receive her money,and then that the Irish 
people would be left either in the lurch 
or that the grant would be postponed 
indefinitely, and that when thegrant was 
made there would be coupled with it 
‘some hard and unfair conditions wholly 
unsuited to Ireland. I am sorry to see 
that my prediction has been fulfilled. 
I entirely deny the suggestion that 
this grant is a gift. It is only our 
fair share. We have always maintained 
that Ireland has paid far more than her 
fair share to the Imperial Exchequer. 
‘Therefore, when you give England 
something like £2,000,000, why, when 
you give Ireland £210,000, should you 
describe the grant as a gift and accom- 
pany it with certain unpalatable condi- 
tions? We are anxious that there 
should be a good system of education 
in Ireland, that the position of teachers 
should be improved, and that all sects 
should in regard to this grant stand on an 
equal footing; but here you give nothing 
to the most efficient schools. When in the 
English Bill the Government insisted 
on treating all schools fairly I voted 
with them. Now, however, the prin- 
<iple is not to be extended to Ireland, 
and the most efficient of denomina- 
tional schools in Ireland—the Christian 
Brothers’ Schools—-are entirely left out 
-of the scope of the Bill. I come now 
to some of the provisions of the Bill. 
In the first place, I consider that the 
resent condition of education in Ire- 
d renders compulsion unnecessary. 
Even where school fees have had to be 
paid, the children have flocked to 
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school; and so, with free education, I 
believe that almost every child in Ire- 
land will attend school. Compulsion 
will be unnecessary and odious. But 
there are two classes of compulsion in 
this Bill, while in England, I under- 
stand, you have only one. You can 
punish the nt for not sending the 
child to school, or, in districts where 
there are no Board schools, you can 
punish the employer for employing a 
child who has not passed the regulation 
standard. Youare going to apply both 
these methods to Ireland. You are 
both going to punish the employer and 
the parent. The point I consider most 
unsuited to Ireland is the punish- 
ment of the employer, cause 
everyone is aware that there 
is a great want in Ireland of 
sufficient employment for children. 
The Census shows that in Ireland 
we have a very large proportion of 
children and old people, and this is 
accounted for by the melancholy fact 
that when young men and women 
reach the ages of seventeen and 
eighteen they emigrate to the United 
States. These children would be of 
great assistance to their parents if 
they could obtain employment, but 
the effect of this Bill will be to prevent 
them from doing so. Take the case of 
hay-making. Employers will not think 
it worth their while, for the sake of 
employing children a few weeks in the 
year, to inquire for certificates. The 
consequence will be that they will 
cease to employ children, and do the 
work by means of machinery. Now, I 
acknowledge that the principle of com- 
pulsion in this Bill will not have a very 
widespread ‘effect. In my own con- 
stituency, for instance, it will not affect 
more than about half-a-dozen families, 
and there are several other constituen- 
cies in the same position. This principle 
of compulsion is one which bristles 
with difficulties in Ireland. Let me 
ask, to what schools are the boys 
in the towns to go to? The girls 
may be compelled to go to the convent 
schools, and there will be no unfairness 
in that, because these schools for 
Roman Catholic girls are to all in- 
tents and purposes national schools ; 
but there are no national schools for 
Catholic boys. If you compel the boys 
to go to the Christian Brotherhood 
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schools, you will be acting unfairly, 
inasmuch as no grant is to be made to 
these institutions. And in case these 
schools should refuse to take the extra 
number of children, are their parents 
to be punished by the police? I should 
like the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Jackson) to say what he proposes 
to do under these circumstances, be- 
cause it seems to me that the alterna- 
tives under the Bill are unfair. I now 
come to another matter, and that is 
the very unjust way in which it is pro- 

to deal with the Christian 
Brothers. These schools have always 
been very unfairly dealt with except in 
one instance. I allude to the Bill which 
authorises grants to be made by the 
Science and Art Department—without 
any conditions as to religion, and under 
which the Christian Brothers receive 
an appreciable sum of money. But 
apart from this grant they receive 
nothing whatever from the State. And 
here I may as well explain what the 
Christian Brothers are. They are 
simply a teaching community, the 
children in some cases being educated 
gratuitously, and the money for carry- 
ing on the work is derived exclusively 
from voluntary subscriptions in the 
different towns. It may be said that 
it is a matter of opinion whether the 
Ghristian Brothers impart a good edu- 
cation or not, and that I have exag- 
gerated the exce!lence of their teaching. 
I will, therefore, fortify my position by 
calling the attention of the House to 
the Reports of the Royal Commission of 
1854 respecting these schools. The 
Marquess of Kildare, the Chairman of 
that Commission, stated that they had 
received no complaints about — the 
schools, andthat the Assistant Commis- 
sioners had expressed most favourable 
opinions with respect to them. It was 
also added that the education given was 
of a very excellent character. The 
Assistant Commissioners, _ besides 
speaking most highly of the education 
given by the Christian Brothers, re- 
ported that the school premises were 
in every way satisfactory, being both 
commodious and well furnished. Now, 
with one or two exceptions, these 
Assistant Commissioners are Protes- 
tants. They are official witnesses, and 
I believe their character is unimpeach- 
able, and consequently the House may 
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have every confidence in the high 
standard of education given at these 
schools. I might add that a certain 
amount of technical education, ex- 
ceedingly valuable in Ireland, is also. 
given by the Christian Brothers. Not- 
withstanding that the instruction given 
by them is satisfactory in every way, 
they are refused any grant—except that 
from the Science and Art’ Department 
—because they also give a certain 
amount of religious teaching. In 
England, schools that impart some 
religious instruction are not deprived 
of the yearly grant, and I think it is 
unfair that these popular educational 
establishments in Ireland should be 
treated in a different manner. Some of 
the Assistant Commissioners point out 
that in the cases where Protestant 
children attend these schools there is no- 
attempt at proselytising. Under those 
circumstances—and I am quite willing 
that the Government should put a 
Conscience Clause in the Bill—I 
think it most unfair not to include the 
Christian Brothers in the grants it is 
proposed to make under this Bill. No. 
one can say that the children turned 
out of these schools are specially noted 
for bigotry, and as far as I can discover 
the teaching of the Christian Brothers 
is not in the least directed towards 
proselytising or attacking the members 
of religious bodies different from their 
own. Now, let me say a word with 
regard to Protestant children in parti- 
cular. I am sure every Irish Member 
wishes to see them fairly dealt with, 
and there are two things to which I 
think they are entitled. In the first 
place, when there are a_ large 
number of them they should have a 
school of their own; and, secondly, 
when there are only a few in any 
particular district and they attend 
Catholic schools they should be strictly 
protected by a Conscience Clause, and 
they should not be taught out of any 
books of which their parents disap- 
prove. I believe that in the Board 
schools in this country a chapter of 
the Bible is read every day. It is said 
that that is nat religious education, and 
that it is a proceeding which should 
be tolerated by all communities. Now, 
the Catholics object to any such 
system, while the Presbyterians in 
Ireland are in favour of it. They say 
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they do not want religious teaching. 
All they wish for is to have — 
-chapter of the Bible read—I will not say’ 
hap —but with the discretion 
of a teacher. The Presbyterians have 
@ right to their own opinion, but I 
leny that they have any right to 
-control the system of religious teaching 
doy any other religious body. It is 
amost unfair to say that there is in 
Treland no religious persecution, because 
.@ man can send his child to any school. 

But by refusing to allow a grant to 
‘Catholic schools you are handicapping 
@ particular religion, and the Catholic 
taxpayer, if he desires to send his child 
to a school belonging to the Christian 
Brotherhood, does not get any return 
in grants, and he is paying simply to 
educate other people’s children. I 
will now pass from the consideration’ of 
the merits.of the Bill to a practical 
<qquestion—namely, what are we to do 
with it? Here we have £210,000 
proposed to be divided amongst the 
national schools. Now, in the first 
place, this Bill introduces compulsion 
where it is not wanted ; and, secondly, 
we have to decide whether we will 
accept this £210,000 on the conditions 
— or go without it altogether. 

hat is a position from which the 
Government should relieve us.. I 
should like to ask if the Government 
will strike out the first fourteen clauses 
-of the Bill dealing with compulsion? I 
think they ought to consider the Irish 
Vote icularly in this matter, and 
not allow the English and Scotch Vote 
to decide it, because if they do that the 
Irish will naturally be outvoted. 
Another’ practical question I should 
like to ask is this:—If an Amendment 
is introduced, as no doubt there will be, 
Seogeeing that the Christian Brothers 

receive a minimum sum of three- 
pence per week for each scholar, what 
«course will the Government take? I 
hope these points will not be passed 
over in silence, but that we shall be 
plainly told what course the Govern- 
ment intend to take with regard to 
them. 

*(6.28.) Mr. T. W.. RUSSELL 
(Tyrone, 8.): There is a great differ- 
ence between the tone of the Debate 
on the Second Reading of this Bill 
and that on the First Reading. When 





the Bill was introduced it was received 
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by hon. Gentlemen below the Gang- 
way with acclamation, and, from 
the question of the Christian Brothers, 
they appeared to be almost unanimously 
in favour of it. Now, Sir, there are 
details in connection with this Bill 
which will require attention when we 
go into Committee, but which I do not 
ropose to deal with on this occasion. 

The small schools, which under the 
Schedule of the Bill are to receive in- 
creased grants, have been largely 
called into existence not by educa- 
tional, but by denominational neces- 
sities. But these are points of 
detail which do not require attention 
in a Debate on the Second Reading of 
a Bill, and I will deal with what I 
consider are the two main principles of 
the measure which. is now before us. 
The first is the modified form of com- 
pulsion, which is embodied in the Bill, 
and the second is the enlarged grant 
that is very much wan to the 
national school teachers of Ireland. I 
say frankly that hon. Members below 
the Gangway may take the responsi- 
bility if they like of rejecting this Bill, 
and starving the national school 
teachers, but I do not think that they 
will vote with the unanimity that seems 
to be expected. With respect to com- 
pulsion, the Member for West Belfast 
(Mr. Sexton) over and over again ree 
ferred to the compulsion in this Bil! as 
coercion. We have had worse kinds 
of coercion than this applied to Ire- 
land, and I think we can put up with 
it; and the use of this word coercion 
now will show English Members how 
lightly the term is used in Ireland. Of 
course, compulsory education is coer- 
cion. The whole moral law is coercion. 
But this is coercion that has been 
applied to England, to Scotland, and 
to Wales with very great advantage ; 
and in the face of the illiteracy in 
Ireland—forty-five per cent. of illite- 
racy in Galway and thirty per cent. in 
Donegal—I do not see that any Irish 
Member ought to endeavour to pre- 
vent the passing of a Bill which will 
compel parents to send their chil- 
dren to school and put an 
end to this anil Why 
do hon. Members who sit below the 
ay oppose compulsion? Not a 

word was said against it on the First 
Reading, and the Member for West 
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Belfast said over and over again that 


the Bishops were o to direct but 
were in favour of”i eomptision. 
I think I shall be able to prove that the 
Bishops were in favour of direct com- 
pulsion up to a certain point. I 
believe that the real author of the 
system of modified compulsion which 
exists in this Bill is Archbishop Walsh. 
He attended in 1890 at the Congress of 
the National School Teachers, and re- 
ferring to a resolution which was to be 
submitted to the meeting he said— 


“The fourth resolution raises the vitally im- 
— question of compulsory attendance. 
be sepene A I am strongly in favour of a reason- 
able measure of compulsion. _I note that the 
proposed on the subject is most 

carefully worded. It speaks of a Ya ee of 
compulsory attendance adapted to the peculiar 
circumstances of the country. The meeting 
is of course aware that the question is a 
delicate one surrounded by many difficulties. 
In expressing my personal concurrence in the 
I mustsay I limit that concurrence to 


the case of such a city as Dublin, or of 
towne and elites © tess ax omy similadly 
situated.” 

But compulsion is not to be applied to 
the whole country. It is limited to the 
cities and the large towns, as the Arch- 
bishop said it should be when he 
spoke in 1890, and I think the hon. 
Member for West Belfast must have 
forgotten that this principle of modified 
compulsion was first of 1 ore by 
Archbishop Walsh. on. Mem- 
bers from the North of ated doe 
Ulster—find any fault with this Bill 
it is that it does not go far enough. 
There is a strong feeling that if the Go- 
vernment have erred at all it is because 
the principle of compulsion is modified 
and limited in the area over which it is 
to extend. But the people of Ulster 
are not foolish enough to reject the Bill 
because it only goes part of the way 
they desire. They recognise the prin- 
ciple they desire to have, and they 
hope to extend it if possible. But as 
soon as this Bill was printed and its 
contents became known in Ireland, 
Archbishop Walsh on the 6th March 
denounced the co aes clauses as 
an insult to Ireland. I think that is 
going a good deal too far, and if they 
never receive from this House a te 
insult than this which gives com —— 
and practically free education they 
beable to sand a deal in the wa 
of insult. as it stands, an 
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this cannot be too widely known, has 
the enthusiastic support of the whole 
body of national‘ teachers. It is all’ 
very well to say that they are the people 
who are going to receive the money, 
and, there on , they are anxious to get 
the Bill; but I. know other people who 
are glad to receive money and will 
make great sacrifices to get it, and I 
do not think the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman (Colonel Nolan) had any 
reason for the taunt he uttered. 

CotoneL NOLAN: I uttered no 
taunt. 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The whole 
body of the national school teachers 
are in favour of the principle of com- 
pulsion. All the Protestantsare strongly 
in its favour; and though I have no 
right to speak for the Roman Catholics 
I knowthat many ofthem have publicly 
asserted that they will vote for this 
Bill. The en | truth is that 
the only aro gamogge is from the Clerical 
Party, who are represented in this 
House by the Member for West Belfast, 
and I hope the Government will stand 
firm by the teachers, and, as I think, 
by the jority of the people of 
Ireland of tall alemen I now come to 
the Christian Petiace. I have never 
said a word either against them or 
against theireducation. They area most 
devoted body of men, and they give, I 
believe, a good, sound education. But 
as to the principles on which that edu- 
cation is given, I should like to ask the 
attention of the House to a higher 
authority than that of the Member for 
Galway. The Director of the Christian 
Brothers, Brother John Augustine 
Grace, gave evidence before the Powis 
Commission, which sat from 1868 to 
1870, and I should like the House to 
remember that these schools were not 
excluded from the advantages of the 
National Board by any action of the 
Government or by any action of the 
Board of Education. These schools 
were actually under the Board for six 
years, ard enjoyed all its advantages, 
and then withdrew. I will read 
the evidence given by the Director 
of the Christian Brothers before 
this Commission. He was asked— 

“Did 


requirements of the Board to restrict 
your operations ? Very much, as regards the 
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religious element of our system.—In what 
respect ? By the rules of the Board we were 
not permitted to teach in a Catholic spirit. 
We did not feel at liberty to avail ourselves of 
the reading lesson to communicate religious 
knowledge when a suitable opportunity pre- 
serted itself; and moreover, ail reference to 
religious subjects was to be excluded for a cer- 
tain number of hours each day. Now after 
having given the system the fullest trial and tak- 
ing into account the pecuniary advantages of 
our connection with the Board with the 
religious restrictions which the connection 
imposed,we came to the conclusion that to con- 
tinue the connection would be inconsistent 
with the original aim of the Society, viz., to 

ive a sound Catholic education to our people, 
or that is the main end of our institution. 
The Society would never have been formed if 
it had not been for the pu of communi- 
cating religious knowledge, and that being the 
case many of our members became dissatisfied 
with the restrictions imposed on the discharge 
of their sacred and self-imposed duties.” 
Then with regard to the emblems he 
was asked— 

*“ Are the emblems in your schools such as 
would be generally objected to by Protestants ? 
Lthink so, my Lord.—Would it be advanta- 

us to your objects to receive a subsidy on 

e same plan as the nuns receive it, at so 
much per hundred children, subject to exami- 
nation and inspection ? The nuns receive 
the grant, as I understand it,subject to the rules 
of the Board, by which all religious teaching is 
prohibited during what is properly known as 
school hours. e could not submit to that. 
—You would require it as a condition that you 
should be allowed to retain this exception ? 
Decidedly.” 

* Here then we have a Society founded not 
for the purpose of giving secular educa- 
tion, but for the express purpose of 
giving religious education, and now we 
are asked to admit that society to the 
benefits of this Bill without the Society 
abating one jot of the principles which 
it has a perfect right to hold, but which 
it has no right to ask the Government 
to pay to maintain. I am told that if 
this Society existed in England it would 
receive a grant. I am speaking in the 
presence of English educationists, and 
I venture to tell Members below the 
Gangway that if the Christian 
Brothers were in England with the 
present rules and laws they would not 
receive one farthing of public money. 
(Oh, oh!”) The right hon. Member 
for Leeds (Sir Lyon Playfair) knows 
more about education than any other 
Member in’ this House, and I do not 
hear him ‘ery ‘‘Oh, oh!” I say that 
to introduce these schools into the 
National system of education would be 
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to break up the foundation principle of 
that system. That may be a proper 
thing to do, but it should be done with 
fair notice—fairly and squarely. There 
is no reason why every denominational 
school should not be admitted if the 
Christian Brothers are admitted, and 
there is no reason why the State should 
not proceed straightway to endow reli- 
gious teaching of all kinds. But we in 
Ireland have disestablished a Protes- 
tant Church, and we are not willing to- 
endow another Church by this indirect 
but thoroughly effective means. The 
hon. Member for West Belfast (Mr. 
Sexton) referred to the large number 
of schools which were denominational 
so far as attendance was concerned, 
and which were bound by the rules of 
the National Board, and he has 
claimed that where the attendance at 
these schools was denominational the 
system should be denominationalised. 
That would require the overturn- 
ing of the foundation principle of 


the National system of education.” 


These schools are denominational] in 
their attendance now, but at any 
moment that state of affairs might be 
altered. A stationmaster might be 
removed from another place, an ex- 
ciseman might be removed, a 
policeman, or even a Resident 
Magistrate, might be removed, and 
if the children of any of these people 
went to a school which is now denomi- 
national a change would at once have to 
be made. AndI say that the House has 
no right to subject the children of such 
people to any danger in the matter of 
their faith through the teaching given 
at the expense of the State. The hon. 
Member for West Belfast also men- 
tioned the question of the model 
schools, which have been longa subject of 
attack. I admit that if you take many of 
these schools in the South and West of 
Ireland their cost cannot be defended. 
They were started as high class inter- 
mediate schools, and they have suc- 
ceeded in the North of Ireland and in 
several districts in the South. In the 
North 1 do not know a single case 
where these schools have failed. In 
Ulster they have been entirely suc- 
cessful. Nobody challenges their 
success in the City of Dublin; but I 
will admit that if you take these 


schools over the whole of the South of: 
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Ireland their cost is not defensible. 
This is accounted for by the fact that 
the Bishops and clergy have ordered 
that Roman Catholic children shall not 
attend these schools, and those who 
do attend do so in spite of this prohibi- 
tion. The hon. Member for West 
Belfast declared that these schools 
were carried on at a maximum of cost 
and a minimum of good. I deny that 
altogether, so far as Ulster is con- 
cerned, and I will give some facts on 
that point— 

“ The entire cost of the Ulster model schools 
for the year 1889-90 was £16,706. This sum 
includes the school fees paid by the pupils. 
One-third of these fees are claimed by Her 
Majesty’ This 
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s Treasury as an ‘ extra recei 
third in the Ulster schools amounts to £922. 
If this sum is deducted, the balance will be 
£15,783.” 


It must be remembered that these 
schools are not only teaching schools 
but they are also training schools for 
teachers, and in this way they do good 
and effective work. 


“ "Lhe cost to the State of astudent in one of 
the denominational training colleges in Dublin 
is £50 perannum for males and £35 for females. 
It has already been stated that there are 
ninety-two male pupil teachers and twenty- 
eight female pup teachers in the Ulster 
model schools. The male pupil teachers are 
boarded, lodged, and educated at tht public 
expense ; the females receive an allowance in 
lieu of board. Setting aside the same sum 
for training each of these as in the training 
colleges, the amount would be £5,680. Deduct 
this sum from the balance mentioned above, 
and the net cost of the Ulster schools would 
be reduced to £10,103, and if this sum is 
divided by 4,193—the aggregate ave at- 
tendance of pupils at these schools in 1889— 
it will be found that the average cost per pupil 
was £2 8s. 2d. The following table shows the 
average cost per pupil in average attendance 
in a number of ordinary national schools for 
the same year: Carmichael National School, 
£4 03. 2d. ; Hardwick Street National School, 
Dublin, £3 1s. 10d:; Sullivan Male National 
School, Holywood, £3 9s. 1d ; Fisherwick Place 
National l, £3 1s. 7d.” 


So far as the model schools are con- 
cerned, they have been an unmixed 
blessing and boon to the entire popula- 
tion, and the Government that would 
seek to lay violent hands on the model 
schools in Ulster would raise a storm 
about their heads that they would not 
be likely to forget. Whatever may 
be said about these schools in the South 
they have been an entire and trium- 
phant success in the North, and I 
am glad the Government are standing 
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firm, so far as the main principle of 
national education is concerned. 
That principle has worked wonders in 
Ireland. At first it was boycotted by 
the then Established Chureh. It was 
not very ar with the Roman 
Catholic Church. The only religious 
community in Ireland which accepted 
the national education system in its 
entirety was the Presbyterian Church. 
We have lived to see the Roman 
Catholic Church use that system without 
danger to the faith or morals of a single 
child. The Episcopal Church, once 
established now disestablished, has 
ado the system, and it is now 
used practically all over Ireland. It 
has had to contend with the adminis- 
tration of a non-representative Board, 
but that is an inheritance of evil days 
which might be remedied. There is no 
pleasanter reading than the Census 
Returns which show the tremendous 
inroads which have been made in the 
illiteracy of the country. If you look 
at each decade you will find that a 
steady inroad has been made, and at 
the present time in Antrim you will 
find that only nine per cent. of the 
children over five years of age are 
illiterate. In Belfast it is only eight 
per cent. and in Down eleven per cent. 
These Returns show the necessity for 
compulsion, and you will find also that 
the great mass of illiteracy belongs to 
the Roman Catholic Church. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): 
And so does the poverty. 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I do not 
say it does not, but that is no argu- 
ment against compulsion, because the - 
education would be free. I am: glad 
the Government have stood firm by 
their foundation principle, and so long 
as they do so Iam perfectly certain 
that this Bill will be accepted by the 
majority of all sections in Ireland, and 
it will turn out to be a great benefit 
and a great blessing. 

Mr. FLYNN : The hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down used 
to speak for South Tyrone. Latterly: 
he has developed a tendency to spoil 
for Ulster, and to-night he has spoken 
for all Ireland, and for all classes and 
all conditions of men. I repudiate 
his right to speak for anyone but the 
electors of South Tyrone, so long as 
they return him to'this House. With / 
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his usual exaggeration and undue 
- emphasis he has told the House that 
certain middle class schools were more 
or less successful in all the provinces 
of Ireland. I venture to assert that 
with a few exceptions in Ulster 
these schools have been a failure. 
They are schools where well-to-do 
parents send their children to be edu- 
cated at the expense of the ratepayers, 
and the schools have absolutely failed 
in the purpose for which they were 
established. I challenge contradiction 
when I say that the character of the 
primary ention given by the Chris- 
tian Brothers in Cork and the large 
cities is superior to the model school 
education. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone argues against facts and 
figures; but though he desires to see 
the number of unmixed schools de- 
crease, he must take Ireland as he 
finds it; and if he finds, as is 
the fact, that the number of un- 
mixed schools is growing, that is 
proof positive that the bent of the 
Irish mind is to have schools founded 
on religion. The denominational schools 
in Ulster increased from 2,562 in 1867 
to 4,393 in 1890, and the number of 
children from 380,000 to 574,000. 
That shows, whether the Government 
like it or not, that the tendency of 
education in Ireland is towards denomi- 
national education ; and so long as the 
results are satisfactory, as shown by 
the attendance and examinations, you 
are bound to support the schools, 
whether mixed or unmixed. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. 
Russell) referred to the evidence of Mr. 
Gryce, with regard to the Christian 
Brothers, before the Commission years 
ago, as to why they withdrew their 
schools from the National Board. The 
schools were withdrawn because it was 
found impossible, within the regula- 
tions of the Board, to carry on the 
Christian Brothers’ system of com- 
bining secular and religious education. 
It could have been no light cause 
which would have induced the Chris- 
tian Brothers to withdraw their schools 
from the advantages secured by being 
under the National Board. It was on 
conscientious grounds they withdrew, 
and they are deserving of all admira- 
tion for it. If these schools are not to 
come under the Bill, I do not see how 
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the Bill will work. The compulsory 
clauses, for the present, are to apply to 
towns and cities, and it is there that the 
Christian Brothers work, and that their 
schools are most numercus, and are 
attended by the children of the bulk of 
the population. What are you going 
to do under the compulsory clauses 
where there is no. other accommodation 
for Roman Catholic children than the 
schools of the Christian Brothers? 
There are thirty-two towns in Ireland 
where there are no national schools 
for Roman Catholic boys except those 
of the Christian Brothers. ill any 
School Attendance Board punish Roman 
Catholic parents because they do not 
send their children to the Protestant 
schools? If there is no _ other 
Roman Catholic school to send 
them to except the Christian 
Brothers’ schools, what will be the 
result if they refuse to educate all the 
children without the help given to other 
schools? You would have to set up 
new buildings in all these cities at 
considerable expense, and surely it 
would be wiser, and would show some 
thought for Irish feeling, to recognise 
the claim of the Christian Brothers, 
and bring them under the operation of 
the Bill. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone said that if the Christian 
Brothers’ schools were in England at 
this time, and were carried on as they 
are now, they would not receive State 
aid. We traverse that statement, and 
say that with the system carried on as 
at present, and with the Christian 
Brothers willing to submit to inspection, 
m5 would in England receive State 
aid. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY rox 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
I ,unders the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone to say that they would 
not receive State aid unless they 
adopted the Conscience Clause. 

rn. FLYNN: The contradiction of 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
was the first I have heard of the state- 
ment made on the highest authority— 
that in England the schools would 
receive State aid. There is a strong 
feeling in Ireland with regard to the 
Christian Brothers, and _ resolutions 
have been by many Public 
Bodies asking the Government to bring 
them under the Bill; and I believe that 
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if the Government had desired to do 
so they would have found the way 
without much difficulty. I fear very 
much, if the right hon. Gentleman does 
not consent to some such proposal, the 

of the Bill will not be easy, 
for we shall have much to say on the 
point in Committee, and have to point 
out many ways in which the Christian 
Brothers could be brought under the 
Bill. My hon. Friend the Member for 
West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) proved that 
the compulsory clauses are not required 
in the towns and cities, and we cannot 
consent to their introduction into a 
Bill of this kind until you have widened 
the franchise under which the School 
Attendance Committees are elected. In 
many of the cities the franchise is high 
and restricted, and, if the Board is to 
deal with the working classes, the 
working classes should have some 
voice in their election. There are one 
or two suggestions I should like to 
make to the right hon. Gentleman. 
Assistant teachers must have third- 
class certificates, and they.are eligible 
to compete for second and first-class 
certificates ; but we think the seven 
years’ limit too long, and I wish the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider 
the point with a view to reducing that 
limit. There may be many men with 
third-class certificates, who may not 
have served seven years, and yet may 
be more able than men of longer 
service. I would suggest that the 
limit should be reduced to something 
like three years. The present limit is 
a premium on indolence, and does not 
encourage improvement, as the assis- 
tant teachers do not care to make any 
efforts when they have to wait so long. 
As regards the whole Bill, we do not 
see that any case has been made out 
for compulsion. The right hon. 
Gentleman is very amiable, but I have 
begun to observe that he is alsc very 
obstinate, especially with regard to 
suggestions from these Benches. But 
I would beg him to understand that 
when a question like that of Irish 
education is before us, the opinions of 
the Irish Representatives are entitled to 
some weight ; and I hope, when he 
comes to tell us what the intentions of 
the Government are, we shall have 
some earnest of more liberal intentions, 
and that the feelings of the Irish people 
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and their Representatives will not be 
overlooked. 

(7.48.) Mz. RENTOUL (Down, E.) : 
The chief points of objection taken 
to the Bill by the hon. Member for 
West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) were the 
question of compulsion and the grants 
to Christian Brothers’ schools. With 
regard to compulsion, he spoke of it as 
a species of coercion, an 
that the policy of the Government 
was founded altogether on coercion, 
and that in putting compulsion in this 
Bill they were carrying out their usual 
principle. I have often thought if a 
prize were offered to hon. Members 
of the Irish Home Rule Party for a 
speech in which coercion was not 
mentioned, it would be a long time 
before it was claimed. Compulsory 
education is in force in England ; and 
as hon. Members exclusively apply the 
term coercion to Irish matters, T fail 
to see how they can apply it to com- 
pulsory education. I read an account 
of the action of the Irish Bishops in 
regard to this matter, and one part of 
it I cannot understand. I can under- 
stand objecting to compulsory educa- 
tion, but I fail to understand what they 
mean by indirect compulsion. The 
term ‘optional compulsion,” used by 
the hon. Member for West Belfast, is 
still more difficult to understand. 

Mr. SEXTON: I meant that for a 
while Local Bodies are to have the 
option of adopting compulsion. 

Mr. RENTOUL: That makes it 
clear. With regard to compulsory 
education, the hon. Member knows 
very well the state of affairs in Ireland. 
The number of illiterate voters is not 
satisfactory to any Irish Representative, 
and the ch is made—not by 
me— that t Roman Catholic 
Church is the enemy of educa- 
tion. The charge was made dis- 
tinctly in some of the publications 
of the right hon. Member for Midlothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone). I take it that 
a man’s religion is in almost every 
case an accident; it depends on the 
religion in which he is born. Feeling 
that, I approach the question impar- 
tially, and try to put myself in the p 
of the Roman Catholics. Doing so, I 
feel that if I were accused of being the 
on all 


enemy of education, I should t 
from 
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every appearance of evil, and try to 
have the appearance of being anxious 
for education. Is it reasonable to think 
that the heads of the Roman Catholic 
Church are opposed to education ? For 
they must know that ple will say, 
ae re are the Roman Catholics again ; 
when there isa chance of education 
they take the lead mete people 
being compelled to educate their chil- 
dren.”” The hon. Member for West Bel- 
fast spoke of the natural love of the 
Irish parent for the education of his 
children. I am sorry I must differ from 
him on that point. In these matters 
we should speak of the places we know 
best, and the locality I know best is 
the Eastern Division of Donegal, which 
is one of the most prosperous in the 
whole of Ulster. Iwas for many years 
@ pupil at several schools there, and I 
know that a very small portion of the 
Roman Catholics sent their children 
to school. 

Mr, SEXTON: When was that? 

Mr. RENTOUL: I am speaking of 
the time when I was at school myself. 
I think, on the whole, therefore, com- 
pulsion should be adopted ; I think it 
would be for the good of the people, 
and Iam sorry to see any hon. Member 
opposite, or any members of the Roman 
Catholic Church, opposing it. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Galway 
(Colonel Nolan) said you were going 
to apply this system in the teeth of 
four-fifths of the Irish Members. I 
would remind the hon. and gallant 
Member that there are six distinct 
Parties from Ireland at present in the 
House, and that he can only speak for 
one—the Parnellite Party. On the First 
Reading of the Bill one of the ablest 
Members of the Parnellite Party, the 
hon. Member for South Armagh (Mr. 
Blane), made a speech in favour 
of compulsory education, and he 
has repeated what he said on the 
First Reading of the Bill—namely, 
that he would support this Bill ; 
and therefore he has not changed 
his opinion with regard to the matter. 
The hon. Member for West Belfast 
(Mr. Sexton) said that the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, in bringing in this 
Bill, had omitted from his calculations 
of the children attending school the 
children in the Christian Brothers’ 
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and several denominational schools.. 
That is quite true; but, at the same: 
time, I consider that this money, as I 
understand, is to be applied to the: 
national system; and I think it was 
perfectly natural that the Chief Secre- 
should confine himself to the edu- 
cational system which was within the: 
purview of the Bill,. and therefore I 
think his calculation. was perfectly fair.. 
But the hon. Member for West Belfast 
argued from England to Ireland, and 
said it was not fair,, because England 
was the richest country. in the world 
and Ireland was one of the poorest. 
That statement, of course,.was to my 
mind unfair coming from a Representa- 
tive of the City of Belfast. Belfast is,. 
I think, from all points. of view, the 
most prosperous city not only in the 
United Kingdom, but in the whole of 
Europe. The progress of its wealth 
and population has been greater than 
that of any other city in Europe during 
the last fifty years, and yet a Represen- 
tative of that city talks about Ireland 
being the poorest country on. the face 
of the earth. What applies to Belfast 
applies to a great many of the towns in 
the North of Ireland ;. it applies to four 
of the Irish counties.. The hon. Mem- 
ber forgot that in all the Unionist 
portions of Ireland the prosperity is 
greater than in England or Scotland ;. 
and if there is anything that makes 
Ireland the poorest country on the face 
of the earth it is in the parts repre- 
sented by the hon. Gentleman’s own 
friends and own Party ; and, therefore,I 
think I am justified in applying the 
same tests to England and Ireland. I 
have shown that there is the same 
rosperity in the Unionist portion of 
reland as in England ; and there is no 
doubt when Home Rule is put aside for 
ever, and when gentlemen like the hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) 
turn their attention to real constructive 
statesmanship,that the same prosperity 
will attend the rest of Ireland. The 
hon. Member for West Belfast said he 
objects to this Bill because it is grossly 
unjust to the Christian Brothers. For 
certain reasons I am in abject terror in 
referring to the Christian Brothers, 
because the last time I referred to the 
Christian Brothers I got myself into 
trouble, which obliged me to go to my 
constituency and hold ‘six meetings in 
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order to elaborately prove that I was 
not a member of the Roman Catholic 
‘Church. By producing documentary 
and other evidence I succeeded in 
proving that I was not a member of 
that Church. Having learned from ex- 
perience I shall not venture to say 
pi on that subject at all. But 
I think I may be permitted to say that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite seem to fail 
to catch our point ; but I am sure in 
point of fact they see the point very 
well. We have no objection whatever 
to the Christian Brothers’ schools in 
themselves. What we object to is the 
system of denominational education, 
and we cannot permit—and we are not 
authorised by our constituencies to 
permit—that to be done indirectly 
which we are not prepared to do 
-directly. The reason we are opposed 
to the system of denominational 
-education is that .we think that the 
bringing together of Catholics and 
Protestants in the same school and 
in the same college tends to 
do away with the religious bigotry 
which all Gentlemen, I think, on both 
sides of the House, deplore. Having 
been a pupil im a national echocl, and 
egain in an intermediate mixed schvol, 
where there were Roman Catholics, and 
having been a student im the Queen's 
College, Cork, and the Queen's College, 
Galway, where half my fellow-students 
‘were Roman Catholics, I think it has 
been very beneficial to me and to all my 
-companiens. It is not from any bigotry 
that we object to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools. If the objection to 
them arose from bigotry, I, for one, 
would never go into the Lobby to pre- 
vent them having a share of this grant. 
I would not object to them on that 

und at any risk. But I think there 
is no bigotry in saying that 
we object to denominational edu- 
‘cation, because we consider that 
‘endowing denominational education 
is endowing the Church; and I 
think I can prove that very clearly. 
When there was an attempt made in 
Ireland to get rid of the Established 
*Chureh, and when there was a compro- 
mise made with the Presbyterian 


961 


Church and an offer made to endow the 
Roman Catholic Church, we knew very 
well that the Presbyterians took their 
~endowment in the form of £75 a year to 
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each co ion ; but the Roman 
Catholics took their grant as an endow- 


ment tothe College of Maynooth, clear 
proving, in my mind, that they 
the endowment of education as the en- 


dowment of their religion. The hon. 
Member for West Belfast brings u 
again the matter of the seventy thou 
Catholics in Belfast, who have got no 
representation on the Town Council. 
That statement has been made so often 
in this House that I confess to a feeling 
of weariness. It seems that the Town 
Council of Belfast consists of some 
forty Members. I can assert with con- 
fidence and without fear of contradie- 
tion, from an intimate knowledge of 
Belfast extending over twenty years, that 
there are three hundred Protestants 
in Belfast who would come in in the 
position of Town Councillors before an 
Roman Catholic would come in at all. 
I bring forward this in order to show 
that Belfast is not open to the ch 
of bigotry which that statement wou 
seem to indicate. I wish to refer to the 
statement made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Cork (Mr. Flynn), 
that denominational schools in Ireland 
had increased marvellously between 
1867 and 1890. The Established 
Church in Ireland was against the 
National Board at first, and it had a 
large number of schools under its own 
wing; but when it was disestablished, 
or was about to be disestablished, its 
leaders knew there was no fund for 
keeping up the schools, and they recom- 
mended that all the Church denomina- 
tional schools should come in under 
the National Board. Consequently, an 
enormous number of Church schools 
came in at once after the Disestablish- 
ment, and that accounts, in my mind, 
for the enormous increase in the num- 
ber of denominational schools sinee 
1867, which the hon. Member for 
North Cork referred to. As to the 
uestion as to the want of a general 
desire to have this Bill passed, I wish 
to say that my own experience is this: 
that there is a strong desire for the 
passing of this Bill in all parts of 
Ireland. I have received letters and 
resolutions of the strongest kind from 
all quarters in favour of this Bill; and 
hon. Members opposite, so far as I 
know, have not produced any testi- 
mony with regard to the Bill from the 
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national teachers or from any section 
of the Irish people outside the clergy. 
I may read one resolution which I 
have received from the national 
teachers irrespective of creed, I under- 
stand. It states— 

“That perceiving from Mr. Balfour's state- 
ment in the House of Commons that he hopes 
to pass the ae eee, oe ae the 
General Election, 
eine G@oimasion tales glace i the china, 
\ Souid War Majesty's Goveremest in peosing 

er 

this alee ahah is so much calculated to 
benefit national education in Ireland.” 

I therefore desire most heartily and 
most strongly to support the Second 
Reading of this Bill. 
(8.55.) Mr. BLANE (Armagh, 8.) : 
I differ from some of the Members who 
sit on these Benches, inasmuch as I 
support the present Bill for what it is 
worth. There are many points in the 
Bill that I wish to see amended. I 
think that the compulsion is far too 
restricted. We require more compul- 
sion. Youshould have the same power 
to compel a man to do his duty to 
his children as you have in this 
country. This compulsion is to be 
restricted to a few places, and not to 
those which want it most. Against 
compulsory education and against free 
education we have had the prophets 
of evil, just as we had them twenty-two 
ears ago when the Education Bill was 
introduced by Mr. Forster. We were 
told that his Bill would uproot the 
Constitution, that crime would increase, 
that you would have to build more 
ls, penitenitiaries, and convict estab- 
ishments, and that life and property 
would not be secure. Every one of 
these prophecies has been reversed, 
and there is nothing more consolatory 
than to take up the educational statis- 
tics in England side by side with the 
criminal statistics. We find that in 
the five years ending 3lst December, 
11869, 1,978 people were sentenced on 
indictment in England to penal servi- 
tude. That was when the population 
was twenty-one millions. But in 
twenty years after the passing of Mr. 
Forster’s Act, when the population had 
increased by nine millions, the convicts 
had decreased to 729. Many people 
complained of the amount of money 
expended on education, but for it you 
have an excellent return in the diminu- 
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tion of the money expended on prisons. 
No less than eight convict prisons in 
England, containing accommodation 
for upwards of six thousand prisoners, 
have been since 1882 assigned to other 
purposes. These prisons have been 
swept away by reason of the Education 
Act of 1870. We expect the same 
result in Ireland, we expect to- 
increase our industry, we expect. 
to turn our gaols to other purposes. 
The decrease of crime in England’ 
since education was made com- 
ulsory has saved £150,000 a year 
in spite of the increase of population, 
and we know that that amount repre- 
sents a very large capitalised sum. 
The money, therefore, that was be- 
grudged to education has produced 
large returns in every respect. This is 
a matter in which we may also take a 
lesson from other countries. At onetime 
95 per cent. of the French in Canada 
could not sign their names. That was. 
a disastrous state of affairs, somewhat 
similar to that which exists in many 
parts of Ireland at the present time. 
The patriotic Canadians who advocated 
education were denounced as men 
animated by the worst ideas of the 
French Revolution. But the introduc- 
tion of a splendid system of education 
produced excellent results, which 
were so well illustrated at the 
Colonial Exhibition in London. An 
analysisof the Returns for the counties 
of Ireland shows that illiteracy and 
pauperism go together. It is no use 
putting our heads in the sand, and, 
ostrich-like, believing that the rest of the 
world cannot see these things. It does 
see them. I may lose my seat in this 
House for what I am saying, but I do 
not weigh it against my duty under the- 
circumstances. When we go into the 
history of other countries we find that 
it is illiteracy which conduces to the- 
destruction of nations. The educated 
nations are the safe nations, and they 
are always victorious in war. In 1870, 
twenty per cent. of the soldiers of 
France were illiterate, and even 
men from the ecclesiastical colleges 
could not use the maps with which 
they were supplied by the French 
Government. Hence French soldiers. 
lost their way, and were taken prisoners. 
by the Germans; but there were no 
instances of Germans being similarly 
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made a by the French. In 
Spain the Inquisition strangled educa- 
tion until, as the French Ambassador 
said, ‘‘ Science was a crime and ignor- 
ance a virtue.” The result is that 
Spain is now backward and non-pro- 
gressive, in _— of her great mineral 
wealth. Holland, a little country with 
no such advantages as Spain, had an 
excellent system of education, and is 
now thriving and prosperous, whilst 
+ is miserable and degraded. 
ose 


are the results of education, or 
the want of it, in nations. 
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I will now 
say a word or two as to the political 
results of the want of education. I 
am in favour of manhood suffrage, but 
manhood suffrage has for its comple- 
ment and supplement the right of 
universal education. Some illiterates 
are acute and able men, but unfortu- 
nately there are too many who cannot 
grasp the ideas of the age in which 
they live. Nothing that we have 
in the way of scientific skill or 
assay has come from the rich. 

e have got it from the poor men. 
One of the benefits that education 
would give to the people would be self- 
reliance—it would enable them to mis- 
trust the statements given on authority 
withovt examination. As this Parlia- 
ment has educated the workmen of 
England, they have become self-reliant 
—they respect themselves more than 
they used to do; crime is less, and 
there are fewer inmates in the convict 
establishments, which are being turned 
to better purposes. Let compulsory 
education be given to Ireland, and to 
the same extent as in England. We 
cannot have too much of it. There is 
not the slightest danger of anybody 
being coerced more than they deserve 
to be. I am not afraid of there not 
being school accommodation for the 
children. There was not enough school 
accommodation in England when the 
Education Act came into force, but 
millions have been spent since then on 
schools and appliances. One special 
duty which is cast upon the Govern- 
ment in connection with this Bill is the 
protection of teachers, in order to pre- 
vent them being turned adrift after, 
perhaps, ten or fifteen years’ service. 
{ am in favour of giving teachers the 
right of appeal against the managers 
which they have not hitherto had. 
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Altogether, I think that the teachers 
have a claim upon this House and 
upon the Government such as no 4 
class of men in Ireland have, and it is 
only right to say that the amopnt of 
money given under this Bill is entirely 
too small. It is only one-fifth of the 
sum which is annually spent on the 
Constabulary. The amount that is 
spent on education will be saved ulti- 
mately in prisons and in the reduction 
of crime. I intend to vote with the 
Chief Secretary in support of this Bill, 
but to amend it as far as I can in Com- 
mittee. I hopethat the Chief Secretary 
will consider the points which have 
been raised in a spirit of justice and 
equity towards the national teachers of 
Ireland. 
*(9.26.) Mr. WEBB (Waterford, 
W.): I agree with those who have 
argued that compulsion in the matter 
of education will not be well received 
by the people of Ireland at the hands 
of the power which dealt out coercion 
to them in other measures. When 
also one considers the relations of the 
clergy to the people of Ireland, it is 
impossible to leave out of account the 
opinionsof the Bishops on the subject of 
a compulsory system. Some hon. Gen- 
tlemen have spoken very slightingly of 
the Catholic Bishops; but when we 
find that they represent three-fourths 
of the people of Ireland, it is impos- 
sible not to feel that the question must 
be very carefully considered. What we 
want to see in regard to education is 
that it shall be a system which is in 
full accord with the wishes of the 
people. A desire has been manifested 
by some sections of Protestants to 
hinder the full development of the 
Catnolic population of Ireland. Now, 
that appears to me to be a great mis- 
take. It is desirable to —— fully- 
equipped citizens instead of cramped 
and partially-developed members of the 
community. It is unfair to throw 
illiteracy in the face of the Catholic 
population, because Catholic education 
has been hindered by Protestants. If 
Catholics are behind Protestants in the 
matter of education, the fact is not to 
be wondered at; it is the inevitable 
result of past legislation. Anyone who 
examines the statistics contained in 
the Census Returns will now see 
that there has been a rise of educa- 











267 National Education {COMMONS} (Ireland) Bill. 268 
tion all over Ireland at quite} essence of English legislation is that 
as quick a rate among Catho-| we avail ourselves of t institu- 
lics as among the Protestants.| tions and powers, and as we have 


Gentlemen from Ulster have opposed 
undenominational education. I find 
that the religious denominations in 
Ulster, in comparison with the same 
denominations in other parts of Ireland, 
have more illiterates. As regards the 
Catholics, in seven out of the nine 
counties in Ulster about twenty per 
cent. are returned as illiterate, whereas 
it is only that in five of the eighteen 
counties of Munster and Leinster. In 
Armagh, Donegal, -Londonderry, and 
Tyrone the Presbyterians are worse in 
the matter of education than the Pres- 
byterians in other parts of Ireland. So 
that I do not think the systems of edu- 
cation in Ulster can “ viewed as 
models. At present education in all its 
branches is narrowed. The national 
schools of Ireland have only twenty- 
five literary books to choose from, in- 
cluding geographies, whereas the London 
School Board has a list of 750 books of 
the same character. Then history is 
prohibited on the plea that Irish educa- 
tion must embrace nothing of a political 
character, but in the library of the 
London School Board on the Embank- 
ment I have seen books for use in the 
Board Schools as unfair as any Irish 
histories can be said to be, and religious 
prints and pictures are allowed that 
would not be allowed in an Irish 
Catholic School. So much regarding 
the general system. If there is one 
thing in which the Irish people are 
largely interested, it is this subject of 
education; and as regards the Christian 
Brothers, I have received more resolu- 
tions from Boards of Guardians and 
Town Councils respecting the exclusion 
of their schools from the grant than I 
have received on any other subject since 
I have been connected with this House. 
When I see how these Brothers have been 
entrusted with the care of boys, and 
when I remember that in Gibraltar and 
other possessions they are receiving 
grants, I do not discern how that course 
can be much longer neglected in Ire- 
land. These men are devoting their 
lives to education; their schools are 
admirable, and the present attitude 
towards them is a violation of the 
very principle upon which Mr. 
Forster's Act was The very 


Mr. Webb 





in the Christian Brothers a system 
working admirably, to fail to utilise it - 
seems to me a very narrow policy. I 


do not think that the effort 
to force people to educate to- 
gether is productive of so much 


real enlightenment and toleration as 
the wider system of education. I have 
seen the books used in the schools of 
the Christian Brothers, and those of 
the National Schools are not to be 
compared with them. Attending one 
of the celebrations at Cork last Christ- 
mas I examined the books given to 
the boys. The presents embraced the 
best English works, and indeed I do not 
believe it is possible in more than one 
case out of twenty to judge from the 
works the religious character of the 
institutions of the Christian Brothers. 
It is a great mistake to suppose that 
they are giving a narrow education. 
their whole endeavour being to bring 
out the faculties of the boys. It will 
be a great mistake if the Govern- 
ment does not lend them support. 
It will be impossible much longer to 
refuse to acknowledge the religious 
feeling of parents in Ireland. All 
parents desire that their children 
should be influenced by the religion 
they hold. I believe that our future 
depends largely upon education. If 
we are to be cramped in this con- 
nection, results in the domain of 
social advancement may be as disas- 
trous as during last century, when 
efforts were made to put down our 
material prosperity. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): To my 
mind this Debate has been very 
insincere. The speech of the hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) 
did not convey the impression to my 
mind that he was insisting upon a 
Division. Neither did he move the 
rejection of the Bill. I come to the 
conclusion that the propositions he 
advanced were aired for the purpose of 
hoodwinking the Bishops of Ireland. 
There is no intention whatever to 
oppose this Bill, and it would have 
saved the time of the House if hon. 
Members on this side had refrained 
from opposing the Second Reading. 
The hon. Member for West Belfast said 
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there was no connection between the 
-compulsory clauses of the Bill and the 
-money grant. Why, we have been 
for the last twenty years taught by the 
‘hon. Member's friends ‘that com- 
pulsory education could not be enforced 
-unless it were accompanied by free 
-education. We have compulsory edu- 
cation in the clauses of the Bill, 
‘followed by a money grant which 
pays for the extra work which the 
teachers in Ireland will have to dis- 
charge, so.that I think there is a 
very near connection between compul- 
-sion and the money grant. I think 
that to-night the teachers of Ireland 
will find that they have good friends in 
.the House of Commons. I venture 
to say that hon. Members who sat 
here when the First Reading was asked 
for applauded the compulsory clauses 
of the Bill, and shouted out jubilantly 
that it was time compulsion shouid be 
enforced in Ireland; and I think those 
Members will to-night give a silent vote 
in favour of the Bill. I myself was in 
doubt as to whether compulsion should 
be.applied to Ireland until I heard the 
leader of the hon. Member for West 
Belfast declare that compulsion was 
necessary in some form or other. The 
words of the hon. Member for London- 
derry (Mr. Justin McCarthy) on that 
occasion were— 

“ The right hon. Gentleman spoke at some 
length of compulsion. I never understood 
that there was in Ireland any absolute objec- 
tion to the principle of compulsion, provided 
there was a certain amount of care in the time, 
the development, and the application of it. The 
right hon. Gentleman has spoken as to the ne- 
cessity of elasticity in the application of the 
princi What we want to know is whether 
the elasticity is to be elastic enough, and 
whether the elasticity always means that it 
will be elastic at the right time and in the right 


I venture to say there is enough elas- 
ticity in the Bill provided by the right 
hon. Gentleman. I know something of 
the compulsory clauses of the English 
Education Act, and I am satisfied that 
the clauses in this Bill are much easier 
than the clauses applicable to the people 
in this country. Three miles is the 
limit in England, two miles in Ireland, 
and where there is difficulty in the way 
of.a child going to school, the limit 
may be decreased. Then, again, with 
regard to the exemption from attend- 
ance, there are provisions, and the 
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reasons are also taken into considera- 
tion. Thus there is plenty of elasticity 
with regard to the working of the com- 
pulsory part of the Bill. But while I 
approve uf these conditions, I fear that 
the right hon. Gentleman will have 
some difficulty in carrying them out. 
If the Bill sins at all it sins in omission. 
Neither the Government nor the School 
Attendance Committee can carry out 
the provisions of this Bill unless ample 
accommodation is provided for the 
scholars in future. I remember that 
when Mr. Forster put forward his 
Act of 1870 he said he would 
scatter good schools throughout the 
country. When he made his average 
attendance 1,800,000, school places to 
the number of 1,500,000 were lacking, 
but the working of the Education Aet 
since that time has provided places for 
5,500,000 children. In the application 
of the compulsory clauses the late Mr. 
Forster saw that it was necessary to 
provide additional accommodation. 
The right hon. Gentleman has failed to 
make that provision. In reply to a 
question by me the right hon. Gentle- 
man adduced statistics to show that in 
Ireland there was plenty of accom- 
modation. If he will look at the last 
Report of the Commissioners of National 
Education he will find on page 1 a 
foot-note stating that the number of 
pupils on the rolls who made any 
attendances at our schools between 
lst January and 31st December, 
1890, was 1,037,000. The right hon. 
Gentleman told us that the average 
attendance of boys and girls was a 
little over 440,000, and that the accom- 
modation was equal to 770,000 school 
places ; but that leaves a deficiency of a 
quarter of a million of school places. Sup- 
pose you were to put these compulsory 
clauses into operation to-morrow, how 
would you provide places? It would 
be like trying to get a quart of liquid 
into a pint bottle. I trust before we 
go into Committee on this Bill that 
the right hon. Gentleman will do some- 
thing in the direction of increased 
accommodation. To-day I asked a 
question with regard to certain 
insanitary schools in the County 
Tyrone. Of that answer I have nothing 
to complain ; but those schools are not 
alone. There are many insanitary 
schools in Ireland, and for that reason 
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the attendance is in many cases low, 
If we add children who on account of 
insanitary conditions do not attend 
school, the necessity for increased ac- 
commodation is further shown. I am 
prepared to give my hearty support to 
the compulsory clauses believing that 
the Government will provide the 
necessary school places, and by making 
the schools satisfactory in a sanitary 
sense remove cause for hesitation as to 
sending children to school. As com- 
pulsion will cast additional work upon 
the teachers, I think the £210,000 is 
rightly allocated to them. I go quite 
as far as any Member on this side of 
the House in my regard for the 
Christian Brothers. My earliest re- 
collections are in. connection with 


them. And although they are 
doing a good work in Ireland 
we must remember that these 


schools are really secondary schools. 
Although I deprecate this discussion, 
and believe it to be half-hearted and 
misleading in its character, yet I am 
of opinion that great good will result 
to Ireland by the Bill, and I shall give 
it my cordial support. 

(10.2.) Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY 
(Longford, N.): I have observed that 
during the Debate the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland (Mr. Jackson) has been 
lying supine on the Treasury Bench. 

Mr. JACKSON: The hon. Member 
has not observed correctly. I have 
carefully followed the discussion, and 
am waiting to reply. 

Mr. HEALY: I am very glad to 
hear the right hon. Gentleman say so. 
It may have been consoling to him to 
have heard remarks in support of the 
Bill from some Gentlemen on this side 
whose seats in the next Parliament 
have been provided for. 

Mr. CONWAY: Perhaps your own 
is not too safe. 

Mr. HEALY: Now, asI understand, 
the Government wants to get through 
all the Supply and a certain number 
of small Bills soon after the Whitsun- 
tide holidays. It, therefore, comes to 
this: You may love your Bill very 
much, and you may dislike your oppo- 
nents very much, but what prevails in 
this prosaic place, afterall; is what is 
called practical politics. The right 


hon. Gentleman (Mr. Jackson), flushed 
by the enthusiasm of the speech just 
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delivered from this side of the House, 
may get up and make a very demon- 
strative h in favour of this Bill, 
and he may say that he will die on the 
floor before he will er a clause ; 
but, Sir, we are going to the coun 

in June, and I oie right hon. Gen, 
tleman to cut his coat acvording to his 
cloth, and to be good enough to 
moderate any excess of ambition he 
may possess at this period of the 
Session with regard to this Bill. We 
have been challenged, Mr. Speaker, to 
go into the Lobby against this Bill. 
Well, I have no intention to do other- 
wise. My hon. Friend the Member 
for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) has put 
one or two points with great cogency. 
First and foremost, it is the Local 
Authorities who will have to enforce 
attendance under this Act. And here 
let me say that in the abstract I am in 
favour of compulsory education ; and if 
you will allow us to draw up a4 
Bill and pass it, I venture to say 
we will succeed in getting more 
children on to the school register than 
you will do by means of this Bill. I 
deny that there is any genuineness or 
sincerity in the mind of the Govern- 
ment with regard to benefitting Ireland. 
Why do they force upon us Bills we do 
not want, and refuse us Bills which we 
are clamouring for? It is absurd to 
suppose that the Chief Secretary can 
know what will be to the advantage of 
my country better than I do. The 
right hon. Gentleman comes from 
somewhere in Leeds; he is leased to. 
us in Ireland for a short time; he draws 
a handsome salary for governing our 
country, and, under those circumstances, 
he thinks he is justified in dogmatising 
as to the manner in which my children 
are to be educated. How would the 
right hon. Gentleman like me to go to 
Leeds, and if I succeeded in getting on 
to the School Board there, boss the 
education of his children? Now, Sir, I 
will make an offer. Give us the same 
municipal franchise as you have in 
England, aid we will allow this Bill to 
be passed without loss of time. Is 
that a fair offer? I think a proper 
Motion to make on this occasion would 
be one to the effect that this House is 
not prepared to proceed with a Bill of 
this kind without the existence of 
Local Authorities, constituted in the 
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same manner as in this country. I] po 


think a Motion of that kind meas 
Gentlemen in somewhat of a difficulty, 
because they are refusing to extend to 
Ireland the same facilities in connection 
with this Bill as exists in E. d and 
Scotland. If there is anything that 
makes me tired in this House it is 
listening to comparisons between Irish, 
and “English, and Scotch Bills. 
Whenever it suits,the English and Scotch 
systems are thrust down our throats ; 
but the moment we ask for a Bill on 
the same model, we are refused—the 
medicine is not good for Ireland. A 
foreign doctor prescribes for us out of 
a foreign pharmacopeia and in a foreign 
language. I am glad the First Lord has 
come into the House; and I will repeat 
the offer I have already made—namely, 
that if the Government will give 
us the same franchise for Ireland 
as in England and Scotland, they can 
pass their Bill practically without dis- 
cussion. The right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour) does not feel in- 
clined, any more than the Chief Secre- 
tary, to accept that offer, and yet I 
have not the smallest doubt that his 
Primrose League tight-rope perform- 
ances during the next month will con- 
sist of denunciations of the Irish Mem- 
bers for obeying the dictates of 
Catholic Bishops and refusing to allow 
this Bill to become law. I contend 
that the refusal of the Government to 
pass the Bill upon the conditions I 
have suggested shows the unreality of 
their desire to benefit Ireland in the 


matter of education, and I warn the | 


Government that unless they allow 
the English conditions to obtain, 
we will make it impossible for them 
to pass this Bill. In addition to re- 
quiring the English franchise, we insist 
upon compulsory sites for schools, 
just the same as is the case in this 
country. Unless we possess that power, 
it will be absolutely impossible for 
us in many cases to obtain a site on 
which to erect a school. As evidence 
of this, I might refer to the Isle of 
Annan, where the Lord Lieutenant had 
to protest against the local landlords, 
who would not give him a square rood. 
of land on which to build a school for 
the unhappy islanders. That is a most 
essential point. Another thing the 
Irish Members will not tolerate is the 
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wer ‘to remove or dissolve the 
School Attendance Committee. Again, 
we insist upon the application of the 
English model. These are three 

inal matters upon which we are 
entitled to satisfaction. Now, Sir, we 
hear a good deal about the benefits of 
education ; but what is education? I 
might as well ask, with Pilate,‘ What is. 
truth?” The teaching that goes on 
from the text books provided by the 
Education Department is absurd, and 
I think the children should be protected 
from learning such stuff. The whole 
system is a gross absurdity. You 
bring a lot of young men to Dublin 
and cram them with what is little 
better than nonsense. Here is one 
thing they have to s in. The ex- 
aminers take some of the brutally spelt. 
words of the language we are now talk- 
ing, and they say, ‘‘ State the number 
of exceptions to the second rule of 
spelling.” Would anybody be less un- 
educated if he were unable to state the 
exceptions to the rules of apnge 
Could the brilliant statesmen on the- 
Treasury Bench tell the House what 
those exceptions are? I denounce 
as an atrocity these absurd rules; which 
a number of pundits in the Education 
Department have got together. A 
breath of sweet air should be sent 
blowing through all these educational 
cobwebs. Then there is your splendid 
system of grammar. Would anybody 
be a bit the worse if they did not 
know it? Why should children be 
taught grammar? And yet, forsooth, 
fathers are to be fined five shillings for 
every day their children are not sent to- 
school to learn it. I went into a school 
in Donegal a couple of years ago, and I 
found that not a child there could 
speak English, although they could all 
read it; and that was going on under 
the presidency of Sir Patrick Keenan, 
who, twenty years before, when a 
School Inspector, denounced, in 
connection with this very county, the 
system of teaching a child to read a 
language which they did not under- 
stand. I ask the Government if that 
is a sensible system to adopt. I say,. 
if these children are to be compulsorily 
educated, let it be in their own lan- 
guage; and here I must remind the 
House of what goes on in Wales and 
the Highlands of Scotland. As I 








275  #$ National Education 


vanderstand, the Welsh children are 
allowed to pass in the Welsh language, 
‘and the Gaelic children in the Gaelic 

; and I can assure the Chief 
‘Secretary for Ireland that, when we 
-come to discuss what education is in 
‘Committee, we will put down Amend- 
‘ments with a view to his enlightenment 
‘on this subject, and we will thresh out 
‘the question whether the children in 
Donegal and similar parts of Ireland 
zare to be compelled to learn a language 
as foreign to them as the Chinese, 
when they might get a decent education 
in their own language. We often hear 
‘the stupidity of the illiterate Irish 
peasant denounced; but if I had to 
‘spend my life on a desert island with 
either an Irish peasant or an Irish 
‘Chief Secretary, I should prefer to be 
with the peasant. Although these 
peasants are not educated in any sense 
-of the word, yet they have just as 
muuch intelligence and shrewdness as 
tthose who despise them. The habit of 
denouncing them indulged in by the 
English prigs and Philistines is galling 
-and detestable tome. And now I will 
~say a few words about the teaching of 
ithe Christian Brothers—a worthy body 
‘of men, earning no salary, but proud 
‘to live on the charity of the people. 
"These men devote their lives to celibacy 
.and good works and to the education 
cof the children of Ireland; but their 
Offence is that they put up their 
‘crucifix in the schools. It reminds me 
‘of an old parish priest, who once 
remarked to me that, apparently, the 
‘lion and the unicorn meant Christianity, 
‘whilst the crucifix was the symbol of 
‘idolatry. These are the sentiments 
‘that prevail amongst our enlightened 
masters. Because the Christian 
Brothers, who devote their days and 
nights to good works, put up a 
crucifix in their schools, the British 
nostril goes up to an angle of seventy- 
five degrees. These Christian Brothers 
provide an education suitable to the 
wants of the people; but as long as it 
‘does not square with the rules laid 
down by the English Government they 
are refused all State aid. Then we 
object to a system which would compel 
children to be educated under a 
Board, composed of men who are, 
with very few exceptions, alto- 
gether opposed to the principles 
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And who are the gentlemen under 
whom this system is to be enforced? 
There are a number of gentlemen who 
have been expelled from Parliament 
because they did not represent the wishes 
of the people; there is the leading Prim- 
roser of Ireland—in fact, the Board 
seems to consist of one or two Judges, 
& County Court Judge, a Protestant 
minister, and a lot of expelled Members 
of Parliament, and you ask us to bow 
down and worship a Board of that 
kind. First reform the Board and put 
on it men whom the people trust, and 
do not attempt to administer, by means 
of a Board which is repugnant and 
hateful te the Irish pecple, an exclusive 
system which would leave 70,000 
Catholics at the mercy of an alien 
religion. It has been held that if a 
man spends an hour in gaol for 
non-payment of a fine he loses the 
franchise, and the House will see how 
the Catholics of West Belfast and 
Derry are likely to fare in this respect. 
The Orange Corporatior of Belfast 
cannot be trusted in a matter of this 
kind. The Catholics are the poorest 
portion of the country and the Pro- 
testants the richest. I know you 
represent that that is due to your 
superior education, but I attribute it 
simply to robbery in past times. If the 
Government desire to introduce some 
alleviation into the minds of the Irish 
people on this matter, I beg of them 
to recognise the Christian Brothers’ 
Schools. There may be some principle 
of British logic which affords a 
reason why you should not do as 
we want, but we do not want your 
logic or your reasons ; we want vou to 
act on the wishes of the people. If you 
do not wish to give the people what 
they want, you can always find logic 
and reason on your side; but if you 
want to act in accordance with the 
wishes of the people, those wishes 
are that the Christian Brothers should 
be recognised, and should receive the 
assistance to which their work entitles 
them. Pay the men for the work they 
do, and if you find that they turn out 
children as well as the other schools 
pay them accordingly. What has the 
crucifix to do with it? I take the 
strongest exception to the bona sides of 
the Government in relation to a Reso- 
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lution which was passed in this House 
the other day. We asked that a rule as 
to the use of schools for meetings should 
be applied to Ireland, but we were 
told that it was not suited to our 
country, and you refused it. Then how 
do you make out that this system is 
suited to Ireland? Who is to be the 
judge of suitability? Is it always to 
be the Tory Government? You say 
that one thing is not suited to the 
genius of the Irish am, co But surely 
the Irish people know better than you, 
and now we make a demand that the 
Irish people should have their own 
way, and we are refused on the opposite 
ground. But this question is so 
entangled with contentious ques- 
tions that I am _ afraid, unless 
the Government is prepared to concede 
something as to what is suited to the 
genius of the Irish people, there is 
very little chance of getting this Bill 
through this Session. J look upon 
this Bill as a Greek gift, not honestly 
or fairly intended. Of compulsory 
education in the abstract I am in 
favour, but it is given in this Bill 
under a guise which from its nature 
is entitled to, and will receive, the 
strongest opposition. 

(10.40.) Tae CHIEF SECRETARY 
rok TRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, 
N.): Iam sure everybody will appre- 
ciate the new character in which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman appears 
as the champion of chivalry and 
courtesy, and also his new character as 
the deliverer of Ireland from all its 
wrongs by a policy of preventing the 

r peasant in Donegal from learning 
the English language. I think, if we 
contemplate the children of these poor 
peasants growing up under his system 
and only able to speak the Irish 
language, he will see that they may 
live to curse rather than to bless 
him. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: What I 
spoke of was the system of Sir Patrick 
Keenan in teaching the children 
English through the medium of the 
Irish language. The children at 
ae are not being taught English, 

ut only to read a few words in 
English. 

Mr. JACKSON : I am glad to find 
that I misunderstood the hon. Gentle- 
man, He gave the impression that he 
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complained that they were being taught. 
to spell words in English, and I under-. 
stood that he ferred that they 
should not learn English at all. 

Mr. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman is entirely in error. I do- 
not object to their being taught 
English, but being taught to r a 
few words is a very different thing. 
If the right hon. Gentleman were 
taught to read a few words in Chinese, 
that would not be teaching him the 
Chinese language. 

Mr. JACKSON : I hope, if they are 
not being taught to read English, they 
will be. There can be no question 
that it is our bounden duty, in the in- 
terests of the children themselves, to- 
see that education is conferred on them 
in the way that will be most advan- 
tageous to them. I will now refer to. 
some of the points that have been 
raised in the Debate, and I do not think 
it is necessary for me to argue the 
question of compulsion, because, as I 
understand, the principle is admitted 
by everybody. It is desirable to have 
some method of compulsion, not for 
the sake of having compulsion, but with 
the object of insuring a better average 
of continuous attendance at school. I 
have heard, in the course of this De- 
bate, no proposal which would take the 
place of compulsion and secure the 
object better. No one can deny that, 
from whatever point we look at it, 
there is room in the average attendance 
of children at schoo! in Ireland for 
great improvement. There is room not 
only to make the attendance more 
regular and continuous, but also to 
make a much better average attend- 
ance than is made now. The hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton), 
in a speech of great ability and clear- 
ness, in which he put his points with 
great force, we tore to the question of 
the relative attendance of children at 
school in England and in Ireland. I 
have gone very carefully into the 
figures, and I cannot in the slightest 
degree depart from the statement I 
made in introducing this Bill. I have 
compared the average attendance with 
the number on the rolls for Eng- 
land and for Ireland, and I[ 
have found this result. Whilst in 
England the percentage of average 
attendance to the numbers on the rolls 
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is about seventy-nine, the percentage 
in Ireland is only about fifty-nine. 
‘That, I say, is a great discrepancy, 
especially when compared with the 
facts in 1871, when the average attend- 
ance in Ireland was practically better 
than the average attendance in 


England. 

Me. SEXTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has been told before that 
there area million children in England 
who are not on the rolls. Why does 
he not take the percentage on the popu- 
lation, and then he would find that 
there is only a difference of about three- 
<juarters per cent. between the two 
<ountries ? 

Mr. JACKSON : The hon. Member 
seems to think that the number on the 
rolls in Ireland is relatively larger than 
it is in England ; but if the figures are 
tested in that way it will be found that 
the percentage in England works out 
to 16°3, and in Ireland to 17°8. 

Mr. SEXTON: Not at all; in Ire- 
land it is twenty-two per cent. 

Mr. JACKSON: How he makes 
that percentage from the official Returns 
I am at a ioss to understand. I am 
taking the figures of the Education 
Department, but if the hon. Gentleman 
prefers to take into account the million 
that he has stated it makes his case 
very much worse. 

Mr. SEXTON : Why should not the 
right hon. Gentleman take the per- 
«centage attendance on the population, 
aad then it would be seen that there 
is very little difference between England 
and Ireland. 

Mr. JACKSON : That again will not 
serve him, because, although we may 
take credit for a great deal, we cannot 
take credit for the English families 
being larger than the Irish families. I 
«lo not admit that the number of chil- 
<lren is larger in proportion to the 
population than in Ireland. 

rR. TIMOTHY HEALY: The 
number of marriages is greater in 


England. 

Tir. JACKSON: I am afraid it is 
impossible to carry on a consecutive 
ment under these circumstances. 

rn. SPEAKER: -Order, order ! 

Mr. JACKSON : I think it will be 
found, if the s are carefully ex- 





amined, that the position which I desired 
to state is accurate, and that is that 
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the average attendance in Ireland is 
much worse than the average attend- 
ance in England. That is the point I 
want to bring before the House. If 
that were the only truth I believe that 
would be a sufficient justification. But 
on the principle of compulsion I would 
make this remark. If it is true that 
there are on the rolls in Ireland eight 
hundred thousand or a million children, 
the only object we have is to try and 
induce or compel these children to 
make a better average attendance at 
school. There is no change in the 
schools to which these children are 
asked to go. There is no wish on the 
part of the Government to bring about 
any change. We only wish to bring to 
bear some pressure that will enable 
the teachers to get a better average 
attendance of scholars. I am willing 
to admit frankly what the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Belfast has said about 
the desire of Irish parents to 
have their children educated, but 
I must make the admission as applying 
to some and not to all. Something has 
been said to-night about the difference 
between the towns and the counties, 
between the cities and the rural dis- 
tricts. It is a curious fact that although 
you might have expected in the rural 
districts, where the schools are wide 
apart and the population is scattered, 
that education would be less advanced 
than in the eities, where the schools 
are near and the facilities for attend- 
ance are greater, as a matter of fact 
the very opposite isthe case. The per- 
centage of illiterates of children of 
school age is considerably greater in 
the cities than it is in the country dis- 
tricts. There is another curious fact— 
that both apparently in the cities and 
in the country districts the education 
of the women is better than the educa- 
tion of the men. I will give a few 
figures, and they are — from 
the last Census Returns, showing the 
illiteracy computed upon the numbers 
of the population between the ages of 
nine and twelve, and I will take the 
column for males. The House will 
take it from me that the proportion of 
illiteracy is smaller amongst females 
than amongst males. In Donegal 
County there are sixteen per cent, of 
illiterates between the ages of nine and 
twelve; in Waterford, 11:4; in Wex- 
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ford, twelve; in Galway, 13°7. The 
others range from about three up 
to nine per cent.. In Dublin 
City the percentage is 149; in 
Limerick, 11°6 ; in Waterford City, 
14:7; in Galway City, 14-5. The per- 
centage of illiterates in the cities as a 
whole is 9:3, whereas the percentage in 
the counties is only 8:1. Therefore the 
percentage of illiterates in the cities is, 
as I have said, greater than in the 
country districts. Between the ages 
of nine and twenty there are in Ireland, 
according to the last Census, no fewer 
than 78,900 persons who can neither 
read nor write. I think that is a con- 
dition of things which it is our duty to 
alter, it is our duty to find a remedy for. 
That is not a fault of the existing 
system. It is the fault of those persons 
who neglect to see that their children 
go to school. There are some other 
figures that I might have referred to ; 
but I will state this fact generally: that 
of the children who fill the industrial 
and reformatory schools in Ireland 
only six per cent. can read and write. 

Mr. SEXTON: Many of them are 
deserted children. 

Mr. JACKSON : I agree that many 
of them are deserted, but it is exactly 
these children we want to get into the 
schools. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: How do 
you do that under this Bill ? 

Mr. SEXTON: You can do that 
under the existing law. 

Mr. JACKSON: There will be no 
difficulty in dealing with deserted chii- 
dren, and children who fill the indus- 
trial and reformatory schools, as well 
as with other children under this Bill. 
But what I wanted to point out was 
that a very large proportion of the 
children who are sent into these indus- 
trial and reformatory schools are sent 
there from the cities, and we think this 
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is a x * serious condition of 
things. e have more _illite- 
rates, and worse attendance; we 
have more crime, and more 


children who are being brought up in 
crime, in the cities than in the country. 
It has been said by the hon. Member 
for West Belfast that compulsion is not 
suited to Ireland, and apparently it 
has been put forward that it is not 
suited to the Roman Catbolic portion 
of Ireland. All I would say on that 
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int is this. There are a num- 
of Roman Catholic schools in this 
country, and+ I see no difference 
between the Roman Catholic schools in 
this country and the Roman Catholic 
schools in Ireland as regards the abilit 
to give average attendance. In England 
the average attendance at the Roman 
Catholic schools is just as good as it is 
in the Board schools or in the Church 
of England schools; and, therefore, 
it is not a question of religion. The 
cost of education in Ireland is far 
higher than it isin England, and there- 
fore I think it is quite clear, as regards 
the application of compulsion, that that 
is not a question which can be more 
objectionable to the Roman Catholics 
in Ireland than it is in England. I 
believe the Roman Catholics in 
England would be the first to acknow- 
ledge that the application of compul- 
sion in this country has contributed 
largely to benefit their schools and to 
improve the average attendance. With 
regard to the other points that were 
raised I need only say a few words. 
The hon. Member for West Belfast re- 
ferred to the resolution passed by the 
Bishops, and said that any resolu- 
tion passed by such a body was 
deserving of every respect and 
of the most careful consideration. 
One of the objections raised was with 
regard to the supply of schools; it was 
pointed out that more schools were 
wanted and that a better supply of 
schools ought to be provided. I entirely 
agree with the view that if it be found 
that, by reason of increased attendance, 
the’ schools: are either overcrowded or 
there are not schools enough, more 
a ought to be made in the 
uilding of schools. It must not be 
supposed, however, that nothing is 
being done in that direction. We are 
making grants to the extent of £40,000 
a year in aid of the building of schools 
in Ireland, and the process of building 
additional schools and replacing the 
old ones is going on ata fairly satis- 
factory rate. Another question was 
the want of facilities for training 
teachers. I favour as strongly as 


anyone the providing of additional 
facilities for training teachers and im- 
roving the qualifications of those who 
ve not been trained. To my mind it 
is one of the blots on the education 
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system in Ireland that we. have prac- 
tically only one-third of the teachers 
in the national schools who are trained 
teachers—only one-third hold certifi- 
cates as trained teachers. In this 
respect the Roman Catholics are worse 
off than the Protestants, for of the 
Roman Catholic teachers only one- 
fourth are trained teachers, while about 
fifty-two per cent. of the Protestant 
teachers are trained. Anything which 
can be. done to improve the training 
and the supply of trained teachers will 
have my active support. Reference 
was made to the establishment of local 
infant schools. I say that it-would be 
impossible to provide infant schools 
apart from the other schools, because 
the children who attend them could 
hardly come and go without someone 
to take care of them, and it is a great 
convenience if the small children can 
go to school with the elder ones. I 
think the objection could be met by 
the provision of better school accom- 





modation. Now, Sir, a point to which 
great importance has been attached, 
and which I admit is important, was 


raised by the hon. Members for North 
Longford (Mr. T. M. Healy) and West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton), who both attached 
great weight to it. It is that no pro- 
vision is made in the Bill of compulsory 
powers for the acquisition of sites. I 
think the House will agree that if the 
case can be made out—one or two 
instances were given—that there are 
cases where land is refused for sites for 
schools, the difficulty must be got over 
by giving compulsory powers, and I 
think it will be possible to bring 
up a clause to meet the case. Reference 
was made to indirect compulsion and 
the limiting of employment. As regards 
indirect compulsion I am bound to say, 
so far as Iam able to understand the 
proposals that have been made, we 
might arrive at this result : You would 
prohibit employment, and unless you 
took some steps to secure education 
the children would be neither employed 
nor educated, which I think would be 
a rather worse position than the present 
one, for there would be no advantage 
in keeping the children idle unless you 
are going to get them into the schools, 
and they would be better in employment 
than idling about-the streets. I donot 
think, therefore, the proposals are 
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ny 4 practicable. Reference was made 
to the convent schools, that they were 
badly paid. The Bill deals with money 
now at our disposal, and I will venture 
to say that, as regards the allocation 
to convent schools under this Bill of 
their portion of £210,000, they have no 
injustice done to them. It will be 
generally admitted that they have been 
treated fairly, but it must be borne in 
mind that convent schools have it in 
their power to be paid on exactly the 
same terms as any other schools. They 
can come forward and adopt classifica- 
tion, and be paid class salaries ; twenty- 
five of these schools are so paid. The 
other two hundred and forty-seven are 
paid by capitation grant, but very much 
better than they used to be; and it is 
admitted that, as regards the allocation 
of the money under this Bill, we have 
done full justice to them. The hon. 
Member for West Belfast raised several 
other objections, one of which was— 
and his words made considerable im- 
pression on me, as I desire the protec- 
tion of every creed—that there is no 
provision for the representation of the 
various denominations on the Attend- 
ance Committees or among the officers. 
T have all the way through desired that 
there should be no friction, no injustice 
done either to Protestant or Catholic ; 
and anything I can do to prevent fric- 
tion and to give due representation, so 
that there shall be no feeling of injus- 
tice on one side or the other, I will do. 

Mr. SEXTON: Extend the fran- 
chise. 

Mr. JACKSON: Well, that would 
neither meet the difficulty nor remedy 
it. I think some Amendment might 
be made in Committee which would 
secure that not less than one cf each 
denomination should be on the Attend- 
ance Committee, and that there should 
be a proportional representation 
of the various denominations on the 
Boards of Management. My own im- 
pression is that you could not have 
@ more practical body to work what is 
called compulsion, but what I desire to 
call ensuring better attendance at 
schools, than a committee consisting 
largely of school managers themselves ; 
and if some plan of that sort would meet 
the view of the hon. Gentleman, I 
should be glad, as far as I can, to carry 
it out, asit is not opposed to the principle’ 
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of the Bill, and is desired in more than 
one quarter. I will endeavour to find 
some words to meet the case. The hon. 
Member referred to the Education 
Department's power to fix the number 
of attendances. On the introduction 
of the Bill I stated that our object was 
to give as much elasticity as possible 
in this respect, and not to have a hard 
and fast rule applied to both town 
and country. There might be some 
districts in which it was possible, with- 
out inconvenience, to have a_ better 
average of attendance than in others, 
and I thought it desirable that that 
should be taken into account. My 
view was that it was better to leave it 
to the Education Department, but if it 
is thought better to leave it to the 
School Attendance Committees of large 
districts to fix the minimum number of 
attendances, subject to the approval of 
the Education Department, I do not 
see any objection to that. Then, with 
regard to the power of the Education 
Department to supersede the Attend- 
ance Committees. Well, Sir, I am no 
lover of the power of superseding bodies 
of this description ; but I say it is no 
use, it is futile, to form a committee 
and entrust it with important duties of 
this description unless you provide 
some means of enforcing their fulfil- 
ment in case of failure or refusal. I 
think the proposal in the Bill is the 
best. If we were to insert a new 
election instead of that proposal, the 
Department might call upon the Local 
Authority to elect a new committee, 
but there would be no power to enforce 


1b. 

Mr. SEXTON: There would be the 
same power to enforce a new election as 
to enforce any other election. 

Mr. JACKSON : I have thought, in 
the absence of any better plan, that that 
suggestion in the Bill is the simplest 
and most effective. If any hon. 
Member has a better plan I shall be glad 
to consider it. Now, Sir, with regard to 
the question of the Christian Brothers. 
I felt this, listening, as I did, to the 
hon. Member for Waterford: I won- 
dered why the Christian Brothers did 
not come within the rules of the Edu- 
cation Department. There was nothing 
in the speech of the hon. Member for 
Waterford (Mr. Webb) to show that 
the Christian , Brothers do anything 


VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 


(30 May, 1892} 





(Ireland) Bill. 286. 


that would shut them outside the 
reasonable limits laid down by the 
Education Department ; and my sur- 
prise is, listening to the speech of the 
hon. Member for Waterford, that the 
Christian Brothers do not take advan- 
tage of this grant from the Education 
Commissioners. It entirely rests with 
themselves. And if we are to believe, 
as I do believe—I do not dispute it— 
the descriptions which have been given 
of the Christian Brothers’ Schools in 
this House, it is to me a matter of the 
greatest surprise 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
Why do you not admit them? 

Mr. JACKSON: The Education 
Department are perfectly willing to 
admit them, and the fact is that 
the Christian Brothers themselves 
were at one time under the Education 
Department, and did receive a grant, 
pt they themselves took their de- 
parture. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY : Why? 

Mr. JACKSON: Listening to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford and the description he gave of the 
Christian Brothers’ Schools, I really 
am at a loss to understand why the 
Christian Brothers refuse to accept the 





‘grant of the Education Department. 


It cannot be a question of religion, be- 
cause we have the fact that there are 
about 70,000 children in convent and 
monastery schools in Ireland, some of 
these schools being controlled by the 
friends of the Christian Brothers ; and 
we have nearly 70,000 children who 
do receive a grant from the Education 
Department, and I cannot for the life 
of me conceive—and, as I heard him, 
the hon. Member said nothing to show 
—why the Christian Brothers should 
keep themselves outside the rules of the 
Education Department. I think I 
have touched upon most of the points 
which I have heard raised, and I hope 
I may now make an appeal-——— 

Mr. SEXTON : The franchise ? 

Mr. JACKSON : With regard to the, 
franchise, I do not think the ‘franchise. 
is a question which has any relevanc 
to, or any connection with, the Bi 
which is now before the House. I do not 
suppose for one moment that the hon. 
Member for North Longford or any other 
hon. Member can give any reason. why, 


we should mix up the question of the, - 


L 








987 National Education 
franchise in Ireland with the question 
of education. But I hope I have said 
sufficient -to: show hon. Members -oppo- 
site that there is no desire on the part 
of the Government to do otherwise than 
to try to meet, as far as they can con- 
sistently with the principle of the Bill, 
anv hon. Member on any of the details. 
I believe the Bill will confer great 
benefits on the children of Ireland, and 
I do hope, and I make this earnest 
appeal to hon. Members on hehalf of 
the children of Ireland, that they will 
not refuse to give to these children the 

t boon which this Bill will un- 

oubtedly confer upon them. 

(11.20.) Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I 
do not intend to detain the House for 
more than one minute. As to the 
question of the Christian Brothers, I 
regret the right hon. Gentleman has 
not made any concession. I think that 
any one who had listened to this 
Debate would be convinced that on 
no point has a stronger case been made 
out than in the case of the Christian 
Brothers. ~ft-is intimately -connected 
with the question of the main object 
of the Bill, the effect of which will be 
to destroy in many cases the separate 
schools of the Christian Brothers. 
The right hon. Gentleman asked how 
it was that this religious order, who at 
one time allowed their schools, or some 
of them, to come under the National 
Board, now refused to accept a grant 
from the Education Department. In 
the first place, the reason is because 
the rules of the Board have been 
changed, and that prevents them from 
coming under it. 

Mr. JACKSON: I think the hon. 
Member cannot for a moment be pre- 
pores to assert that the Christian 

rothers left in consequence of the 
alteration of the rules. 

Mr. KNOX: T think the right 
hon. Gentleman will find that the 
course taken by the Christian 
Brothers Was partly in consequence 
of the alteration of the rules, 


and that it was partly in consequence | pass 


of the way in which the rules were 
worked. e know now that these 


rules were worked by some members of 
the Board for the purpose of prosely- 
tism. That, combined with the ru 

which prevented emblems being used 
im the schools, drove them out; and all 


Mr. Jackson 
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they ask is that that rule should be re- 
moved, and that the same liberty 


sheuld be.given in the choice.of books. 


that is given to e volun school 
in England. I a ‘aatber the right 
hon. Gentleman could go down to his 
constituency in England and tell them 
that they were to have no books in their 
voluntary schools in England, if they 
were to get a Government grant, ex- 
cept those that were prescribed by the 
Education Minister of the day? I 
wonder how they would have liked it 
if, when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sheffield was Education 
Minister, he had prescribed all the 
books which were to be used in the 
schools. They would not have stood 
it for a moment, and the Christian 
Brothers only ask for the same liberty 
in this matter. as is enjoyed by the 
English voluntary schools. But, per- 
haps, the most important point upon 
which the right hon. Gentleman has not 
met us is as to the question of 
the franchise. On the Second Reading 
of the Local Government Bill the same 

uestion was raised. Now the Local 

overnment Bill is no longer practically 
before the House. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had met us by saying that 
in the event of the Local Government 
Bill not being proceeded with he would 
give facilities for passing this Session 
the Bill to confer a wider municipal 
franchiseon Ireland, I think we should 
have been able to allow this Bill to pass 
the Second Reading without a Division. 
He has unfortunately not given us any 
such undertaking. The inclusion of the 
Christian Brothers’ Schools in the 
system of national education is a matter 


on which no legislation is n Ty 
think it only needs a slight alteration 
in the rules, which can be made by the 
Executive Authority of the Irish 
National Education Board. If without 
any such alteration, or without any 
change in the present narrow and re- 
stricted in the majority of the 
Irish towns, the Bill, as proposed, is to 
into law almost in its present shape, 
it willbe found to be ineffective. I beg 
to move the Amendment standing in 
my name on the Paper. 


Amendment proposed, 


To leave out from the word “ That” to th 
end of the , in order to add the words 


“until the uthority charged with the 
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administration of cntientaory posmntneinsted 
on 8 franchise similar to which prevails in 


eee te tatty tpehed te all, eftclent | 


Fak 

Stemenary th this Bill.”—-(fr. Know.) 

Question put, ‘‘ That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 

(11.25.) The House divided :—Ayes 
152; Noes 53.—(Div. List, No. 153.) 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and com- 
anitted for Thursday. 


SUPPLY — CIVIL SERVICES AND 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1893. 


VOTE ON ACCOUNT. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and:Question proposed, 

“That a further sum, not exceeding 
£4,632,350, be | gerne to Her Majesty, on 
account, for towards defraying the 
‘Charges for the f following Civil Servicee and 
Revenue Departments for the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1893—namely :— 


eee oe 


uer.and en egy pal 
Hpoee Aes ous 
vernment Board .. ins 

po Commission 


Mercantile Marine Fund, “Grant ‘in 


Registrar 
Stationery Office and Printing 
a 
Office of ind aes one 
Secret Service... = ore 
Scotland :— 


Pike Board 


Lunacy ee 


Board of Scquetiekear ose 
Treland :— 

Lord Lieutenant’s Household oie 

Chief Secretary and Subordinate 


Departments . 
Charitable Donations and | Bequests 


CIVIL SERVICES. no a ve 
Cuass I, Public Tesora Ome ia pe 
£ Public Works <a bia 
Reged — and wing a A anes yo istrar General's ok 
ouses of Parliament Valuatio: a Raa on 
Admiralty, Extension of Bui ings... 4,000 ne Survey 
aienaens Legal Buildings, Great 6,000 Cxass III, 
Ast end and Science Buildings, Great United Kingdom and England ;— 
= Law Charges ‘an yaa 
Diplomatic and Consular ‘Buildi 54/000 Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 
a a c pr 
Sea - eels 
urveys O n m County Courts = 
Harbours, <c., cler Heart of Police Court (London and Sheer 
fs Trade, Lighthouges Abroad 2.000 ness) ... as 
a F ooo Police. Englandand Wales w- 
Caledonian Canal eee og Prisons, England and the Colonies 
Rates on Govérnment ea 10,000 ormatory and Industrial Schools, 
Public Works and — 20,000 Britain ... Send tse 
Railways, Ireland --- 90,000 | Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 
Crass Il. Scotland :-— 
United Kingdom and ioesaist _ Lai d f La 
isi ae 8,000 ieciegertiowse series w ee 
Coen Commission one 


House of Commons, Offices --- 11,000 
“Treasury aad Subordinate Depart- 


ments .. 
ee Office and Subordinate De- 
ose eee one 15, 
ovign Ofc ann hie «. 17,000 
Office 7,000 
a Office and Subordinate 
Boar sf Trad ai Sabordinate De 
HY othnnervns t of the Board 
Sarena 
Board of Agriculture we «- 5,000 





8 
Law ee and Criminal Prosecu- 


Rin. SS ‘Court of Judicature, and 
pas og bom. Son peal 
Land keen oop 
Comey Cost &eo. eve 
Dublis Metropolitan &e. ae 


iL — : 


§ BSRee 


7,000 
9,500 


SBB8e 


7 


loons 


Bod 
8 8 


5; 


300 
15,000 


5,000 
4,000 
4,000 


eebece gifs $8 Ci at : 
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Cuass IV. 
-United Kingdom and England :— 
Public Education, England and £ 


Scieice and “Art Department, 

United — 150,000 
British Museum .. 27,000 
National Gallery ... 2,000 
National Portrait Gallery 400 
Scientific a a en United 

Kingdom 4,000 
Universities and Colleges, Great 

Britain 20,500 
London University _- = 

Scotland coon 
Public Education... - 150,000 
National Gallery ... 400 
Ireland :— 
Public Edueation... .«- 180,000 
Endowed Schools Commissioners ... 150 
National Gallery .. até 33 500 
Quoda's Colleges . me Loy er ing 1,500 
Crass 4 
matic. Services and ecore 
rvices eas 90,000 
Slave Trade Services we 200 
Colonial Services, a South 

ids. “ ‘ 25,000 
“= ies to elegraph Companies, 

16,000 
Crass VI. 
Superannuation and Retired Allow- 

ances ... 00,000 
Merchant Seanien’s Fund Pen- 

sions, &e 2,500 
Friendly Societies Deficiency _——-— 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 

Allowances, Great Britain ote 600 

r Liihatics, Ireland .. --- 45,000 

Hospitals and Charities, Ireland ... 5,000 
_ Crass VII. 

Temporary-Commissions ... 6,000 


Miscellaneous Expenses ... 2 
Pleuro-Pneumonia 
| anegee l Islands of Scotland... 5,000 
cago Exhibition 5. 
en a ‘to the Civil Contin- 
gencies Fund = 


3 Total for Civil Bervices 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


£ 
Customs. -:;- og3° oés° ««s 100,000 
Inland Revenue ..: ote «- 100,000 
Post Office: ad a ... 600,000 
Post_ Office Packet Service .-- 180,000 
Post Office ‘Telegraphs e bes 450, 





- otal for Revenue Dopertaynts £2,00008 £1,430,000 
Grand Total... ‘24,632,360 


{COMMONS} 
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(11.89:) Dr. CLARK (Caithness): 
There are two or three little 
that I do not intend to. raise now 
except to ask for some informatiom 
about-them. The first is with referenee- 
to the Fishery Board for Scotland—— 

Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
&e.): I rise to Order. I wish to- 
know whether I can afterwards raise- 


‘a question on the Board of Trade 


Vote ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN (Mr. Covrryery,,. 
Cornwall, Bodmin): It depends whether: 
a Motion is made in reference to the- 


reduction of subsequent items. 
Dr. CLARK: do not intend to. 
move any reduction. I think the 


Scottish Fishery Board should change 
their policy, and instead of rset | 
ten, or twelve, or twenty thousan 

pounds in making large harbours, 
should under the new circumstances. 


i some money in small sums on 
e 


smaller and older harbours. The 
smaller harbours are getting into dis- 
repair, especially in the Highlands, 
because there is no one now to Icok 
after them. The landlords used to do 
that ; but as they cannot raise the rents. 
of the crofters, they are permitting 
some of the old Board of Trade harbours. 
to fall out of repairs. £200 or £300 is. 
all that is necessary to maintain some 
of these small harbours, and [| trust 
that the Secretary to the Treasury 
will be able before the Report stage to 
communicate with the Fishery Board, 
and to tell us what course they intend 
to carry out. There is one more 
item that I want some information 
about. .There is a portion of this 
Vote for the present Labour Com- 
mission. On several occasions I have 
tried to get a Sub-Commission ap- 
pointed to inquire into the grievances. 
of farm servants in Scotland, who. 
occupy a different position to the farm 
servants in England. There they live 
in bothies, and are boarded by the 
farmers.. The late First Lord of the 
Treasury suggested to me that the pre- 
sent Labour Commission ought to in- 


‘vestigate this as a branch of the 


labour question, and a couple of 


000; months ago I had a correspondence 
with the Duke of Devonshire, the 
Chairman of the Commission, and I 
understood then that they intended to- 
appoint a-couple of Sub-Commissioners 
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to investigate 
farma servants of Scotland. A number 
of these farm servants in various parts 
of Scotland have been holding meetings 
for the purpose of electing d to 
give evidence before the Sub-Com- 
mission. Week after week and month 
after month have since passed, and I 
want 60 know whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Labour Commission to take. 
up this question, and have a special 
inquiry into the case of the Scotch 
‘agricultural labourers? If it is their in- 
tention to do so, I will not press the 
appointment of a Special Sub-Comis- 
‘sion for Scotland. 

Tae FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I am not sure that I can 
give the hon. Member an answer with re- 
gard to the intention of the Labour 
‘Commission. Of course, we have no 
official cognisance of what the Com- 
mission does; but I hope I am right in 
‘saying it is the intention of the Com- 
mission to appoint a Special Sub-Com- 
mission for the purpose of inquiring 
into agricultural wages in Scotland, and, 
no doubt, the whole condition of the 
agricultural labourer will be fully in- 
vestigated. The hon. Gentleman says 
perfectly truly there is very little or 
no resemblance between the special 
conditions under which the Scotch 
-agricultural labourers work and those 
under which the agricultural labourers 
in the South of England work. 

(11.45.) Cotosenr NOLAN (Gal- 
‘way, N.): I wish to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman for information with refer- 
ence to the report which has appeared 
in the papers lately of the persecution 
of the Catholic natives in Uganda. 
‘The question is not only of Colonial or 
even of Imperial interest ; it is rapidly 
assuming almost international propor- 
tions. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. and gallant Member’s ques- 
tion has reference to the Foreign 
penta Vote, which has already been 


passed. 
Coronet NOLAN: I did not know 
that the Foreign Office Vote had been 


(11.47.) Mr. STEPHEN WIL- 


LIAMSON (Kilmarnock, &c.): I move 
the reduction of the Vote by the sum 
of £500, in order to call attention to the 


{80 May, 1892} 
into the condition of the’ 
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ill-judged, overbearing, and I believe 
illegal action of the Scotch Education 
Board with reference to— 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I rise to 
Order. I wish first to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman for information as to 
what has been done on the coast of 
England and Wales with reference to 
the ne a — salaries and 
expenses of t shery Inspectors 
have been increased, as well as the-ex- 
penditure in connsetion with piers and 
harbours. Much has also been done 
for Scotland, where scientific investiga- 
tions have been made with reference to 
the fisheries and harbours. But nothing 
has been done with regard to the 
fisheries or harbour accommodation on 
the coast of Wales. I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to tell us what 
he is prepared to recommend the 
Treasury to.do, and whether investiga- 
tions are to be made on the coast of 
England and Wales? 

Tue PRESIDENT or sxz BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir M. Hicks Beraca, 
Bristol, W.): There are Sey of the 
coast of England and Wales, and par- 
ticularly in Cornwall, where the people 
have provided for themselves the har- 
bour accommodation they require by 
taking the proper steps for the purpose. 
What ought to be done is that some- 
one should move in the matter, get 
plans and estimates prepared, and then 
come to the Board of Trade witha 
definite proposal to raise the necessary 
capital upon the security of the harbour 
dues, or in some such way. If the 
hon. Member will induce the persons 
interested in the coast he refers to to 
take the same action, I shall be ha 
to do all in my power to forwarda 
suitable scheme ; but I cannot ask the 
Treasury for a free grant, for that is 
contrary to their rules. An inqui 
would also be altogether useless until 
the Board of Trade have a definite pro- 
posal before them. 

(11.54.) Mr. ABEL THOMAS 
(Carmarthen, E.): I do not think that 
the right hon. Gentleman can he aware 
of the facts of the case. Years 
there was a successful fishery im Car- 
digan Bay, but now it is gone. The 
position of the land is also such that 
the harbours at Holyhead and Milford 
Haven are useless to the fishermen in 
Cardigan Bay. 
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‘. Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
The subject of harbours of refuge does 
not come within the scope of the Vote 
now under discussion. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I wish to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he will send Inspectors down—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
question has been put and answered. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : No, Sir, it 
has not. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think I 
shall be in Order to criticise the last 
Report prepared by the Inspectors. I 
say that that Report— 

Tae CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man is not in Order in discussing this 
question on the present Vote. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I think I 
should be in Order in discussing the 
character of the work done by the 
Inspectors, and in showing that more 
might be expected of them. 

Taz CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem- 
ber is entitled to criticise the way in 
which the Inspectors discharge their 
duties, but not the question whether 
additional duties should be cast upon 
them. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is not 
additional work that I am discussing 
now. As this may be the last time I 
shall have the opportunity of speaking 
in this Parliament, it is important to 
my constituents that I should bring 
this question forward, and so long as 
I have the honour to represent ‘them I 
will endeavour to do so. I would 
suggest that Inspectors should be sent 
to the coast of Wales, in order to make 
inquiries with reference to the fisheries 
there. All I will say with reference to 
the general character of the Report of 
the Inspectors is that it is a singularly 
barren one—one of the most miser- 
able Reports I have ever read. 
For instance, I find here that because 
a certain Board of Conservators on 
their first appointment appreciated 
their duty, that action was deprecated. 
In Mr. Berrington’s Report in regard 
to this case it is stated— 

_, “The Board of Conservators of the Dwy- 
peated hardly to have appreciated the’ dative 
e 
which have dovelved eon hon” 


What was the action of this Board ? 
The first thing they proposed was to 
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reduce the licence fee from five guineas. 
to one guinea, in order that the 

might in consonance with the cha- 
racter of the fishing. Because this. 
alteration would place it in the power 
of poor fishermen to follow their pur- 
suit with some possibility of return, the 
Board of Trade officers condemned the 
change. The Board of Conservators is. 
a Public Body, knowing the wants of 
the locality; and as their action was. 
reasonable, I think I am right in eriti- 
cising the condemnation of a proceed- 
ing dictated by sense of duty. 

Mr. ROBY (Lancashire, §.E..,. 
Eccles) : I am anxious to call the at- 
tention of the Committee to the fact 
that the Law Reports are not included 
in the Library of this House. Last 
year I was answered that the matter 
was under consideration, and that there- 
was some difficulty in the way of 
finding room. Therefore, I suggested 
that it would not be nece to get 
more than the Reports forthe last thirty 
or forty years. At present the only 
niteed. of getting the Law Reports. 
is by sending to the House of Lords, 
and there are inconveniences in con- 
nection with that proceeding. As to- 
the necessity for these Law Reports, 
take the case, for instance, of the 
Rating of Machinery Bill, which turned 
entirely upon the construction given by 
recent Law Reports to the rating of 
machinery. It seems to me reason- 
able that this House should have access. 
to the Reports, and I cannot under- 
stand any reason why we should not. 
In the Library there are a large numi- 
ber of books which are hardly ever 
used, and yet they occupy places which 
might be usefully devoted to books. 
which Members are desirous of 
consulting. I trust the Government 
will do something to remedy this de- 
fect, and I would suggest that the in- 
terval of the General Election would 
afford a convenient opportunity for re- 
arranging the Library, and introdueing 
such necessary works as the Law 
Reports. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmar- 
then, W.): I only desire to say one or 
two words in reference to the fishery 
question. My observations have re- 
ference to the manner in which the- 
Local Government Board over-ride the- 
resolutions passed by the Boards of 
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Conservators.' Some time ago. a very 
vexed question in the county I have 
the honour to t was whether 
or not the close season ought to be 
extended, and the Board of Conser- 
vators passed a resolution that, having 

to the circumstances of the case, 

they were of opinion that the close 
season ought to be extended a fortnight, 
or may be a month. That resolution 
was forwarded to the Board of Trade, 
who, for some reason or other, deemed 
it proper to over-ride the deliberate 
intentions and wish of the Board of 
Conservators. The proceeding struck 
me as being rather high - handed. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade will 
give some reason for the action of his 
Department. 
*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
[ think I remember the case to which 
the hon. Member refers. The resolu- 
tion vas discussed wher a snow- 
storm prevented the attendance of the 
— Water Conservators, who, I 
understand, were strongly opposed to 
the change. As it was carried, when 
only the Lower Water Conservators 
were present, I deemed it wise that 
there. should be delay in order to 
afford an opportunity for further con- 
sideration. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I was 
not aware of the circumstances stated 
by the right hon. Gentleman; but I 
am under the impression that the re- 
solution was passed on two different 
occasions. 

*Str MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
Yes, and curiously enough there was 
a snowstorm on each occasion. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid): I hope there will bea reduction 
of the salary in question under this 


Vote, as on almost every occasion the. 


Board of Trade deem it their duty to 
over-ride the wishes of the Canservators 
who, of course, have a local knowledge 
of all the circumstances of the matters 
they deal with. The point we have to 
consider is whether the over-riders are 
within their rights? It seems to me 
vefy hard that where the Conservators 
deem a reduction of fee necessary, the 
Board of Trade should refuse their 
sanction. This action, however, is not 


confined to one solitary case. The 
County Council of Carmarthenshire 


{30 May, 1899} 
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applied for a certificate, doubling the 
number of members whom they were 
entitled to appoint on the Board of 
Conservators. We know that the 
squires of the county are, as a rule, 
appointed to these Boards of Conser- 
vators, and the County Council repre- 
senting the inhabitants applied for an 
increase of members. The Board of 
Trade found it impossible to concede to 
that request. My hon. Friend suggests 
that a gentleman should be sent to 
inquire into the local circumstances, 

if that were done I am sure it 
would be found that the County 
Council fairly represent the wishes of 
the inhabitants. In these country 
places, where the squirearchy is in the 
ascendant, it appears that they have 
the ruling power, and that they, to 
use a common expression, lead the 
Board of Trade by the nose in these 
matters. In the mining districts where 
the fishing is of no importance at all, 
except for gentlemen who fish for sport, 
the Inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board attend and do their best to 
stop the prosecution of industry for the 
benefit of those who desire to fish for 
sport alone. On page seven I find it 
stated 


“ From the ye we learn as a matter of 
surprise that a few salmon have again been 


seen in the river. Their is as- 
cribed to the fact that the tin works are 
no lo in operation. The trissent Tin 


Plate Company admitted the offence [of pol- 
luting the Ely River] and submitted to an 
injunction restraining them from repeating it.” 
I am able to tell the Committee that 
that Report is absolutely incorrect. No 
offence was admitted, and no consent 
was given to an injunction against 
pouring the refuse of the tin-plate 
works into the stream. I hope my 
hon. Friend will move the reduction of 
the Vote, to enable the Committee to 
express their opinion with regard to the 
conduct of these officers in refusing to 
sanction a reduction of the licence for 
fishing where it was absolutely neces- 
sary to enable the fishermen to earn a 
living, and for their willingness to stop 
the tin-plate works in order to give a 
little sport in a river where practically 
no fish exist. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : As the 
right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach) has given no explanation 
of the conduct of the Board of Trade in _ 
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refusing to sanction the reduction of 
licences, I feel it necessary to move the 
reduction of this Vote by £100. This 
is a matter of considerable importance. 
If these Inspectors proceed upon the 
general principle that £5 ought to be 
the minimum fee applicable to every 
stream in England, if think they are 
acting wrongly, becausea £5 licence may 
poy, in one stream and not in another. 

the licence of these fishermen had 
been reduced, there would have been a 
fair prospect of their continuing to 
make a living, but without that reduc- 
tion they are unable to do so. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“ That the Item of £30,000, for the Board 
of Trade, be redueed by £100,”—(Mr. Lloyd- 
George.) 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: We are 
anxious to know, and perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will tell us, whether or 
not, when the Board of Conservators, 
as at present constituted, s a 
resolution, the Board of Trade intend 
to override their decision ? 

*“Srz MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
That depends upon the circumstances 
of the case. Of course, the object of 
the Board of Trade is to preserve the 
salmon rivers as far as possible in the 
neral interest of the inhabitants. It 
18 a difficult matter to deal with all the 
streams, because there are always con- 
flicting intereststo consider. My main 
reason for refusing to agree to the 
ticular resolution referred to was 
use on both occasions it was 
arrived at without the opportunity of 
all the interests concerned being fairly 
represented at the Board. If, how- 
ever, at a meeting of the full Board of 
Conservators, representing all the in- 
terests concerned, a similar resolution 
is passed the matter will be carefully 
considered by the Board of Trade. 
With regard to the general question, I 
can only say that F think that hon. 
Members have attacked the Board of 
Trade without full knowledge of the 


facts. There are only two Fishery] 


Inspectors, who have to visit all parts 
of the country in -connection with 
salmon and sea fisheries. They are 
constantly holding various inquiries, 
and their time is fully occupied. The 
particular case referred to by the hon. 


Mr, Lloyd-George 


{COMMONS} 
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Member, where one of the om 
objected to increase the number of 
licences for a certain river, is one that I 
had not t in my mind; but I 
unders' it was desired to obtain 
further information on a proposed 
decrease of the scale. There are 
many detailed matters to be con- 
sidered in a question of this sort 
which I cannot deal with in a general 
way. The hon. Member appeared to 
wish to draw the attention of the 
House to another matter; but instead 
of doing so he branched off into com- 
plaints against the Inspectors, which I 
can assure him, if he will take the 
trouble to inform himself, he will find 
there is no cause for. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I only rise 
to say that I made no attacks on the 
Fishery Inspectors. I only wished to 
have an answer to the question I asked 
the right hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have 
taken pains to inform myself of the 
particular circumstances of this case, 
and Ican assure the Committee that 
the decision of the Inspectors in this 
matter has caused me considerable 

ise. I may tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that no summer licences 
have been taken out. The fishermen, 
however, make use of the river, and 
public opinion is so strongly in their 
favour that no prosecution has been 
instituted. Looking at the matter from 
the point of view of preserving the 
salmon stream the decision has had a 
calamitous effect. 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
If the hon. Gentleman will put me in 
possession of the facts, I shall be glad 
to inquire into the matter. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Since the 
right hon. Gentleman promises to in- 
quire into the matter I do not wish to 
press it any further, and I will, there- 
fore, withdraw the Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: No answer 
has been given to the hon. Member for 
Eccles (Mr. Roby), who asked that a 
complete set of Law Reports should be 
placed in the Library of the House of 
Commons. Being a lawyer, I have 
some difficulty in speaking on this 
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matter, because I may be accused of 
being specially interested from a| rig 


; int of view. The hon. 
Member Eccles is not a lawyer, 
but whether lawyers or laymen we all 
feel it to be a hardship that we cannot 


‘see a volume of the Law Reports without 


‘sending to the House of Lords for it. 
‘They are always very kind there in 
obliging us, but we know that their 
duty does not necessitate their sitting 
till a late hour, so that if one wants to 
see a volume of these Reports he can- 
not do so when the evening is far 
advanced. I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (Sir John Gorst) that there is a 
strong feeling in favour of the Library 
of the House of Commons being sup- 
plied with a complete set of Law 
Reports, and I hope he will see his 
way to meet us in this matter. 


Tae SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham): I 
must remind the hon. Member for Eccles 
(Mr. Roby) that there is a difference 
between the two Houses, inasmuch as 
the House of Lords is the highest 
Court of Appeal, and the Law Reports 
are constantly required there by the 
learned Lords for reference. I believe 
that the Library of the House of Com- 
mons contains all the recognised text- 
books on law. The Law Reports would 
be a great addition to the Library, and 
would necessitate the displacement of 
perhaps more useful books for general 
use. However, I will take care to 
consider the subject, and make inquiry 
before next Session. 


Mr. ROBY: It is not out of any 
feeling of jealousy that we ask for the 
Law Reports. But I assert that the 
House of Commons, having more legis- 
lative work to do than ‘the House of 
Lords, has a right to demand the ma- 
terials necessary for forming an opinion 
on certain legal matters. The answer 
of the right hon. Gentleman is so un- 
satisfactory to me that I feel inclined 
to move the reduction of the Vote, 
because it is evident from the tone of 
his remarks that he does not think it 
desirable to turn the Library from a 
comfortable sleeping chamber into some- 
thing more useful. I do not want to 

tthe Committee to the trouble of a 

ivision ; but unless I can get some 
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more satisfactory information from the 
ight. hon. Gen I shall do so. 


(12.30.) Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): 
I am afraid we want something more 
than the assurance that the right hon. 
Gentleman will take this matter into 
consideration. On the 28th March 
I got an answer to the same effect, and 
it scarcely seems as if that considera- 
tion is likely to produce the result we 
desire. . The right hon. Gentleman 
knows perfectly well that there is 
nothing more misleading than to go by 
text books. Words are often interpo- 
lated which alter the sense of passages, 
and the books for which we ask will be 
most useful when we get into Com- 
mittee on the Irish Local Government 
Bill, which we expect to do very shortly. 
We should then be able to study the 
reports of cases which have been raised 
on points in the Local Government 
Bills of England and Scotland, and 
those points will, in all probability, be 
raised in the Irish Bill. In order to 
afford the right hon. Gentleman an op- 
portunity of giving an answer which 
will be more satisfactory to the House, I 
will move to reduce the Vote by £100, 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘ That the Item of £60,000, for 
Stationery Office and Printing, be re- 
duced by £100.”—(Mr. Knoz.) 


(12.33.) Mr. MATTHEW KENNY 
(Tyrone, Mid): I am sorry the Attorney 
General is not here, because I am per- 
fectly certain that he would be in 
favour of this proposal. The price of 
the Law Reports for 1865 to 1890 is 
one hundred guineas, and you could get 
the Irish Law Reports for thirty 
guineas more. The Secretary to the 
Treasury has .pointed out that the 
House of Lords requires these volumes 


for the purposes of their judicial de- 
cisions, but we require them for 
purposes of legislation. At present 
we are entirely dependent on the 


Library of the House of Lords, and 
sometimes we find it impossible to get 
what we require. This is only a small 
expenditure, and I think the House 
would confer a great favour on a de- 
serving class of Members if they would 
see that this class of literature is pro- 
vided. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that this would alter the character of 
the Library. That is not the case. The 
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text books are'merely useful as a refer- 
ence to the law books, and the addition 
of the law books would therefore be 
only a proper supplement. Many of 
the text books in the Library are out 
of date, and I may say that the Library 
as a whole is not up to date. On most 
legal subjects there are two or three 
standard works, but there is only one 
in the Library, and in most cases the 
worst work has been selected. I may 
mention that there is at present in 
course of publication a new series of 
revised Reports, under a able editor- 
ship, which will contain all the Reports 
previous to 1865. Itisexpected that there 
will be about fifty volumes at £1 each, 
and that will cover the whole period of 
reported cases in English law ; and these 
volumes, with what I have already 
suggested, would properly equip the 
Library. 

(12.36.) Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: 
I hope the Secretary to the Treasury 
will condescend to admit that the 
demand is a reasonable one, and I do 
not see why the right hon. Gentleman 
should not meet the convenience of the 
House. I should like very much to 
know who has the decision in this 
matter, and I would put it to them that 
the cost will not exceed £200. 


(12.37.) Sm JOHN GORST: This 
question has been put to me before, 
but I am not entitled to pledge the 
Government in the matter of ex- 
penditure in. these Law. Reports. I 
think it is scarcely reasonable to expect 
me to dothat. The hon. Member (Mr. 
Matthew Kenny) gave his estimate of 
what the cost would be, but I think 
you would find if you fully equipped 
the Library with all the English, 
Scotch, and Irish Law Reports you 
would spend a great deal more than 
the sum he has stated. What I would 
suggest to the Committee is this. We 
are now discussing the Vote on Account, 
and if we pass this hon. Members do 
not lose their control of this matter. 
It will come up in the Estimates in the 
ordinary way, and I will undertake that 
before the Stationery Vote is reached 
this matter shall have been considered 
by the Treasury. If the hon. Member 
will raise the question on the Stationery 
Vote in the Estimates I will under- 


take that he shall have an answer. 
Mr. Matthew Kenny 


{COMMONS} 
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(12.39.) Mr. ROBY: I do not 
wish to press the matter further. I 
would remind the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the question was raised last 
June, and at that time he said the 
matter was under consideration. We 
seem to have got no - weg nae after 
the ific mise he given to- 
night T. think we may believe that 
something will be done. 

Mr. KNOX: After the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman——-__(Inter- 
ruptions.) Very well then, we will 
divide upon it. 

Question put. 


(12.40.) The Committee divided :— 
Ayes 38; Noes 132.—({Div. List, No. 
154.) 

Original Question again proposed. 

*(12.50.) Mr. PRITCHARD MOR- 
GAN (Merthyr Tydvil): I desire to 
move a reduction for the purpose of 
calling attention to the administration 
of the Office of Woods and Forests. It 
will be within the recollection of the 
House that I have brought this matter 
under the notice of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer on several occasions, 
and he more than once promised, and 
eventually did, in deference toa feeling 
expressed in the House, do eye, | 
towards lightening the charges impo 
on the mining industry of North Wales. 
But we are not satisfied with matters 
as they stand. The right hon. Gentle- 
man.has answered questions from time 
to time, saying that he will not have 
one fixed sum to be charged on mines. 
royal, and that means that the holders. 
of the two hundred leases now in 
existence shall go on working, not 
knowing what they are going to be 
charged, and when they are similarly 
circumstanced to the one mine where 
the right hon. Gentleman has made a. 
reduction, then he will consider the 
matter. Now, the right hon. Gentle- 
man might as well ask a man to build 
a house on his land before having the 
ground rent fixed. It is not reasonable. 
What we contend for is that the 
charge shall be one uniform sum. We 
do not want a fixed scale or a sliding 
scale on rates for the first time im- 
ported into the control of metalliferous. 
mines by the Woods and Forests De- 
partment on the recommendation of & 
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gentleman whose experience has been 
of coal mines, not of metalliferous 
mines. The complaint I have to make 
is this. Notwithstanding the existence 
of all the leases of which I have 
spoken, only two or three of them 
are being worked and have been 
worked under great difficulties. It is 
not many years ago that the Woods 
and Forests charged ten per cent. on 
the turnover of mines and claimed 
twenty-five per cent. of the sale price 
upon realisation, and now it is the 
fact that in some cases the charge is 
reduced to one per cent. in royalties, 
and no of the sale price is 
demanded. Still absurdities exist. 
The House wili scarcely believe that 
though.only a quarter of san. ounce of 
silver is obtained from a ton of ore, 
the Crown claims a royalty upon that. 
Now, I need not argue out at length 
that the Government ought to accede 
to the wishes of those who have en- 
deavoured at great outlay to develop a 
new industry, instead of taking up the 
position on the law, saying, ‘“‘ We stand 
upon our judgment, and that is all we 
careabout.” It is not a fair position to 
take up. The law has not been reviewed 
for three hundred years, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took an 
active part a short time since in trying 
to enforce against this industry by 
means of an execution the payment of 
costs incurred and the fees of the 
Attorney General in reference to an 
attempt-to obtain a review of the law 
which had not been considered for cen- 
turies, and in respect to which the 
Judges differed. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has taunted me, saying I should 
never have gone into Court at all; but 
how, unless we agitate and take such 
action can we get our grievances 
redressed ? The right hon. Gentleman 
has not treated the matter in a fair and 
liberal spirit ; he has gone away with 
the ‘‘ bit in his teeth” as it were, and 
hence all the difficulty and delay have 
occurred. For years he refused the 
reduction of royalties until the feeling 
in this House compelled the reduction. 
The right hon. Gentleman should 


remember what royalties mean—that, 


they may mean all the profit when 
charged apon a product ; and if I may 


be allowed to look back on an incident I 
once before endeavoured unsuccessfully 
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to bring before ‘the Committee. I may 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
when Joseph went down into Egypt— 
into the land of Goschen—we have the 
first recorded instance of an attempt 
to create a corner in corn, and an 
exceedingly clever operation it was 
a a ions)—— 

He CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gene 
tleman should confine himself to @ 
practical discussion of the question. 
*Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN: I 
say in considering the origin of royal- 
ties, when Joseph first created that 
corner in corn—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 

*(12.56.) Tae CHANCELLOR or 
THE EXCHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St- 
George’s, Hanover. Square): I have 
told the hon. Member on previous. 
occasions, as the Committee will 
remember, that the Royal Commission 
which has been appointed to inquire: 
into this question of royalties will, in 
due course, present its Report. From 
month to month I have expected that 
Report, and until it is presented it 
would be discourteous to that Commis- 
sion, and would be contrary to all pre- 
cedent in such matters, if I attempted 
to come to a final decision upon 
matters the Commission is specially 
charged to inquire into. From the 
Report of the Commission I anticipate 
practical guidance in aiding us toarrive at 
a decision as to the proper way of levy- 
ing royalties. Waiting such Report, I, 
in the meantime, am prepared to give 
such relief as it is possible for me to 


ve. 

(12.58.) Mr. CONYBEARE (Corn- 
wall, Camborne): I hope the answer 
may satisfy my hon. Friend that it is- 
not right to harass the right hon. 
Gentleman pending the presentation of 
the Report of the Commission. The: 
right hon. Gentleman has hope that 
the Royal Commission will offer some- 
guidance as to the proper way of 
levying royalties, but will it not be im 
excess of the powersof the Commission 
to make recommendations? Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the- 
Commission has no power except to 
report the evidence taken? I have 
this from the noble Lord at the head 
of the Commission, and when during 
the previous Session of Parliament I 
endeavoured to press on the late 
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Leader of the House the importance of 
giving power to the Royal Com mission 
to make recommendations as to the 
course of future legislation, I could 
get no satisfactory answer. I think 
there would be no difficulty in the case 
even at this late sitting of the Com- 
mission in extending the powers of the 
©emmission, so that recommendations 
might be made, and this would be of 
material assistance in considering the 


question. 

(1.0.) Mr. GOSCHEN: Speaking 
without my attention having been 
‘specially directed to the point, I think 
it oeald be extremely difficult at this 
stage of the pr ings to make a 
change in the arrangements of the 
Royal Commission. It is a matter of 
some importance, and I will consult 
the noble Lord at the head of the 
Commission. It is, I think, undesirable 
to make the change. I hope we may 
soon see the Report, and I am un- 
willing to interpose any difficulty or in 
amy way to prolong the labours of the 
Commission. 

(1.1.) Mr. CONYBEARE: I do 
not wish to delay the production of the 
Report. Ido not think the right hon. 
Gentleman quite appreciates my point. 
It would not widen the scope of the 
inquiry. Speaking as one of the 
witnesses before the Commission, I 
may say that I was asked questions 
in reference to future legislation, and I 
¢an assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that a great deal of evidence has been 
given by various witnesses as to pro- 
posed legislation. What I suggest is 
that instead of the Commission being 
limited to simply reporting the evidence 
taken, the Commissioners should sum- 
marise the various recommendations 
made by witnesses in answer to ques- 
tions, and express their own opinions 
in relation to them. I do not press 
for an answer now, but as the right 
hon. Gentleman has suggested the 
possibility of consulting the noble Lord 
at the head of the Commission, per- 
haps he will be able to give me an 
anawer later on. 

*(1.3.) Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN: 
I do not desire to take up time, and it 
eannot be said that I have ever 
obstructed Business. But it is a very 
serious matter I desire to raise. There is 
the greatest difference between Crown 


Mr. Conybeare 
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mines and private mines. We shall 
have a general Report from the Com- 
missioners now considering the question 
of royalties. What I desire to impress 
on the right hon. Gentleman is this: 
in settling the Civil List all these 
mines were taken over by the State in 
consideration of a very large sum of 
money given to the reigning monarch— 
that is an absolute fact not to be 
denied. That being so, these mines 
belong to the State, and, therefore, they 
belong to the people ; and inasmuch as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the wang, ag is not prepared with 
any scheme by which the taxpayers 
may secure the working of the mines, 
surely it is a dog-in-the-manger policy 
not to allow them to be developed in 
the manner in which they could be 
developed but for the working being 
hampered with unfair restrictions. I 
draw a great distinction between these 
mines and other metalliferous mines, 
and I would impress upon the right 
hon. Gentleman that the people should 
not be shut out from having the ad- 
vantage of the development of this 
industry. 

(1.5.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I 
am not sufficiently acquainted with the 
facts to discuss the question on its 
merits, but I do remember the right 
hon. Gentleman giving my hon. Friend 
identically the same answer nine or ten 
months ago. But my object is to elicit 
an answer to a question which properly 
arises under this Vote for Woods and 
Forests. The predecessor of the present 
Secretary to the Treasury promised in 
discussion on the Estimates to have an 
inquiry made into the system of 
royalties paid on the slate quarries in 
Carnarvonshire, and that inquiry was 
subsequently held by Mr. Foster 
Browne. It was a public inquiry and 
the proceedings were reported in the 
local newspapers, but I do not find 
that the Report has been laid before 
Parliament. I presume it has been 
printed ; but I wish to ask whether the 
Secretary to the Treasury will bring the 
Report before Parliament or give 
facilities for seeing it ? 

(1.8.) Mr. THOMAS ELLIS 
(Merionethshire) : i think the least the 
office of Woods and Forests can do is 
to make the Report public, so that 
every hon. Mem may see it. I 
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know that there have been great com- | 


plaints with regard to the working of 
these quarries in Carnarvon and in 
other counties. The inquiry, I believe, 
was very carefully conducted by Mr. 
Foster Browne and reported to the De- 
partment. I trust there will be no 
difficulty in laying that Report on the 
Table. 

(1.10.) Sm JOHN GORST: I 
have had no notice of this question, 
but I will make inquiries. It relates 
to occurrences which took place before 
I came into my office. I will give the 
hon. Member an answer on Thursday. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say that if the 
Report can be supplied we shall have 
it before the Report of this Vote is 
taken ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: I am unable to 
answer as to the Report until I have 
made inquiries, but I will do my best 
to give the hon. Member the oppor- 
tunity of seeing it. I may remind the 
hon. Member also that of necessity we 
must take the Report of the Vote on 
Account to-morrow, and that there will 
be full opportunity for him to raise the 
question on the ordinary Vote in 
Supply. 

(1.11.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: 
That would apply to all discussions on 
a Vote on Account, but I do not think 
there will be any disposition to forgo 
the right which has always been exer- 
cised iv this House, to discuss griev- 
ances on a Vote on Account. We are 
also told that there is to be no discus- 
sion of the Estimates this year, by 
reason of a compact between the two 
Front Benches. But wil the right 
hon. Gentleman deny that, this inquiry 
having been instituted in consequence 
of pressure brought to bear in this 
Hovse, the House is entitled to have 
the Report on the Table? I think we 
are entitled to press the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that the -Report 
shall be laid on the Table. 

(1.13.) Sm JOHN GORST: The 
hon. Gentleman has thought fit to ask 
me a question, and I have promised to 
give him an answer to-morrow. I 
cannot do more. I cannot undertake 
to lay the Report on the Table; I know 
nothing of it. If the hon. Member 
will give notice of a question, I will 
endéavour to give him an answer. 
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(1.14.) Mr. KNOX: I have a ques- 
tion to ask in reference to Class III. 
By the rules of the Commission in re- 
ference to the distribution of seed 
men Guardians of Unions were 

und to accept only such seed potatoes. 
as were passed. by the Inspector ap- 

inted for the purpose; and the Cavan 

oard of Guardians, acting on the 
advice of the Inspector, refused to 
accept certain potatoes, as not bei 
according to tender. The vendor su 
the Guardians, who defended the action, 
producing the Inspector as a witness. 
In the result, however, the Guardians 
were cast in £400, for verdict and costs 
against them. I have brought this 
matter several times before the various. 
Departments in some way concerned 
under the Treasury, and I have a 
Petition couched in most respectful 
terms from the Guardians requesting 
that consideration may be given to their 
claims on this account, seeing that the 
Guardians have been placed in this 
false position in consequence. of com- 
plying with the law. In the neigh- 
bouring Union the Guardians refused 
to follow the advice of the Inspector ;. 
they distributed the potatoes, which 
grew well enough. Now, I submit that 
in such a case the Guardians, being 
placed in this position simply in con- 
sequence of obedience to the Inspector ; 
in compliance with the Act, have a fair 
claim to compensation. I raise the 
question now, as it concerns the Land 
Commission Department, with a hope 
that I may receive such an answer as 
will not make it necessary to move a 
reduction, and divide the Committee. 

(1.18.) Tae FIRST LORD or tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, 
Manchester, E.): I regret that the 
hon. Member has not given either my 
right hon. Friend or myself any notice 
of his intention to raise this question. 
For my own part, I do not know that I 
have heard anything of the case. 

Mr. KNOX: But I have asked the 
question halfadozen times. It is 
easier to ask questions than to get any 
definite answer. 

Mr. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
Friend is not aware of any question 
having been addressed to him. 

(1.19.) Sm JOHN GORST: The 


hon. Member has taken me completely 
by surprise in raising this question 





| without any notice whatever. The 
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matter is strange tome; but I would 
repeat what I have said in reference to 
the question.raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon (Mr. Lloyd-George). 
If the hon. Member will give me notice 
{ will endeavour to give him all the in- 
formation in my power. 


(1.20.) Mr. KNOX: The right hon. 
Gentleman surprises me, because in 


' March last he gave me an answer, in 


‘which he said that the matter was 
under consideration. TI naturally sup- 

that after the interval the right 
hon, Gentleman would be able to give 
me some definite reply. The question 
had reference to the case of “‘ Bryan v. 
the Cavan Guardians.” I will state the 
case again. 

Sir JOHN GORST: I recollect now. 
"The hon. Member asked as to a ques- 
tion of costs incurred by the Cavan 
Guardians whether the Board of Works 
would remit the amount. 


Mr. KNOX: That is not precisely 
the case. The costs were paid long 
ago ; they arose out of litigation due to 
the action of the Government In- 
“Spector, 

Sm JOHN GORST: The question is 
whether the costs are or are not to be 
remitted to the Cavan Guardians ? I 
told the hon. Member that the question 
«could not be decided until the next 
seed rate is about to be paid, and that 
is the only answer I can give him now. 


Mr. KNOX: But I was told in 
March that the matter was under 
<onsideration. 

Sr JOHN GORST: That is so, and 
it will not be decided until the seed 
rate is paid. 

(1.26.) Mr. KNOX: There is no 
<juestion of the payment of the rate, 
which will be duly met in August. 
‘The matters are not connected. The 
Guardians have paid this sum of 
money through the fault of the Govern- 
ment Inspector. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman would put off a settlement of 
the question until the next Government 
is in Office; that is what it comes to. 
‘There is no question of the Guardians 
meeting their liabilities. The Govern- 
ment having the facts have had due time 
for consiieration, and I submit there 
‘should b> a decision now, not a delay 
until August. I move to reduce Class 
III by the sum of £100, 


Sir John Gorst 


311 Supply—Civil Services, {COMMONS} 





éc. Estimates, 312 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item of £15,000, for the Irish 
Land.Commission, be xeduced:by £100.” 
—(Mr. Knox.) 

(1.28.) Sm JOHN GORST: I hope 
the hon. Member will not put the Com- 
mittee to the trouble of a Division. He 
asked me whether certain payments 
made by the Cavan Guardians can be 
remitted. I then said that the question 
was under consideration. It was con- 
sidered by the Local Government 
Board, with the result that it was de- 
cided the matter should be left in abey- 
ance until the rate is received. I will 
make further inquiries, and ascertain 
the reason for the matter being thus 
left in abeyance, and will inform the 
hon. Member when I have done so. 


(1.29.) Mr. KNOX: I have no wish . 


to put the Committee to the troub]e of 
‘dividing. I will be satisfied if the right 
hon, Gentleman will say that the ques- 
tion shall be decided on its merits 
within a reasonable time, irrespective of 
any seed rate. The right hon. Gentle- 
man can perhaps give me an znswer in 
a couple of days. 

(1.30.) Sm JOHN GORST: It is 
oe for me to say when, but I 
will ascertain the reason for the post- 
ponement ; and if the reason does not 
appear sufficient, I will press the Local 
Government Board to come to an 
immediate decision, which will be sub- 
ject to the approval of the Treasury. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


Original Question again proposed. 

cag Mr. STEPHEN WILLIAM- 
SON (Kilmarnock, &.): There-is a 
matter of on I think it my duty 
to bring to the attention of the Lord 
Advocate, and it was the subject- 
matter of a Petition I presented to the 
House a short time ago, asking for re- 
dress. It has reference to the School 
Board election in Port Glasgow in 
March last. Nine members had to be 
elected ; but three nominations having 
been withdrawn, and the regulations 
not affording time for the nomination 
of three other candidates, only six 
members were voted for and elected 
instead of nine. The six members 
formed themselves into a School Board, 
and, with the assent of the Education 
Department, added three of their 
friends to make up the ired num- 
ber of nine Members of the The 
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election was not valid in consequence 
of only six members having been voted 
for, but.they _an act of 
grievous wrong in dismissing their 
clerk, Mr. Hood—a solicitor of high 
repute and standing in the town—simply 
because he told them that they were 
illegally constituted as a School Board. 
Unfortunately, however, this illegally- 
constituted was backed by the 
Education Department in Edinburgh ; 
but so deeply did some of the towns- 
men resent the action of the Board dis- 
missing their clerk, that application was 
made tothe Court of Session which 
decided that the Board was not legally 
elected, a decision which was confirmed 
on appeal. The Education Department 
being urged to comply with the Statute, 
it was natural to suppose that they 
would order’a néW elettiorf, which I 
understand Clause 15 of the Education 
Act of 1872 requires. But even sup- 
posing there was a choice of two courses 
open, the nomination of a new Board 
would be a high-handed proceeding, 
and prudence and common sense would 
suggest a new election. But, no; the 
Education Department chose to follow 
their own course, and they nominated 
the very men who were declared by 
the Court of Session to be illegaliy 
elected—the men who had perpetrated 
this grave wrorg of dismissing the 
clerk because he declared the true 
state of the law. This has been 
done despite the wishes of a large 
number, if not the majority, of the 
ratepayers. The Petition presented 
had 1,400 signatures. Iam told that 
a Memorial has been presented to the 
Lord Advocate in the interest of the 
nominated School Board, and this, I 
am told, was largely signed in public 
houses; and in relation to this I may 
mention that Mr. Hood is a strong 
temperance advocate. The irritation 
caused in the town is extreme, and I 
think I am justified in bringing this 
matter forward; and I hope I may 
have an assurance from the Lord 
Advocate that this grievance will be 
redressed; that in this and similar 
cases the illegality will be remedied by 
the election of a new Board, not by the 
nomination of a Board by the Depart- 
ment. Also, I would press upon the 
Lord Advocate the necessity of an 
amendment of the ons to allow 
of proper time for the nomination of 
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new candidates in the case of with- 


drawals. 

a(1-40) Tue. LO ADVOCATE, 
(Sir C. J. Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities) : I do not think 
the hon. Member need have any fear 
that the regulation will not be in con- 
formity with the Statute. He is in 
error in supposing that Section 15 
governs such a case as he has referred 
to. If he will look at Section 13 of 
the Act of 1872 he will see that the 
Department have three courses open 
when an election is declared invalid, as in 
the case he has referred to. They may 
continue the pre-existing Board in 
office ; they may order a new election, 
or they may nominate a new Board, 
It will be in the recollection of the 
Committee that I said, in answer to a 
question, that Port’ Glasgow 4 was 
not a solitary instance in regard to 
which difficulty had arisen, and it had 
been considered by the Department 
out of the question to order a new 
election in every case of this kind with 
its attendant expenses. The Depari- 
ment resolved to exercise the option 
conferred by the Statute, and the 
issued nominations, which they h 
reason to believe would be accept- 
able in the locality. It is ample 
justification for the course pursued 
when I say that since these nomina- 
tions were made—now a good many 
weeks ago—not a single complaint has 
reached the Department with regard 
to any of the localities with the excep- 
tion of Port Glasgow. I take it, there- 
fore, that the course taken by the 
Department has commended - itself to 
the common sense and wishes of the 
ape in the various localities. The 

on. Member abstained from saying 
that a majority of the ratepayers 


of Port G w were in favour 
of a course other than that taken ; 
and since then an _ influential 


Memorial, signed by six hundred or 
seven hun ratepayers of Port 
Glasgow, has been received expressing 
in strong terms their sense of the pro- 
priety of the course followed, and 
‘which the ee of the Court of 
Session left the Department free to take, 
and I do not believe it has led to any 
inconvenience in the locality, or is likel 

todo so. I hope the hon. ember will 


be satisfied with my assurance that, the 
judgment of the Supreme Court having 
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been given, it will be followed in regard 
to any future regulations issued by the 
Department. : 
- (1.43.) Mr. WILLIAMSON : It 
was impossible for me to say morethan 
that the Petition I mentioned was 
signed by 1,400 persons. The Memorial 
to the Lord Advocate had only some 
six hundred signatures. I do not 
understand that the judgment of the 
Court of Session indicated any course 
to be followed ; it simply declared the 
election invalid. It was for the 
Department to adopt the course most 
consonant with iocal feeling,and though 
Iam not a lawyer I still think that 
course is prescribed in Clause 15. With 
the explanation that the regulations of 
the Department will be overhauled, I 
do not wish to press the matter further. 
IT had hoped that something would 
have been done to assuage the loeal 
feeling that a grievous wrong had been 
done in the dismissal of the clerk who 
simply declared the state of the law, 
and his view proved to be correct. 
(1.48.) Mr. GROTRIAN (Hull, E.): 
I take this opportunity to call atten- 
tion to the discrepancy which exists in 
the pay of officers of the Excise and 
Customs officers performing identically 
the same duties. With equality of 
service the difference in pay is very 
striking. The duties of the officers of 
either Department in relation to foreign 
or British spirits and beer are equally 
responsible; but I find that while in the 
Customs the maximum pay for officers 
of the second class is £220, in the 
Excise it is only £150, a difference of 
more than forty-six per cent. against 
the Inland Revenue officers. Again, in 
the first class the maximum pay is 
£340 in the Customs and £250 in the 
Excise, a difference of thirty-six per 
cent. Inthe grade of supervisor again 
the salaries are respectively £480 and 
£300, a difference of sixty per cent. 
against the Excise officer. The qualities 
required in either class of officers are 
equal; their responsibilities and duties 
do not differ, and I do not understand 
why there should be this great differ- 
ence in salaries. I do not say that the 
salaries of Custonis officers who fill 
very responsible positions are too high. 


I assume they are fair and equitable, 


and therefore the officers in the Excise 
Department are at a disadvantage. I 


know that.the question has been con- 


Sir C. J. Pearson 
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‘sidered on more than one occasion by 
the Board of Inland Revenue, and that 
some slight concessions have been made; 
but what these officers ask for, and 
what I hope will be conceded, is an in- 
dependent inquiry into their claims, 
and in which the views of the Service 
may find expression. I do not want 
arog | the time of the Committee, 
though I should under other circum- 
stances be = prepared to still further 
mapas a claim which I hope will be 
acknowledged to an independent in- 
quiry. 
(1.52.) Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: 
Before the hon. Gentleman receives his 
reply, I wish to turn to quite another 
set of topics in which the Irish Mem- 
bers are concerned. In the first place, 
I claim that something should be done 
in reference to Green Street Court 
House in Dublin. The state of the 
Courthouse is a _ public scandal, 
against which Judges have protested 
again and again, and we have often 
called attention to it in this House. 
The Government demand that the 
Corporation shall contribute a third or 
two-thirds—I am not sure which— 
towards the building of a new Court- 
house ; but we claim that an Imperial 
Court such as this is, the citizens of 
Dublin having no value in-it and 
having no right to appoint any of the 
officials, from the Recorder to the door- 
keeper, should be paid for from Im- 
perial funds. Why should we, the 
ratepayers of Dublin, be expected to 
pay for the Court? The Government 
may say we have done so before, but 
now a different view prevails, and when 
you take a prison without compensation, 
upon which the Corporation have spent 
£100,000, the least you can do is to 
provide a decent Courthouse for your 
Imperial business; or, better still, 
remove that business to the Four 
Courts. My next question has refer- 
ence to the prison warders in Ireland, 
and I ask, would it not be well, now 
that the Government have given up- 
the practice of detaining political 
prisoners, not to insist on the warders 
wearing their uniform when off duty 
and outside the prisons? Why are. 
they treated differently in this respect 
from prison warders in England? . The 
men feel the regulation most keenly. 
They have to deal in prison with a. 


rough convict class, and they feel thats 
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wher. off duty they are liable to be 
spotted, and to be treated with violence 
or insult when their uniform is re- 
cognised. The Chief Secretary visited 
Mountjoy Prison lately, I believe. 
Perhaps he there heard something of 
this complaint, and the claim of the 
men to be allowed, as warders in Eng- 
land are, to wear their own clothes when 
off duty. The last point I have to 
raise has reference to the breach of the 
undertaking given by the Government 
to deal with the question of the use of 
schoolrooms for public meetings. The 
Resolution passed by this House requires 
for its adoption in England that legis- 
lation should be passed, but in Ireland 
it is merely a matter of ation. All 
you have to do is to send the Resolution 
tothe Board of Education in Ireland, 
and they will apply the rule. I quite 
agree that regulation is required, and 
that you cannot throw open the school- 
room for anybody to make a racket in 
it; you must have some regard to the 
purpose for which the meeting is con- 
vened. In England you require four- 
teen days’ notice, security against 
damage; that religious and anti-religious 
meetings shall not be held, and the 
manager's consent. Why not ask the 
Education Board in Ireland to draw 
up similar regulations? I trust the 
right hon. Gentleman will see his way 
to tell the Education Bvuard that the 
Resolution of the House within reason- 
able limits ought to be carried out. I 
aim quite aware of the difficulties, but 
they can be met by regulations which 
will ensure that proceedings shall be 
conducted decently and in order by 
either Party. The managers of a school 
should be allowed a veto, and with 
reasonable safeguards the practice 
might be followed as in England. 

Mr. JACKSON: I do not think the 
matter is quite so simple as the hon. 
Member seems to indicate. As I under- 
stand it, the Resolution of the House 
of course gave no power in England or 
Ireland against the consent or without 
the consent of the school managers. 
The hon. Member seems to think that 
the Education Department would have 
power in Ireland. But, for instance, 
take the case of the non-vested schools. 
The Education Department will have 
no power to compel the school man- 
agement to afford facilities for holding 
political meetings. Then take the case 
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‘of the convent schools. [t is not im- 

tended to limit the use of the schools 

to political meetings ; they are to be 

equally devoted to municipal and other 

meetings ; and I do not think the Edu- 

cation Department in Ireland. has 

power to compel either convent schools 

or monastery schools or non-vested 

schools to offer these facilities. It is 

not a matter on which the Government 

can have any strong opinion. My own 

view, until I heard the hon. Member, 

was against opening the whole of the 

schools of Ireland, because if you 

~ sg one you must open all. I should 

like to say that I think it- would be 

desirable to make due inquiry as to 

what the opinion in Ireland is. I do 

not think you can make a distinction 

between one school or Party and 

another, because if these schools are to 

be available for such purposes they 

must be available for all such purposes 

and persons. [I should be glad to 

ascertain what is the view taken, as 

the speech of the hon. Member has 

rather surprised me. The simplest 

course, perhaps, would be to move that 

Ireland be included in the Bill. The’ 
hon. Member will, however, probably 

see that it is desirable I should make 

further inquiry before committing my--' 
self on the question. With regard to 

the prison warders, I have not heard ° 
of any difficulty arising from the wearing 

of uniforms outside the gaol. I should be 

disposed rather to take the view that 

the uniform, instead of being a cause 

of hostility, would rather have éaused ’ 
protection. (‘‘No!”) I do not agree’ 
with the hon. Member. A warder in 

uniform is known by everybody, and 

in case of attack would receive more . 
protection than one in ordinary 

clothes. 


Mr. CONYBEARE: It is not so 
much a question of hostile attack upon 
a warder; but, as some of the warders 
explained to me when I was in London- 
derry Gaol, a question of not being able 
to go out for a short holiday without 
being subjected to insult. 


Mr. JACKSON: I have made in- 
quiry into this matter, as I heard 
something of it from another source. 
The particular gaol was mentioned, 
and I was assured that no opinion of 
that kind had ever been expressed by 
any : we28 

M 
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Mr. CONYBEARE: Of course not 
to the Governor. 


Mr. JACKSON : Surely it is not a 
question there need be any hesitation 
about. As to the case mentioned by 
the hon. Member for Camborne (Mr. 
Conybeare), I am somewhat surprised, 
and will make inquiries as to the fact. 
The information I received was that 
there was no such feeling, and that the 
wearing of the uniform was rather a 
protection than otherwise. The other 
— was about the Green Street 

urthouse, and I do not know that 
there is anything I can add to what I 
have previously said in answer to 
questions on this subject. I may, 
however, mention to the Committee 
that a suggestion has been made that 
it would be possible to build a Court 
for less money than the original esti- 
mate, which, I think, was £42,000 or 
£45,000. At that time the Govern- 
ment d to contribute £13,500, 
and I then said I would recommend 
the proposalto “the Treasury if the 
Corporation of Dublin desired to renew 
the proposal. I have heard recently 
that a suggestion-has «been; made that 
a Courthouse sufficient for the pur- 
poses could be built on some site— 
owned, I think, by the Corporation, 
and which they would probably give— 
for about £13,500. I think negotia- 
tions are at present going on between 
the Corporation of Dublin and Dublin 
Castle ; but in the course of a day or 
two I shall know more about the 
matter. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY ::- {Might I 
venture to suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman to take the opinion of the 
Attorney General for Ireland as to the 
site of the Courthouse? It is really 
very desirable that the Courthouse 
should be in a central position. I 
have always been am that the 
Government did not insist upon getting 
a Court in the Four Courts, and by only 
making a conversion effect an enormous 
saving. If you could take some of the 
existing buildings, andat a cost of £5 or 
£10 erect a dock suitable for prisoners, 
you would havea Court which would suit 
everybody. I never could see why 
£40,000 was n to build Green 
Street. 





As to the prison warders, I 
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really think the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot be aware of the controversy on 
this point. What the warders complain 
of is the very point my hon. Friend has 
raised—that when off duty they should 
be compelled to wear their uniforms. 
The right hon. Gentleman says it 
serves the interests of protection, but 
why not give them the option? The 
rule is of new make; it was made 
during the Crimes Act period, I think, 
rather to mark out the warder in order 
that he might not come into contact 
with any member of the Nationalist 
Party. The necessity for that has 
now disappeared, and I trust the 
Government will allow the warders to 
now mingle with the ordinary public 
without carrying with them the trade 
mark of Her Majesty. On the other 
subject I hardly think the right hon. 
Gentleman has fairly met us. What 
we ask is that the rule which prohibits 

litical meetings in schools should no 
onger obtain. That would relieve the 
management, and would.alsa. give a 
i -which this House has declared 
itself in favour of. I do not agree 
with the logic of the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman that if we have 
one we must have all. What we want 
isto satisfy the people, and therein seems 
to be a great want in the minds of the 
people of England. The right hon. 
Gentleman says he will look into the 
matter. In answering a question put 
by me on this subject the right 
hon. Gentleman did not give me 
such a reply as I had reason 
toexpect. I simply asked him whether 
he would send copies of the Resolution 
of this House to the National Board of 
Education. He gave one of those 
replies which are a sham, because he 
aid not tell me what he was going to 
do. I think such a Resolution should 
have been sent on cota ro Ray 
I again respectfully ask that it one, 
and if it ig T shall be satisfied, because 
if Sir Patrick Keenan has a copy of 
that Resolution, and wishes to drop on 
the man of the National Conven- 
tion, we shall be able to have a twist 
on him. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: I only wish to 
say that the right hon. Gentleman must 
have been misinformed as to the 
warders, if he thinks that they do not 
feel the grievance which has been put 
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forward to-night. 
the right hon. Gentleman’s source of 
information could not possess sufficient 
knowledge, because my experience of 
sub-officials is that they do not care to 
make complaints about these matters 
to their superiors in office. Ican assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that the facts 
are as stated, and I may remind the 
Committee that I brought this matter 
forward two years . I trust the 
Government will do their best regard- 
ing a grievance which the prison 
warders asked me to aid in remedying. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
As to the question of allowing schools 
for public meetings, I would point out 
that the distinction between schools 
has already been under consideration. 
One of the proposals of the Ballot Act 
was that public schools should be taken 
for the purpose of polling booths. In 
applying that general provision to Ire- 
land the case of the convent schocls was 
considered, and one of the enactments in 
that Bill is that any school attached to 
a religious house should be taken for 
the of a polling booth. I 
would also point. out that as the law at 
present stands in Ireland, we are in a 
worse position than England. In Eng- 
land the managers can lend a school 
for a political meeting; but if in Ireland 
the managers venture to lend it for 
that purpose, they do so at the peril of 
having the grant stopped. Seeing the 
House of Commons has passed ry Rowe 
lution on the subject, I do think the 
least the right hon. Gentleman can do 
is to communicate that Resolution to 
the Board of National Education in 
Treland. 


Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, &.): It 
is not a question of Party politics 
which the hon. Member for North 
Longford (Mr. T. M. Healy) has raised. 
When I was contesting North Antrim 
I remember the difficulty of securing 
places for public meetings. Frequently 
the farmers were compelled to employ 
their barns in order to allow of a meet- 
ing being held. I think the Govern- 
ment would confer great convenience 
on Ireland by allowing schools to be 
used by either Party for public 
meetings. 

Mr. MATTHEW KENNY 


Mid) : I wish to point out to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, with regard to 
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the Green Street Courthouse, that 
when he considers the amount the 
Government will advance towards the 
building of a new Courthouse, he 
might include the value of the present 
site, which I would recommend him to 
sell. I would also suggest that the new 
Courthouse be built on one of the 
vacant sites near the Four Courts, 
which can be obtained at the present 


time. The only person opposed to this 
in Dublin is the Recorder of the City, 
and he is op to it because he 
wishes to inister the ordinary 
Civil business of the Count = 


away from the reach of t 
He has the utmost objection to the 
attendance of the members of the Bar, 
with the result that he administers his 
Court in @ pans maar ° itself, 
and without parallel in any other por- 
tion of the Laoregr of Ki ‘ aoate I me 
we may expect m the Governm 
a little hg than £13,000 towards 
the building of a new Court, which, 
unless it adjoins the Four Courts, 
will be of no advantage to the 
general body of practitioners. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: I give 
notice that I will to-morrow put & 
question on the subject. 


Original Question put, and agreed 
to. 

Resolution to be reported To- 
morrow, at Two of the clock. 

Committee to sit again upon Wed- 
nesday. 
DRAINAGE AND iMPROVEMENT OF 


LAND (IRELAND) (No.2) BILL. 
(No, 292.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


(2.41.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY 
(Cork): When does the right hon, 
Gentleman propose to take the Second 
Reading of this Bill? Why not take 
it now? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
I have no objection. I should be very 
glad to take it now. 

Bill read a second time, and 
committed for Thursday. 








$23 Sale of Intoxicating Liquors {COMMONS} to Children (No. 2) Bill. 324 


" 
WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION (RE - COMMITTED) 
BILL.—(No. 365.) 
CHANGED FROM 
WITNESSES (ROYAL COMMISSIONS 


AND PARLIAMENT) PROTECTION 
BILL.—(No. 287.) 
COMMITTEE. 
’ Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 

Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Longford, 
N.): I move to report Progress. 
This is a Bill from my point of view 
‘entirely. obnoxious. It is little better 
that a Coercion Bill in disguise, and I 
‘shall give it the strongest opposition in 
my power. 

Committee report Progress, to sit 
again upon Thursday. 


. LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL.— 
(No. 299.) 

Read: the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 9) BILL.— 
(No. 354.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PUBLIC . HEALTH (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (BATHGATE 
WATER) BILL.—(No. 348.) 


Reported without Amendment [Pro- 
Visional Order confirmed]; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
(No. 363.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
- for Thursday. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 72.) 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


TOWN HOLDINGS (IRELAND) BILL. 
(No. 71.) 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 






a 


SALMON. AND FRESH-WATER 
FISHERIES BILL.—(No. 258.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 





LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 

[SALARIES] . 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of the Consolidated Fund,.of 
an increase of the Salaries of the Commis- 
sioners appointed under “The Purchase of 
Land ( d) Act, 1885,” and to make 
further provision respecting the Land Com- 
mission. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow, at 
Two of the clock. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 

(in the Committee,) 
Resolved, That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the ser- 
vice of the year ending on the 3lst day of 


March, 1893, the sum of £4,662,200 be granted 
out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 


Kingdom. 
Resolution to be reported To-morrow, at 
Two of the clock. 


NATIONAL DEBT [CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS]. 
Resolution [27th May] reported, and agreed! 
to. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Courtney, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


and Sir John Gorst. 
Bili presented, and read first time. [ Bill 385.] 


MOTIONS: 





CASUAL WARDS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Ritchie, Bill for the pro- 
vision of Central Stations in connection with 
Casual Wards in London, and for other pur- 
poses relating to such Casual Wards, ordered) 
to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 


Long. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 354.] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Conybeare, Bill to 
hibit the holding out of inducements to Chi 
dren to visit public houses, ordered to be 
ig in by Mr. Conybeare, Mr. Allisdn, 
Mr. M‘Lagan, and Mr. Henry Joseph Wilson. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [ Bill 386.] 

House adjourned at Three 
. clock &.m. 





Bill withdrawn. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Tuesday, 31st May, 1892. 





BARNARD PEERAGE. 


Report from the Committee for 
Privileges that the Claimant Henry De 
Vere Vane hath made out his claim to 
the peerage, title, dignity, and honour 
of Baron Barnard of Barnard Castle in 
the Peerage of England; made, and 
agreed to; and resolved and adjudged 
accordingly ; and resolution and judg- 
ment to be laid before Her Majesty by 
the-Lords with White Staves : Ordered, 
that all deeds, documents, and papers 
produced on behalf of the Claimant by 
his agents be delivered to the said agents. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 
93 be suspended ; and = a for de- 
iting petitions praying to eard against 
ivate and Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bills, which would otherwise expire on or 
before Tuesday, the 7th of June next, be ex- 
tended to Thursday, the 9th of June next. 


EASTBOURNE IMPROVEMENT ACT 
(1885) AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING, 


Order of the Day for the Sécond 
Reading, read. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.”—(The Earl of Morley.) 


*Eart FORTESCUE: My Lords, 
my excuse for intruding upon your 
Lordships with regard to this Bill is this. 
Some years ago, as may possibly be 
in the recollection of some of your 
Lordships, I brought before this House 
what I considered, and what I was 
rejoiced to find Peers of far more weight 
and influence than myself agreed in con- 
sidering, as real grievances on the part 
of the Salvation Army—as it is called— 
grievances which they had suffered from 
in several places where inadequate pro- 
tectioi had been afforded to them as 
peacerble and law-abiding citizens. 
‘They complained, and it seemed only 
with too good reason, of assaults and 
insults with which they had been visited, 
if not with the connivance, at any rate 
without the active interference on their 
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behalf which they had a right to claim, 
as their employment was lawful and 
innocent, not to say benevolent and 
beneficent. My Lords, as this Bill has 
come up, I am sorry to believe, withthe 
sanction of Her Majesty’s Government, 
after passing the other House, I do 
not propose to trouble myself—if any- 
one else moves it I should support 
him—or to trouble your Lordships with 
a Division on the Bill. But I must be 
allowed to say that it does not indicate 
quite all the zeal for the strenuous 
maintenance of order in the adminis- 
tration of England—for which we are 
most grateful to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in the administration of Ireland— 
that might be wished. And the pro- 
ceedings which led to this legislation 
seem not to have been very creditable 
to the inhabitants generally, or to the 
Municipal Authorities, of Eastbourne. 
But, my Lords, I venture to say that they 
are most discreditable to the person 
who is called General Booth, and I 
should add, his deluded followers only 
they seem to be merely passive instru- 
ments in his hands. Now, for some time 
after that discussion in the House of 
Lords the Salvation Army, as it is 
called, was sinned against rather than 
sinning; they were law-abiding, and 
eer protected as law-abiding 
and benevolent citizens. But after a 
time, I suppose feeling the need of 
fresh excitement on their part and on 
their behalf, Mr. Booth encouraged 
them to violate the law, and to perse- 
vere in violating the law, at Torquay; 
and since then, to a far worse degree 
as we all know, quite recently at East- 
bourne. I say that this conduct is 
most discreditable to him, because he 
is the person really responsible, as a 
citizen and as a Christian. It is dis- 
tinctly in violation alike of human and 
Divine law. Goodness of intention is 
no justification for lawlessness. As to 
the violation of human law there ean 
be no doubt; and as to the violation 
of Divine law, writing under a heathen 
Government, the inspired Apostle says: 
‘“‘ Submit yourselves to every ordinance 
of man for the Lord’s sake.” That of 
course implied ordinances that were 
not directly at variance and incom- 
patible with the observance of the 
Divine law. Now, to speak of its 
being an act of imperative Christian 
N 
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duty to march illegally through a town 
rida 


where it was fo en by law, and 
to do that with a noise more or less 
-harmonious or discordant, is simply 
absurd and ridiculous. And I must 
say I read with much surprise 
the testimony borne on behalf of this 
-man and his works—I do not deny at 
all his good and benevolent intentions— 
from a wonderfully strange assortment 
of sponsors. For my part, I venture to 
think that the effect of that testimony 
is less likely to be that of inspiring your 
Lordships and most men of common 
sense with fresh confidence in Mr. 
Booth than of shaking our confidence 
in the good sense of that very hetero- 
-geneous body of sponsors. I do not 
wish to trouble your Lordships any 
further ; but having on a previous occa- 
sion taken upon myself to speak on 
behalf of the Salvation Army and their 
work when they were law-abiding, I 
feel it my duty to protest against them 
and their acts when they are deliber- 
ately law-defying and law-breaking. 
Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I believe it is not usual.in this 
House to discuss a Private Bill on 
Second Reading ; but I myself person- 
ally was not aware that this Bill was 
coming before your Lordships to-night, 
and I am not therefore prepared to say 
anything about it until I have looked 
more carefully at the Bill—indeed, I 
have not seen it until this moment. I 
only hope it will not be assumed that 
- the matter will pass sub silentio. I 
certainly at some stage of this Bill, 
=? in Committee, and even per- 
aps later, shall think it right to call 
your Lordships’ attention to the cir- 
cumstances under which this Bill has 
found a place here. If what I saw was 
truly reported in the newspapers it was 
reported something in this form: That 
the Committee to whom the matter was 
referred inquired of those persons who 
were responsible for the proceedings of 
the Salvation Army whether, if a par- 
ticular course was taken, they would 
obey the law, and that upon an assur- 
ance that they would obey the law so 
altered, then the Committee found that 
the preamble of the Bill was proved. 
My Lords, I should very much like to 


know whether that was accurately 
stated, and I mean to inquire. 
I can only say that the B 


Earl Fortescue 


If so, 
ill does not 
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cedure as I, for one, should be disposed 
to accede to; and further I think it 
necessary to see whether the Bill can 
be commended on itsown merits to the 
House, and not simply because people 
have persistently and openly defied the 
law. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill read 2*; and committed. 


WATER COMPANIES (REGULATION 
OF POWERS) BILL [4.1] 
Bill read 3* according toOrder ; and 
passed ; and sent to the Commons. 


CHARITIES INQUIRIES BILL. 
Bill read 3* according to Order ; and 
passed. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 
BILL. 


Bill read 2* according to Order ; 
Committee negatived; and Bill to be 
read 3* on Monday, the 13th June 
next. 


COMMISSION ON VAC- 


CINATION, 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
your Lordships may probably be aware 
that the Royal Commission which was. 
appointed to inquire into the subject 
of vaccination, over which I have the 
honour to preside, made, a short time 
ago, an Interim Report, although their 
labours are, I am sorry to say, very far 
from a close. In that Interim Report 
two recommendations were made : one 
that cumulative penalties should cease 
to be inflicted in respect of the non- 
vaccination of the same child; and the 
other that with regard to the persons. 
committed to prison fora breach of the 
Vaccination Laws power should exist 
similar to that which is contained in 
the Prisons Act to deal with those per- 
sons otherwise than by subjecting 
them to the ordinary treatment of 
criminal prisoners. My Lords, these 
recommendations were unanimously 
passed by the Commission, although 
it contains amongst its members those 
who are certainly inclined to take 
very different views upon the question 
of compulsory vaccination. A question 
was put the other day to the Secretary 
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of State for the Home Department 
with regard to the intentions of Her 
Majesty's Government as to legislating 
upon the lines of these recommenda- 
tions. My Lords, of course it would 
be out of the question totake any excep- 
tion to the claim of the Home Secretary 
on behalf of the Government that they 
should have time to consider whether 
they would propose legislation such as 
been suggested by the Commission ; 

no exception therefore could be taken 
to the answer of the Home Secretary 
that the Government required time to 
consider, and were taking time to con- 
sider the matter, and that it was 
necessary for them to examine the 
evidence and see upon what evidence 
these recommendations were founded. 
But undoubtedly there was something 
in the tone of the remarks of the Home 
Secretary, and the collocation in which 
those words were to be found, which 
created an impresion that the Report 
of the Commission itself was treated as 
of little weight, and that the only 
matter to be considered was the 
evidence. I am quite sure the right 
hon. Gentleman did not mean to make 
any such reflection upon the Com- 
mission, or for a moment to treat their 
recommendations as being otherwise 
than deserving of weight as well as the 
evidence which would have to be con- 
sidered. And, my Lords, I should 
not of course for a moment have thought 
of troubling your Lordships with the 
matter if that had been all; but the 
right hon. Gentleman proceeded to say 
that to carry out the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission amounted to 
a repeal of the Vaccination Acts, and 
that the Government were anxious to 
hear upon what evidence the recom- 
mendations had been founded. Now, 
my Lords, I cannot help thinking, and 
that indeed is the view of the Com- 
mission generally, that it would be 
likely to be mischievous if the impres- 
sion were to go abroad that the recom- 
mendations of the Commission were so 
ed by themselves, or were in- 
tended to be regarded in the least as 
pre-judging the question of a continu- 
ance of compulsory vaccination, and 
if they were to be regarded as, in any 
sense, a repeal of the Vaccination Laws. 
No doubt, it may .be said that every 
diminution of the penalties that are im- 
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posed for a breach of the law may afford 
some additional facilities to those who 
are not desirous of obeying it. And, 
speaking generally, and without re- 
gard to any other considerations, it of 
course is perfectly legitimate that to 
take the view that to content yourself 
with a single penalty is relieving those 
who will not obey the law of a certain 
amount of the pressure which the law 
now puts upon them. But, my Lords, 
when it is said that the recommendation 
would amount to a repeal of the Vacci- 
nation Laws, I must call your Lordships’ 
attention to the way in which this 
question stands. In 1871 the matter 
was considered by a Committee of the 
House of Commons, consisting of 
fifteen Members; the Chairman was 
the late Mr. Forster. It contained 
such Members as Mr. Stephen Cave, 
Mr. William Henry Smith, Sir Lyon 
Playfair, Mr. Hibbert, Dr. Brewer, Sir 
Dominick Corrigan, and others; and 
the Committee, so constituted, unani- 
mously recommended that where one 
full penalty—that is, twenty shillings 
—had been imposed upon a parent, the 
magistrate should not impose any 
further penalty in respect of the same 
child, that is to say, the same recom- 
mendations that are now made by the 
Royal Commission. That Committee 
was not a Committee of anti-vaccina- 
tionists ; it was a Committee of those 
strongly in favour, as may be seen by 
the Report, of enforcing as fully as pos- 
sible compulsory vaccination ; but they 
pointed out that the reason why they 
came to that conclusion was that, upon 
the whole, these repeated prosecutions 
in respect of the same child caused an 
amount of irritation and opposition to 
the Act, which was detrimental to the 
working and enforcing of the Vaccina- 
tion Acts to a greater extent than 
any advantage gained by securing 
vaccination in individual instances. 
Your Lordships are aware, we are 
certainly aware as members of the 
Commission, that in a great number of 
cases imposing repeated penalties has 
had no effect in promoting the vaccina- 
tion of the children. In 1871 a clause 
was introduced into the then Vaccina- 
tion Act to carry out this recormmen- 
dation of the Committee. There was 
a division upon it in the House of 
Commons, but it was carried. by 
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fifty-seven to twelve, and as the 
Bill came to this House it contained a 
clause providing that there should be 
no cumulative penalties. In this House 
unfortunately it met with an adverse 
fate. The late Lord Redesdale pro- 
that the clause should be omitted 
m the Bill, and carried his proposal 
by a majority of eight to seven; so 
thet, even in your Lordships’ House, 
it can hardly be said to have had any 
very great moral weight. And when 
Lord Redesdale had proposed that 
Amendment, Lord Halifax, on behalf 
of the Government, who had the Bill 
in charge, said— 

“It is the opinion of Mr. Simon, the medical 
officer to the Privy Council, that it is unwise 
to insist upon anything which is not indis- 
pensable, and further the penalty now pro- 

will answer all the practical purposes of 
the Act. It is desirable that public feeling 
should go with the Act, which will be the case, 
since the exceptions will be very few, whereas 
an adverse fecling may be excited to the pre- 
judice of the Act, even if a few prosecutions 
are persisted in. The strongest advocates of 
vaccination deprecate repeated fines and im- 
prisonments, which leave the defendants’ 
ehildren unvaccinated.” 
Notwithstanding that, however, the 
clause was.struck out, and the Bill 
went to the Lower House, and Mr. 
Forster advised the House not to dis- 
agree with the Amendment, because if 
so, as it was late in the Session, the 
19th August, the Bill would inevit- 
ably be lost, and it contained certain 
provisions which in the presence of a 
then very prevalent outbreak of small- 
pox, it was exceedingly desirable to 
pass at once ; but he used this language 
about these penalties :— 

“ That clause was passed in the House by a 
majority of fifty-seven to twelve, and 
expunged in the other House by a 
majority of eight to seven, the total number 
of peers voting being just equal to the number 
ef the Members on the Select Committee, 
which, after long and careful consideration, 
came to a unanimous conclusion in favour of 
the clause.” 


Then he said that he would have asked 
them to disagree with the Lords but 
for the causes to which I have called 
your Lordships’ attention ; and he adds 
these words :— : 


“T regret the omission of the clause, because 


in my opinion it strikes a heavy blow at the 
Principle of compulsory vaccination, which 

i rdships, as well as I, think necessary 
for the health of the country.” 


Lord Herschell 
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Now that was twenty years ago. 
The Royal Commission over which I 
preside, after considering the matter 
now for three years have arrived at the 
conclusion that the predictions which 
were uttered at that time have been 
fully verified, and that whatever ad- 
vamtages may have arisen from these 
cumulative penalties, on the whole the 
disadvantages have preponderated. So 
that although our Commission contains 
certainly some who are inclined—I 
speak of them still as dealing with the 
matter sub judice—to a view favourable 
to compulsory vaccination, yet they 
were unanimous in making this recom- 
mendation ; and when I remind your 
Lordships that amongst the Members 
of the Commission are such men 
as Sir James. Paget, Sir William 
Savory, Mr. Jonathan Hutchinson, 
Professor Michael Foster, Sir Edwin 
Galsworthy, who has done such good 
work on the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board, and others, I think your Lord- 
ships will feel that the recommendation 
concurring as it does with that recom- 
mendation made twenty years ago by 
the Select Committee is entitled te 
great weight. But as I say, I do not 
call attention to this matter for the 
purpose of pressing the Secretary of 
State or Her Majesty's Government at 
all, or for the purpose of urging them 
to act with any unreasonablc haste ; 
but I am anxious to show that the 
recommendations could not properly 
be regarded as amounting to a practical 
repeal of the Vaccination Laws; because 
I have pointed out that twenty years 
ago that was urged as the best thing to 
be done in the view of those who were 
favourable to compulsory vaccination ; 
and twenty years’ experience has led 
the Royal Commission subsequently, 
seeing what has passed in the mean- 
time, to the same conclusion. My Lords, 
there is a fact which may not be within 
your Lordships’ knowledge as bearing 
upon this, which is that where you 
have these repeated prosecutions it has 
not unfrequently happened that it has 
stirred up so much feeling by the resist- 
ance which has been engendered 
through persons going to prison rather 
than pay, or paying time after time by 
allowing their goods to be sold, that 
the end has been frequently that the 
Guardians elected have been Guardians 
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who would not prosecute at all; and 
therefore in the endeavour to enforce 
the law with great stringency the end 
arrived at has often been to leave the 
law absolutely unenforced over a con- 
siderable district. All these of course 
are matters well deserving considera- 
tion ; and I am not saying a word, and 
do not desire to say a word to press 
the Government upon this, or to ask 
for any decision upon it now. But the 
Members of the Commission (and I con- 
fess I share their feeling) did think 
that it might be detrimental if it were 
supposed that we shared at all in the 
view that the recommendations which 
we have made amount, or would 
amount practically to a repeal of the 
Vaccination Laws. My Lords, I beg 
to ask Her Majesty’s Government whe- 
ther the Home Secretary is eorrectly 
reported as having said, in answer to 
a question in the other House, that to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Vaccination 
amounted to a repeal of the Vaccina- 
tion Acts, and that the Government were 
anxious to hear upon what evidence 
the recommendations had been founded ; 
and that if the House decided that 
offences againsé the Acts were of suffi- 
cient social importance to be dealt 
with, the treatment of persons con- 
victed of those offences must naturally 
be decided by that consideration. 
Lorp pE RAMSEY: My Lords, I 
have the authority of the Secretary of 
State to say that inany words that he 
may have uttered in the other House of 
Parliament he had not the smallest 
idea, or the slightest intention of in any 
way throwing the least doubt or asper- 
sion on the weight of any recommen- 
dation of the Commission over which the 
noble and learned Lord presides— 
quite the reverse. Concerning the 
words which the noble Lord has 
brought to your Lordships’ notice the 
Secretary of State at Question time in 
the other House, being pressed to im- 
mediately initiate legislation to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission contained in the 
Interim Report—he was being pressed 
to say that vaccination prisoners 
should be treated as ordinary  pri- 
soners—in reply said that if the re- 
quirements as to vaccination were of 
such importance that the disregard of 
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them was to be treated as an offence, 
the treatment in prison of persons con- 
victed of that offence must necessarily 
be governed by the same considera- 
tion; he also intimated his opinion 
that the proposal for vaccination pri- 
soners to be treated as first-class misde- 
meanants was to be taken in conjune- 
tion with the proposal of the Royal 
Commission that there should be no 
more than one tion in each 
case, and that the two together would 
amount to a repeal of the Vaccination 
Acts. For, as the result of the penalty 
for the breach of the requirement to 
vaccinate would seem so slight as not 
to be a deterrent, vaccination would 
cease to be regarded as compulsory. 
Before taking action therefore the 
Government Slesired to consider the 
evidence upon which the recommenda- 
tions of the Commissioners in their 
Interim Report were founded. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Iam 
afraid my noble and learned Friend 
will not feel much satisfaction at 
the answer which the noble Lord 
has given, because in point of fact he 
has confirmed entirely the objections 
which my noble and learned Friend 
raised to what the Home Secretary 
said ; because it appears that he did 
say that the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission, taken together, 
would amount practically to a repeal 
of the Vaccination Laws. Now, my 
Lords, surely there was great force in 
what my noble and learned Friend said 
that the question here is not as to 
abandoning the Vaccination Laws, be- 
cause the Commission have not reported 
at all upon that point ; the question is 
as to the best mode of enforcing the 
Vaccination Laws, and it may be that 
upon consideration the Government and 
Parliament may think that the change 
proposed by my noble and learned 
Friend’s Commission would not enable 
us to enforce the Vaccination Laws 
better, but would lead to the con- 
sequences that the Home oe | 
seems to apprehend. But I still 
think that my noble and learned Friend 
has some reason to complain that the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission, which certainly were not in- 
tended by them to involve such con- 
sequences and are distinctly, as he Says, 
based upon an entirely different prin- 
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ciple, should be represented as a re- 
commendation to repeal the Vaccina- 
tion Laws. And without for a 
Moment expressing now an opinion 
fipon a very difficult and thorny ques- 

mn, I certainly do hope that when the 
time comes that we have to consider 
the very difficult question how the 
Vaccination Laws are to be dealt with 
we should not hastily come to the con- 
clusion that the whole of the compul- 
sory. system must be abolished ; be- 
cause it may be found that the present 
system of cumulative penalties does 
not assist us in enforcing the law. Pre- 
maturely to come to any such view 
would seem to me both to prejudice the 
question at issue, and also to be very 
imprudent, considering the extreme 
importance to the country of the Vac- 
cination Acts being enforced and the 
great reluctance which many people 
would feel if the Vaccination Laws 
were proposed to be hastily abandoned, 
because it was found that the cumula- 
tive penalties produced the effects 
which my noble and learned Friend 
has mentioned. I must again say 
that I do not intend by what I have 
said to express any opinion upon the 
general question, but I merely say that 
I think my noble and learned Friend 
has, most unquestionably, some justifi- 
cation, and the noble Lord opposite 
has confirmed it, for the apprehension 
that he entertains of the views that 
the Home Secretary has taken of this 
question. 


*THe PRIME MINISTER anv 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Sauispury): My Lords, I should 
guard myself as the noble Earl has 
done, by saying that I do not desire to 
express any opinion upon the general 

uestion, for which I am not qualified. 

ut I think that the noble Earl is 
hardly fair with regard to the expres- 
sions used by my right hon. Friend the 
Home Secretary. The noble Earl 
says that he has represented the Com- 
mission as recommending an abandon- 
ment of the Vaccination Laws. 


Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
beg the noble Marquess’s pardon. I in- 


tended merely to repeat what the noble 
Lord said—namely, that the adoption 
of these recommendaticns, taken to- 


The Earl of Kimberley 
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gether, would amount to a repeal of 
the Vaccination Laws. 

*Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
do not think the noble Lord said that. 
It is perfectly fair for the Home Secre- 
tary to come to the conclusion, and 
there are very plausible grounds for 
coming tothe conclusion, that although 
the Committee may have fully intended 
to maintain the Vaccination Laws and 
put them into operation in the manner in 
their judgment most calculated to be 
effective ; yet that the recommendations 
were not founded upon a sound judg- 
ment, and that their practical effect 
would be that the Vaccination Laws 
would cease to be operative. Whether 
that is the case or not I do not know; 
but I think my right hon. Friend was 
quite right in asking to see the evidence 
before he formed his opinion. I do not 
see how a desire to see the evidence 
implies the slightest distrust of the 
Commission over which the noble and 
learned Lord presides. It is a ques- 
tion of very great difficulty, and it 
is necessary to know precisely all the 
grounds upon which the Commission are 
going in making recommendations 
which have an appearance certainly to 
many minds of making the Vaccination 
Law idle. If a penalty is always, 
as I think it would become, a money 
penalty, it is obvious that this permis- 
sion to break the law as ofter as you 
liked, when you have once paid one 
fine, would amount to a privilege for a 
rich offender, and would in reality 
allow persons to buy a permit to 
make themselves centres of contagion. 
I do not know whether the Vaccination 
Laws will want alteration or not ; until 
I have seen the evidence it is impossible 
for me to judge; but the principle of 
allowing people to get off with one 
penalty, and then to go on repeating 
the same offence as often as they like 
upon the same child does seem to me a 
perfectly novel principle in our legisla- 
tion, and I can well understand my 
right hon. Friend hesitating before he 
hastily brings in a measure to adopt 
something so perfectly untried. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
after the answer given by the Home 
Secretary and communicated to us I 
shall on an early day after Whitsuntide 
call the attention of the House to the 
question and move that, in the opinion 
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of this House, the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission ought to be 
carried out by legislation. 


SHERIFF COURTS (SCOTLAND) 
EXTRACTS BILL. 
Bill reported from the Standin 
Committee without Amendment ; an 
to be read 3* on Monday the 13th 


June next. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [#.1.] 


Bill reported from the Standing 
Committee with an Amendment. The 
Report thereof to be received on Mon- 
day the 13th of June next ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Six o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Tuesday, 31st May, 1892. 





The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS, 





BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. 

Queen’s Consent signified (by 
Order). 

THIRD READING. 

Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 

(2.9.) Me. THOMAS ELLIS 
«Merionethshire) : It will be unneces- 
sary for me to take up much time in 
recommending my Amendment to the 
House. Several witnesses were brought 
before the Committee on this Bill, and 
gave evidence that fishing in the 


streams running through the common 
~and commonable land had been en- 
joyed by the inhabitants of the town 
and district without iaterference, let, 
or hindrance from time immemorial. 
The Chairman and the Committee 
generally assented to the principle that 





nothing should be taken away which 
was now enjoyed by the people of the 
locality, and assented to the introdue- 
tion into the Bill of Clause 53, which 
is intended to safeguard the rights of 
the inhabitants of the town of 
Rhayader and district. But I think it 
came out very clearly in the discussion 
on Report the other day that the 
clause as it stood did not safeguard the 
rights of those inhabitants. I think 
the Chairman of the Committee (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman) and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) in 
that discussion admitted they were 
willing to maintain all the usages and 
privileges the people hitherto have had, 
and the new clause I have to propose 
does nothing more than safeguard im- 
memorial e, and maintain for the 
people of the district a cherished privi- 
lege they have always enjoyed, have 
highly valued, and a continuance of 
which they look forward to after the 
Corporation of Birmingham have con- 
trol over the land. Clause 53, which 
ostensibly has that object, will, I am 
afraid, simply lead to litigation, in 
which the sants and townsmen 
would have little chance against the 
very powerful and distant Corporation 
of Sienkatten, having all the legal 
weapons ready to carry a matter 
before a Court of Law. The least, I 
think, that we can ask the House on 
behalf of the people is that in the Act 
the intention of Parliament shall be 
clearly expressed ; and so, without 
taking up the time of the House fur- 
ther, I move the re-committal of the 
Bill in order that for Clause 53 may be 
substituted a clause in the following 
terms :— 


“ The inhabitants of the districts and of the 
town of Rhayader may continue as heretofore 
to fish in the Rivers Elan and Claerwen and 
their tributaries flowing through the manor of 
Grange and the manor of Builth above the 
upper end of the upper reservoirs and in the 
lakes adjacent thereto, to take turbary and to 
cut fern and rushes over such com 
land without interruption by the Corporatio 
subject nevertheless to the bye-iaws ee me 
by this Act.” 

Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the words ‘‘ now read the third time,” 
and add the words “ re-committed in 
respect of Clause 53.”—(Mr. Thomas 
Ellis.) 
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Question pene “That the words 
‘now read the third time’ stand part 
of the Question.” 

(2.14.) Mr. JOSEPH CHAMBER- 
LAIN (Birmingham, W.): The Motion 
is an unusual one, and the course pur- 


sued by the hon. Member is an ‘ex- 
tremely unusual one in relation to a 
private Bill which has been carefully 


*’ebnsidered by an important Hybrid 


Committee, and has been discussed in 
the House on more than one occasion. 
I must remark with some surprise upon 
the absence of the Chairman of the 
Committee on this occasion. He, as 
Chairman, is really responsible for the 
rovisions of the Bill as it left the 
mmittee, and I am surprised that 
the right hon. Gentleman is not here to 
defend his own proceedings. In earlier 
discussions upon the Bill, Welsh Mem- 
bers represented that the Corporation 
intending to become owners of this 
land might thereby endanger certain 
rights and privileges hitherto enjoyed 
by the inhabitants of Rhayader and 
district ; and the Corporation, in reply, 
stated plainly that their object in ob- 
taining possession was merely to guard 
the vast interests intrusted to them, 
and that when called upon by the 
necessities of the case to spend six 
millions sterling, it was only reasonable 
that they should have full security that 
their work should not be thrown away 
and their money lost in consequence of 
proceedings which might endanger the 
purity of the water. But they said 
subject to this they were perfectly 
willing that every right which hereto- 
fore had been enjoyed by these people 
should be continued to them, and 
accordingly when the matter came 
before the Committee it was very fully 
gone into, and not only were witnesses 
heard who represented the views put 
forward by hon. Members; but the 
Hybrid Committee, being unwilling 
that any doubt should remain as to the 
justice of their final decision, took 
the subject into its own hands, 
and invited the attendance of other 
witnesses in order to be absolutely 
certain that the views of the locality 
should be fully represented. And 
apparently with regard to all the other 
matters discussed on the Second Read- 
ing, the wishes and desires of the in- 
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habitants were fully satisfied. I was. 
informed by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee that the witnesses went away. 
absolutely satisfied with the provisions. 
which the Committee were prepared to- 
introduce into the Bill on their behalf. 
Then the Committee had to deal with 
this question of fishing. It should be 
understood that while undoubtedly 
there has been a certain amount of 
fishing—not considerable, but a certain 
amount of fishing—as to which the 
Committee called evidence and came to 
the conclusion—quite independently of 
the Corporation, and acting entirely on 
what I believe to be precedents guiding 
the proceedings of a Committee on @ 
private Bill in such cases — to decline 
to turn into an absolute legal 
right that which had heretofore 
been enjoyed on sufferance; but 
decided to introduce Clause 53, to 
which I invite the attention of the 
House. I am informed that that clause 
was not prepared by the Corporation of 
Birmingham ; but, on the contrary, it 
was imposed upon the Corporation by 
the representatives of local interests as 
absolutely satisfactory. But hon. 
Members go much further than those 
whose interest they profess to represent ; 
and on the Report stage of the Bill they 
again raised the question, and en- 
deavoured to turn these rights—as to 
which there is no sort of dispute be- 
tween us—into absolute possession, con- 
trary to past usage. They endeavoured 
to do this by inserting the words “ and 
privileges,” which we were told might 
be interpreted into something more 
than the word “rights.” This was 
resisted by the Corporation and by the 
Chairman of the Committee, who ex- 
plained what I have now repeated, and 
gave the reasons for the decision of the 
Committee, and then bya large majority 
the House rejected the proposal. Now, 
in another form the hon. Member 
raises what is practically the same 
Amendment. It is raised with the 
object of introducing into the Bill 
rights of a vague character which are 
not now absolute. The course pursued 
is unusual and very unfair to the Cor- 
poration and the landewners with 
whom the Corporation have entered 
into preliminary arrangements. I am 
by no means certain that any altera- 
tion of rights at this stage would not 
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be resented by the landowners, and 
throw into confusion the arrangements 
already made. Under the circum- 
stances, I hope the House will main- 
tain the decision already arrived at, and 
reiterate its rejection of this proposal. 
(2.20.) Sm STAFFORD NORTH- 
COTE (Exeter): With reference to an 
observation of the right hon.. Gentle- 
man on the absence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Stirlin 
Burghs. (Mr. Campbell-Bannerman), i 
beg to say I have received a letter from 
the right hon. Gentleman, in which he 
says he expected the Bill to come on 
yesterday, that he is called out of town 
to-day, and he has asked me to repre- 
sent generally, in his absence, the views 
of the Committee of which I was a Mem- 
ber. We entirely accepted the prin- 
ciple laid down that nothing should be 
done to take away existing rights ; but 
while we were extremely unwilling 
to deprive the inhabitants of any 
privilege of fishing hithertoenjoyed, we 
felt it was impossible in this Private 
Bill to convert a privilege into a legal 
right. In coming to this decision the 
Committee were unanimous, and I hope 
the hon. Member may not think it 
necessary to press the Amendment. 
(2.21.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon, &c.): We submit that the right 
of the public to fish in the Elan and 
Claerwen should be no more and no less 
than it hasbeen. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman (Mr. J. Chamberlain) has stated 
that Clause 53 was introduced to pro- 
tect the rights of fishing; but when it 
comes to a construction of the section 
nothing can be maintained but 
actual legal rights, not actual usage, 
in the past. The position is this: the 
riparian tenants have the right of 
fishing in the rivers, and they and 
their successors would have a freehold 
of those rights, but these are not the 
rights of the public we want to preserve. 
Just as the exercise of a right of way 
for over twenty years gives a title, so 
we want to secure that the right of 
fishing which for the last thirty or 
forty years the inhabitants have 
enjoyed without interference from the 
landowners shall continue in the future 
as in the past. We recognise the 
distinction between this right and a 
strictly legal right, but no landowner 
has interfered in the past, nor would 
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any landowner deny the right. We 
wish to ensure that under the new 
landowners—the Birmingham Corpora- 
tion—the same right shall continue. 
(2.25.) Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY 
(Longford, N.): I appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. J. Chamberlain) 
in the interest of his Bill to give a little 
further consideration to this question. 
The clause proposed is really much 
milder than the existing clause. Very 
properly the hon. Baronet a 
(Sir Stafford Northcote) stated that the 
Committee did not desire to confer 
rights not already in existence. The 
Committee were right in that view, and 
I endorse it. But that is not the 
position striven for. Nobody is asking 
for any right to be conferred which is 
not already in existence. The words of 
the new clauseare : The inhabitants may 
continue to do things ‘‘ as heretofore.” 
The rights of the riparian owners 
are left exactly as they were, and the 
arrangements they may make with the 
Birmingham Corporation will not be 
affected. Further, the recognition is 
subject to all the bye-laws the Corpora- 
tion may make for the object they 
have in view—namely, the preservation 
of the purity of the water, and why 
the Corporation should object I do not 
know. I think, unless the right hon. 
Gentleman is prepared to make the 
concession, his Bill may be placed in a 
position of considerable peril. The 
Bill has to pass through the House of 
Lords, and a Dissolution is impending. 
If a Petition is lodged against the Bill 
in the House of Lords it may be that 
the Bill may have to return to the 
House of Commons, and so the decision 
on the Bill may be relegated to a new 
House of Commons. in which the right 
hon. Gentleman will not have the 
assistance of his Unionist majority. 
This is a danger I venture to indicate 
to the right hon. Gentleman if he takes 
a too ‘“ high-horsical” attitude. I 
shall be glad to facilitate the progress 
of the Bill, and have every sympathy 
with its object—namely, to secure a 
good water supply for a large district ; 
and I trust that the Corporation may 
see the advantage of giving a pledge, if 
they cannot accept the clause in its 
present form, that they will in another 
place have some regard to the views 
put forward by hon. Members near me. 
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The Amendment is a very small one, 
and I should have thought that the 
right hon. Gentleman would have been 
the. doughtiest champion of public 
rigats on such an occasion. Let me 
point out this: that the clause as it 
stands is, unintentionally no doubt, 
practically illusory in consequence of 
the use of the word “right.” There is 
no right; there is only a good old 
custom that the people should fish ; and 
why the Corporation of Birmingham 
should, on the score of the purity of 
the water, seek to prevent that I cannot 
conceive. I see the hon. Member for 
Bordesley (Mr. Jesse Collings) is about 
to speak, and I hope he will take up a 
reasonable position, as he has fought 
hard for rights and privileges where 
none existed in the case of the agri- 
cultural labourers and others. I hope 
he will do something to prevent these 
rights being taken away from people 
under words which are intended to give 
a right and do not give one. 

_(2.33.) Mr. JESSE COLLINGS 
(Birmingham, Bordesley) : The speech 
of the hon. Gentleman contains a 
covert threat of Party action, and is, 
practically, an attempt to coerce the 
House into acquiescence with the 
Amendment. The arguments made use 
of were most extraordinary. The hon. 
Gentleman had to admit that the 
practice of fishing was only on suffer- 
ance, and he desires to turn this 

rivilege into an absolute right. The 

on. Gentleman also said that the 
difficulty was that the Birmingham 
Corporation might, under the Bill, 
make bye-laws, and that in case any 
pollution took place the inhabitants 
might find themselves deprived of the 
fishing. I think the House will admit 
that in such a case they should be 
deprived of it. 

Mr. HEALY: That is what I said ; 
that if there was pollution they would 
be deprived of it. 

(2.37.) Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: 
The sole argument of the Birmingham 
Corporation and the object of the Com- 
mittee upstairs was that, after the 
Corporation had laid out this enormous 
sum of money to get pure water, it 
should not be rendered of no avail by 
the pollution of the water. Anyone 
who followed the proceedings before 
the Committee must know that every- 
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with a supply of pure water was met 
by the Corporation, and the rights of 
those interested was met in every way. 
This Amendment is, in fact, an attempt 
to throw out the Bill; for if it is 
re-committed at the present stage of 
the Session, as it will have to go to the 
House of Lords, there is no guarantee 
that it will go through at all. 
The Welsh people, in -whose midst 
three or four millions will be spent, 
would be the first to object to that. 
The Birmingham Corporation are en- 
‘itled toa great deal of sympathy in 
the difficult position in which they are 
placed. For years they have been in 
a state of anxiety as to their water 
supply, and now the question is becom- 
ing more important and the sources of 
the supply more precarious. The difficult 
position which they are in is proved 
by the fact that they propose such an 


enormous outlay, which they would . 


not be likely to do if it were not abso- 
lutely necessary. The whole question 
has been thoroughly threshed out 
during an eighteen days’ inquiry in the 
Committee upstairs; everyone inte- 
rested has had the fullest opportunity 
of stating his case; and, therefore, I 
think the Committee are in a better 
position to judge as to the desirability 
of such a clause than we are without 
any consideration of it. I hope the 
House will support the decision of the 
Committee. 

(2.40.) Mr. WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester, Cirencester): I protest 
against any suggestion that anybody in 
this House wants to keep the people of 
Birmingham from having a supply of 
water. I think the feeling is unani- 
mous that they ought to have it, and 
to have power to make bye-laws to 
secure the purity of the water. But I 
am entirely in sympathy with the 
Welsh Members, and I think if they 
did not take every opportunity of pro- 
tecting the people they represent they 
would fail in their duty. It is all very 
well for the hon. Member for Bordes- 
ley (Mr. Jesse Collings) to speak of 
five or six millions being spent, but how 
much of it will go into the pockets of 
the Welsh people? You will spend a 
lot of money in burying pipes under- 
ground, ea | give a great deal to the 
landowners ; but the people we are 
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interested in are those who have enjoyed 
the fishing. Under the much-abused 
landlord system they have enjoyed the 
fishing, and they are afraid that when 
they are handed over to the Corpora- 
tion they wili be interfered with, and 
they ask that the privileges they have 
enjoyed in the past should not be taken 
away. Is that not a fair and reasonable 
demand? I hope my hon. Friends 
will persevere in their duty, and leave 
no stone unturned to preserve these 
rights to the people of Wales. The 
oe reason of the action to-day and on 
Report 1s not to defeat the Bill, not to 
prevent the people of Birmingham 
having the water, and having it pure, 
but to maintain the existing privileges 
and customs of this Welsh district. I 
hope many hon. Members on the other 
side will take the same view and sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided: — Ayes 125; 
Noes 67.—(Div. List, No. 155.) 


Main Question again proposed, ‘‘ That 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 


(2.52.) Sm HUSSEY VIVIAN 
(Swansea, District): I rise to move 
that this Bill be read a third time this 
day six months. I have not the 
slightest intention of divesting the great 
community of Birmingham of their 
necessary supply of water, but I repre- 
sent a far larger community than Bir- 
mingham, and one far nearer this 
water supply than the City of Birming- 
ham. Our population in Glamorgan- 
shire and Monmouthshire is increasing at 
an enormous rate, and there is no 
population in the United Kingdom 
which is increasing at anything like 
the same ratio as that of the mineral 
districts of South Wales. During the 
last ten years the population of Gla- 
morganshire has increased by 33-4 per 
cent., and is now 1,740,000. If that 
rate of increase is continued, in a 
hundred years our population will be 
between ten and twelve millions. It is of 
the greatest importance that we should 
be secure of a proper water supply, not 
only for our present population, but 
for any future increase. I am quite 
aware, Sir, that this matter has been 
investigated by a strong Committee 
upstairs, and that, therefore, we labour 
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under a great disadvan in bringing 
forward any question of this kind on the 
Third But our case was not 
brought before that Committee in any 
formal manner. By the courtesy of 
the Committee—which I desire to 
acknowledge—the hon. Member for 
Merionethshire (Mr. Thomas Ellis) 
and myself were invited to give evidence 
and state our views. But the House, 
with a long experience of the way 
matters are fought out before Com- 
mittees, will appreciate that the 
evidence of two witnesses called in 
that manner would not produce the 
same effect as witnesses of various 
kinds—experts and others—led by 
eminent counsel, were likely to 
produce on such a Committee, 
My hon. Friend stated the case of 
Wales generally, and I stated the case, 
so far as I was able, of the mineral 
districts of South Wales. What I 
desire to point out is that while the 
district which is sought to be taken by 
Birmingham is eighty miles distant 
from that city, that district is only fifty 
miles distant from the centre of the 
great mineral district of the North. 
The population of the district of Bir- 
mingham is not increasing in any 
degree in the same ratio that our 
population is increasing. As I said 
before, it is highly probable that in a 
comparatively short period our popula- 
tion will be some millions; and stand- 
ing here as I do, more or less repre- 
senting Glamorganshire and Chairman 
of the County Council, it must be 
admitted that our first duty is not only 
to protect the interest of our present 
constituencies, but also the interest of 
those that may come after us, even by 
a long distance. I would point out to 
the House that the areas of the clean 
gathering ground—that is, the areas of 
the gathering ground above the range of 
cultivation—are comparatively limited, 
and that in this instance the Corpora- 
tion of Birmingham propose to secure 
for themselves for ever an area of not 
less than forty-five thousand acres of 
clean gathering ground. Then, again, 
it is nearer to us than to them. I must 
point out also that the sites of the 
reservoirs are also extremely limited. 
You cannot in many cases catch the 
water, because of the elevated land; 
and then, again, another element is the 
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altitude at which you can construct 
these reservoirs. Some of our districts, 
containing the most dense populations, 
lie at a very considerable elevation, 
between seven hundred and eight 
hundred feet, and you will require, 
therefore, to establish the reservoirs for 
the supply of that population at a level 
that will reach the population by gravi- 
tation. Now, that is one of the im- 
rtant elements of this scheme which 
is proposed, that we are enabled by 
the favourable character of the gather- 
ing ground and of the reservoir 
ground to intercept the water is 
such an elevation as would bring 
it to their town, and_ also 
bring it to the great mass of their 
population. It is very difficult to 
select a place where the same favour- 
able conditions exist as exist in this 
icular spot which has been selected 

y Birmingham. What we desire is 
that before this large area is allocated 
to one community there should be a 
careful and impartial investigation of 
the whole of the water-producing areas 
of that part of Wales. We believe 
that there are large areas lying at a 
point nearer to Birmingham, which 
would not be so near to us, which 
would be perfectly capable of supplying 
Birmingham with all the water which 
they require. We also are informed, 
by a statement which has been circu- 
lated to hon. Members to-day, that the 
resent water supply of Birmingham 
is amply sufficient for their immediate 
wants, and had been very much under- 
stated to the Committee. I observe 
from the statement which has been 
circulated to-day that the amount of 
water at present available for Birming- 
ham is twenty and a quarter millions 
of gallons daily, whereas the consump- 
tion is there stated to be fifteen 
millions ; but I see that by the evidence 
before the Committee chat it was also 
stated at seventecn millions. This 
stecement wisc points to the fact that 
the whole amount available for 
Birmingham at present is twenty- 
eight millions of gallons daily, and 
that they have a surplus of something 
like thirteen millions; so that really 
there is no pressing necessity for this 
present large scheme which Birming- 
ham has instituted. As I said before, 
we have no desire to prevent the great 
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community of Birmingham from being 
properly supplied with water, but what 
we aie is that this matter should be 
judicially and impartially investigated 

fore this great area is allocated to 
Birmingham. I beg to move the 
a of the Third Reading of this 
Bill. 

Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word ‘‘ now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words “ upon this 
day six months.” —(Sir Hussey Vivian.) 

Question, “That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the Question,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


GARVE AND ULLAPOOL RAILWAY 
BILL (by Order). 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 

(3.10.) Mr. McDONALD CAME- 
RON (Wick, &c.): This Bill proposes 
to transfer to the Great North of 
Scotland Railway certain powers which 
were obtained by the Garve and Ulle- 
pool people from this Parliament by 
the Bill of 1890. What led to the 
obtaining of these powers was that 
during the great agitation in the High- 
lands the people of the West Coast 
thought that by opening up the district 
by means of a railway they could 
very materially develop the fishing 
industries of that part ,of Scotland ; 
and, consequently, the Bill of 1890 
was presented to the House and passed. 
After they had obtained this Bill, the 
promoters went to the Treasury, with 
the view of seeing whether they could 
obtain any Imperial assistance for the 
purpose of building this road. The 
Treasury informed them that if they 
could find a regularly constituted Rail- 
way Company to build the road and 
work it for a period of twenty-five 
years or so, they would grant them @ 
subsidy. Whenthey found the Treasury 
prepared to do this, they approached 
the Highland Railway Company, be- 
cause naturally enough that Company 
had already a large interest in the 
country. The Highland Railway Com- 
pany refused the offer which the Garve 
and Ullapool people made to them. 
When the Highland Railway Compan 
refused the offer, then they approach 
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the Treasury again, and laid the matter 
before them; and the Secretary to the 
Treasury suggested that they should 
try some other Railway Company. 
They accordingly entered into negotia- 
tions with the Great North of Scotland 
Railway Company, and the Great 
North of Scotland Railway promised 
to build the road, equip it, and work 
it for the period stated upon the terms 
laid down by the Treasury. When the 
Highland Railway Company found that 
the Great North of Scotland Railway 
Company had agreed and were about 
to come into the Highlands, and that 
they were also going to get an Imperial 
contribution, they turned round and 
said they would be prepared to make 
the line and work it. But instead of 
going to the Garve and Ullapool people 
and entering into negotiations with 
them as they ought to have done, they 
went direct to the Treasury, as I am 
led to believe, and told the Treasury 
that they had previously offered to 
build the road, but that the Garve and 
Ullapool people had refused their offer, 
and that they were now perfectly will- 
ing to do so. A Committee was 
appointed last year to inquire as to the 
best means of opening upthe Highlands, 
and they came to the conclusion that 
the extension of the Highland Line 
from Strome Ferry was the best. They 
recommended that, if this was not 
done, aline should be constructed from 
Invershin to Lochinver. But neither 
of these proposals had the advantage 
which the Garve and Ullapool line 
possesses. In the first place, the 
Garve and Ullapool people have their 
Bill, and are perfectly ready to proceed 
with the construction of their line, 
provided the Government will sanction 
the subsidy and the transfer of powers. 
Then their line would be very much 
shorter than the other routes, being 
only thirty-three miles long. If the 
line were made to run in connection 
with the Great North of Scotland Rail- 
way the fish caught on the west coast 
would arrive in the London market 
two or three hours earlier than at 
present, and certainly in time to catch 
the first market. Thus a great stimulus 
would be given to the fishing industry. 
I am exceedingly sorry that the Go- 
vernment have thought fit to treat the 
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Garve and Ullapool people in the way 
they have done. These people were 
the first to take any steps whatsoever, 
and the moment the Highland Railway 
Company saw that there was a 
chance of the scheme proceeding they 
came forward to get the Government 
subsidy in an underhand manner. I 
think if such a method was adopted 
by one honourable man of business 
towards another, that man would 
not be likely to get much business from 
him in future. I think it would be 
very much better if there was a second 
Railway Company competing with the 
Highland Railway Company. The 
promoters were perfectly willing to allow 
the Highland Railway joint powersover 
the new railway, or to agree to any 
such arrangement as would meet 
the requirements of the country. I 
have no antipathy to the Highland 
Railway Company, and the reason 
why I have been selected to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill is 
because I have no interest whatsoever 
either in their line or any other line of 
railway in the country. The Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, I see, is not here; 
but I hope that somebody in authorit 
who is acquainted with the case wi 
explain to the House and the country 
why the Government have taken 
this attitude. Ido not understand for 
the life of me why they should 
favour one company more than another. 
It is the interest of the country they 
ought to have at heart, and not the 
interest of the Highland Railway. We 
know that the directors of the Highland 
Railway are very influential gentlemen 
and in favour with the present Govern- 
ment. We know that last year 
they paid six per cent. divi- 
dend on their ordinary Stock. But 
whenever they have an opportunity 
of doing anything to help themselves at 
the expense of others they are always 
on the alert to do it. I beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 

(3.18.) Dr. R. McDONALD (Rossand 
Cromarty): I beg to second the Motion. 
I think the Secretary to the Treasury 
ought to be the first to help the Garve 
and Ullapool people, because they 
have been considerably at the mercy 
of the Highland Railway in the past. 
I think it would be not only for the 
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interest of the locality, but for the in- 
terest of the Treasury, if this railway 
were made. I have always stood up 
for this railway in opposition to any 
of the rest, because I thought it was 
the best, and I still think so. I 
should like to know from the Govern- 
ment what they are going to do in this 
matter. This matter of a railway and 
other things have been dangled before 
the Highlands for a long time past ; 
and I think it is time now that the 
matter should be settled by the Govern- 
ment, and that they should really say 
whether they are going to assist us or 
not. Several considerations ought to. 
favour the Garve and Ullapool scheme | 
-in the eyes of the Government. It is | 
about forty miles shorter than the | 
Lochinver route, and about fifty miles 
shorter than the existing route by 
Strome Ferry. I wish to impress 
upon the House the fact that the! 
Government have not behaved to the 
Garve and Ullapool people in the past 
as theyought to have done. It may be| 
said by the Government that the Lewis | 
people are not in favour of this new 
railway. I think it is a very small! 
minority of the people of Lewis who! 
say that they are not in favour of it. I) 
know that to be the case. 

Motion made, and Question, ‘That 
the Bill be now read a second time,’”’— 
(Mr. McDonald Cameron,)—put, and 
agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 








BRINE PUMPING (COMPENSATION 
FOR SUBSIDENCE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL (by order) (No. 347.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

*(3.21.) Mr. LAWRENCE (Liver- 
pool, Abercromby) : In the unavoidable 
absence of my hon. Friend the Member 
fer the Knutsford Division of Cheshire 

r. Tatton Egerton), I beg to move 
that this Bill bé read this day six 
months. This is a matter of great local 
interest, because it really largely affects 
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the whole trade of the district. It 
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affects not merely the traders to whose 
hands the trade goes, but also the 
Local Board of the district, who oppose 
very keenly the Bill now brought 
before the House. The matter has 
been discussed now for about twelve 
years, but I will only briefly refer to it. 
There are some poinss which I quite 
agree are not such as should be brought 
to-day before the House, but the gene- 
ral question, I think, is worthy of its 
consideration. The question of sub- 
sidence in the salt districts first came 
on the tapis, as far as this district is 
concerned, in 1881. The people in- 
terested were then willing that the 
area should be divided into four dis- 
tricts ; but, for reasons not connected 
with any local differences, I understand 
that that Bill never became law. It 
was ten years before the matter was 
again broached— in 1891—when a Bill 
was brought in which is the foundation 
of the Provisional Order of to-day. 
Before it got to the Select Committee 
stage, there was some very important 
correspondence between the districts 
which come before the House to-day 
to air their grievances—namely, the 
Northwich Local Board and the Wins- 
ford Local Board. The Winsford Local 
Board has to deal with an area where, 


| at present, there is a large amount of 


pumping, and a very smal! amount of 
subsidence. The Northwich Local Board 
is in wholly different circumstances. 
For the last one hundred years or more, 
Northwich has yielded large quantities 
of salt, and, as one person very wittily 
put it, “‘ There is something very rotten 
beneath Northwich.” A large area has 
already subsided,and the chances are 
that before very long a still larger area 
may be affected. At present no less 
than forty-six acres of Northwich have 
subsided, and that may very easily be 
added to. When this Bill of 1891 
came before the House the Winsford 
Local Board wrote to the Local Board 
of Northwich and asked what they 
were going for—whether they were 
really going for one large district, 
or whether they were endeavour- 
ing to embrace Winsford in 
the compensation area which the 
Bill contemplated. I need not read 
the correspondence at large, but I ma 

say that the Local Board of Northwic 
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passed a resolution when there were 
sixteen people present out of the twenty 
entitled to be there, and by that resolu- 
tion they passed with, I believe, one 
dissentient, a statement that they were 

rfectly content with the areas laid 
a with the Bill ten years before, 
under which each of the four districts 
was to bear the consequences of its own 
pumping. On the strength of that assur- 
ance, the Winsford Local Board came 
forward and co-operated with North- 
wich in introducing the General Act 
which is now on the Statute Book. 
This Provisional Order is a Provisional 
Order made under that Act, by which one 
compensation area is formed. In spite 
of the assurance which the Winsford 
Local Board received from the North- 
wich Local Board, the Northwich 
Board immediately applied to the Local 
Government Board, and an Inspector 
came down and, after a consideration 
of four days, decided that the very 
thing which Winsford most deprecated 
should become law, and we are here 
to-day to consider whether this pro- 
posal of the Local Government In- 
spector should be carried out, or 
whether the matter should be relegated 
for further inquiry. I appear also on 
behalf of the traders, for the trade of 
Winsford passes largely through Liver- 
pool hands, and therefore I am not out 
of my place in raising this question. The 
trade of Winsford deals largely with 
the cheapest kind of salt—altogether 
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the salt of this character dealt 
with in England amounts to one 
and a half million tons. One-half 


million of that amount would not be 
touched by this Bill, so that any tax 
put on the other million will distinctly 
handicap the working of that million 
tons. That is a consideration which 
ought to be taken into account, because 
assuredly the other half million not 
affected by the Bill will be seriously 
advantaged. It will be seriously 
advantaged in this way that whereas at 
Middlesbrough, where it is made, it can 
be put on board ship at a cost of eight- 
pence per ton, the same salt made at 
Winsford costs to puton board at Liver- 
pool three shillings and sixpence per 
ton. If this Bill becomes law another 
threepence will be added, which would 
be three and ninepence per ton, as against 
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the eightpence which is cha at Mid- 
dlesbrough. The people of Winsford, 
and not merely the traders oppose this 
because it is the only trade of Winsford, 
and it is not the only trade of North- 
wich. They say that the subsidence in 
Northwich, for the reasons I have 
already mentioned, is very great, and 
as the pumping at Winsford is so much 
greater, the tax will be borne in Winsford 
and expended in Northwich. The cost 
of the damage done per annum in 
Northwich is £4,800, while that in 
Winsford is only £1,600 a year, so 
that there seems to be a prima facie 
and strong case why this Bill should 
not become law. Then again, in the 
matter of pumping, out of the million 
tons that are pumped in the two districts, 
700,000 tons are pumped at Winsford, 
on which this tax would be levied, and 
only 300,000 tons at Northwich ; so 
that there, again, the tax being on the 
pumping, the burden will be on the 
shoulders of Winsford, and it will be, 
as I say, expended in compensating 
Northwich for its subsidence. When 
I add also that the subsidence of 
the same character in Winsford only 
represents one-quarter of an acre, or 
something like that, as compared with 
forty-six acres at Northwich, you will 
agree with me that the difference 
between the two districts is so great 
that though the general principle 
where you have to tax you should 
make a wide area is perfectly right, 
the particular case of Winsford makes 
its claim for exemption from this 
general principle quite fair. We 
have also to consider the expert evi- 
dence. Everybody knows that expert 
evidence is liable to vary in quantity 
and quality, but the singular fact is 
that Mr. Boyd-Dawkins, a great 
authority on this matter, who was a 
witness examined on behalf of North- 
wich before the Local Government 
Inspector, himself affirmed, on two or 
three occasions, judging from the 
uestions put him, that there was no 
Toadies now done to Northwich by 
Winsford. And when you remember 
that, under the 8th section of the Act 
of 1891, the Local Government Board 
has always the power to vary the 
boundaries, surely it would be fairer 
and wiser, if there is no damage done 
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at present to Northwich by Winsford, 
to wait until damage is done before 
you make this law; for when you have 
the power to vary the boundaries, you 
can always meet a hardship whenever a 
case may arise. You may hear about 
there being a continuity of strata over 
the whole of the district, but the expert 
evidence is quite tothe contrary. Mr. 
Dickinson, Chief Inspector of Mines, I 
believe, of all England, has twice 
reported that there is no continuous 
bed. Mr. Green, Professor of Geology 
at Oxford; Mr. Leader Williams, 
engineer of the Manchester Ship Canal, 
and formerly engineer to the River 
Weaver Navigation, and who was for 
ten years at Northwich, have affirmed 
that there is no continuous bed of salt ; 
while, quite lately, Professor Hull has 
affirmed that there could not be a 
weaker geological case than that pro- 

unded by the people of Northwich. 

think, therefore, I have shown that 
there isa strong prima facie case against 
the Bill becoming law—namely, that 
while on the general ground the people 
of Winsford accept the principle of the 
general law of 1891, they contend that 
the particular circumstances of their 
locality are such that it may be fairly 
made an exception. Some hon. Mem- 
bers may say, How hard it will be if 
the whole burden of this taxation is 
thrown upon Northwich! As a matter 
of fact, Northwich has several indus- 
tries; Winsford has only one. Wins- 
ford is farther up the Weaver, and the 
expense of carting the salt down from 
the district to Liverpool is very much 
greater owing to the longer distances, and 
the distance from rail and canal is also 
greater, and when you take the whole of 
these facts into consideration, I think 
you may fairly say that Winsford is per- 
fectly entitled to come here and com- 
plain of what seems to me a very hard 
case—namely, that by the application 
of the general principle in a wide area 
a great hardship will be conferred upon 
a particular locality. This feeling at 
Winsford is not confined to the Local 
Board, but is general throughout all 
society there, including the working 
men, who believe-that their trade is in 
danger. As we all know, the salt 
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trade, in spite of recent and spasmodic 
efforts, has gone back to the low ebb of 


Mr. Lawrence 


;COMMONS} 








Provisional Order Bill. 356 


fortune it has been at for the last ten 
years or so, and this further tax of 
threepence will do much to kill that 
trade. The trade in Winsford is entirely 
export, and if this Bill becomes law it 
will bring considerable suffering and 
distress upon everybody who has any- 
thing to do with the salt industry in 
the district. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word “‘ now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words ‘‘ upon this 
day six months.” —(Mr. Lawrence.) 

Question } gear » ‘‘ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


(3.32.) Mx. JOHN 8S. GATHORNE- 
HARDY (Kent, Medway): As the 
Chairman of the Committee on last 
year’s Act, it is only right that I should 
say that the question of areas was not 
actually before the Committee, and 
that the Committee declined to take 
evidence upon it. We knew it was a 
matter to be afterwards settled by a 
Provisional Order. But the evidence 
taken with regard to the general ques- 
tion was such as to give us 
a very fair opportunity of judg- 
ing what were the proper areas 
to be appointed under any future Bill, 
and the Committee were practically 
unanimous in the opinion that the area 
should be as large as possible. For 
my part, I think that if this Bill fails 
in any respect it is that the Local 
Government Board have not had the 
courage which they should have shown, 
and have not made the whole salt dis- 
trict of Cheshire into one area for taxa- 
tion. One thing which was clearly 
shown before the Committee was that 
in this case of brine-pumping it is abso- 
lutely impossible to say where the 
mischief is being done by those who 
are pumping the brine. I think that 
the figures the hon. Member has put 
before the House show that that is the 
case. He told us that at Winsford 
700,000 tons of brine are pumped, and 
that yet there is little or no disturbance, 
whereas at Northwich only 300,000 
tons of brine are pumped and there is 
enormous disturbance. It is a matter 
of absolute fact that the disturbance 
occurs in consequence of the quantity 
of salt taken away ; and if Winsford is 
really taking two and a half times as 
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much salt from its own area as North- 
wich does, it is clear that the subsi- 
dences at Winsford would be much 
larger than they are at Northwich. 
But as a matter of fact these 700,000 
tons of brine are being taken away from 
somewhere else, and are causing a sub- 
sidence there ; and I am confident that 
no man can say that no part of the 
brine is taken from under the town of 
Northwich, and is not causing subsi- 
dence there. It is perfectly clear that 
the only safe ground is to make the 
area of taxation as large as possible. 
You will thus spread an equal burden 
over all those engaged in the trade, 
whereas in having only small areas 
you may be making them pay for the 
mane. which they have not themselves 
caused. My ae regret is that this 
Bill does not propose a much larger 
area. 

(3.35.) Mr. WILLIAM H. CROSS 
(Liverpool, West Derby): I am sorry 
that no Representative of the Local 
Government Board is present to-day. 
This is a question of scientific and 
technical evidence which I do not 
think this House can be expected to 
hear and to judge; but what the 


-House can judge is that there has 


been a direct breach of understanding, 
and a breach of understanding that 
has been sanctioned by the Report of 
the officer of the Local Government 
Board. It seems to me that nothing 
could be clearer than what was said by 
my hon. Friend in opening this dis- 
cussion, that there was a perfect under- 
standing between the Local Board of 
Winsford on the one side and the pro- 
moters of the Bill of last year on the 
other when they accepted the declara- 
tion that they were unanimous in agree- 
ing that the districts of Winsford and 
Northwich should be kept separate. 
That declaration was ioe by the pro- 
moters of the Bill of last year, and yet 
these very promoters, once the Bill had 
passed, applied to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for a district and asked 
that that district might include both. 
There could not be a more direct breach 
of an understanding than is disclosed 
by the correspondence and by what has 
passed since. I think it is a great hard- 


ship on a small and rather strugg i 
town like Winsford that it ay 
VOL. V. =‘ [FountH sEniEs.] 
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have the t expense of fighting the 
Bill of ol asl on Commitves of this 
House, and of being represented again 
on the inquiry by the Local Govern- 
ment Inspector; and now, if this Bill 
om to a Select Committee — 
they will have to fight the whole thing 
over again at a very pt | cost to the 
rates. The real secret of this Bill is 
kindly explained tous in the Memoran- 
dum circulated this morning in favour 
of the Second Reading, and the reason 
that is given is this— 

“To make small districts,” say the pro- 
moters, “would create ll A as the 
maximum levy authorised would be inade- 
quate in some suffering districts, and more than 
necessary in others.” 

The people of Northwich say they are a 
suffering district where the maximum 
levy will not compensate, and therefore 
they take the very natural way of 
putting in other people's districts in 
addition to their own, so that there 
may be plenty of area from which to 


compensate themselves. The reason 
why the damage at Northwich is very 
much heavier than elsewhere is that the 


town is honeycombed by old mines 
which are not worked now and which 
are ra ge | falling in; and that is 
accelerated by pumping of the brine. 
My hon. Friend who presided over the 
Committee last year stated what was 
the unanimous opinion of the Com- 
mittee, and he also stated that they t-ok 
no evidence and did not hear counsel on 
the subject, But he could not have been 
aware of the fact that there is the 
test distinction between the soil 
m which the brine is pumped at 
Northwich and the soil from which it 
is pumped at Winsford. I hope the 
people of Winsford may be me 
another fight ‘in this matter. At all 
events, I hope the House will see that 
they have been grossly deceived in rely- 
ing on the representations made to 
them last year, and that an in- 
justice has been done which the 
House has it in its 7 to we 
(3.89.) Mr. TOLLEMACHE (Che- 
shire, Eddisbury) : I am very glad m 
friends have pos this question, but 
having raised it, and made their pro- 
test, I rather doubt whether the floor 
of the House is the proper place to dis- 
cuss the scientific evidence that is 
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necessary to be brought forward, or to 
enter into the unfcrtunate disputes 
which have taken place between the 
towns of Northwich and Winsford. I 
should like, however, to say I tho- 
roughly endorse everything that has 
been said by them as to the merits of 
the question. I feel very strongly that 
the town of Winsford has been ex- 
tremely badly treated. The Bill of last 
year was passed by the Committee 
upstairs on the distinct understanding 
that there should be a separate com- 
pensation district for each town; and 
although my hon. Friend who was 
Chairman of the Committee did not 
take any evidence on the subject of the 
loss caused to each town, I cannot 
agree with him in the conclusion which 
he has arrived at without taking that 
evidence. Anyone who knows the dis- 
trict, although he might not be able to 
say the particular damage that is 
caused by each particular set of pumps, 
would be perfectly able to say that in 
certain localities where pumping goes 
orn no damage whatever is caused 
except in the area immediately around. 
I have just presented a Petition from 
eight hundred ratepayers and property 
owners of Winsford protesting, not 
against the Bill in itself, but against 
the very unfair provision which puts 
the town of Winsford and the town of 
Northwich together in one compensa- 
tion area. I think my hon. Friend 
would perhaps be wise not to press this 
matter to a Division, but to take every 
step to bring the proper evidence before 
the Committee upstairs, with the view 
of getting this most unjust provision 
expunged from the Bill. 

*(3.43.) Tate UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Sruarrt Worttey, Shef- 
field, Hallam): I share in the regret 
that neither of the Parliamentary 
Representatives of the Local Govern- 
ment Board is present; but I am em- 
powered on behalf of my right hon.) 
Friend the President to say this much 
to the House, that in his view—a view 
which he takes very strongly—this is 
pre-eminently one of the cases which 
the House, in passing the Compensa- 
tion Bill of last year, considered should 
be dealt with in the ordinary way 
by the ordinary procedure created 


Mr. Tollemache 
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| by that Bill. This is a matter 
of geologicai and_ scientific  in- 
quiry which could not possibly be 
settled here. It has been inquired 
into locally by an officer skilled in 
the matters discussed before him, and 
with the aid of expert evidence, I 
submit, it was the intention of Parlia- 
ment last year that such matters as this 
urged by my hon. Friends behind me— 
as to which they may be entitled to 
sympathy—should be settled. Such 
matters are rather pertinent to what 
the Committee should do upstairs than 
to what the House should do. I trust, 
therefore, the House will not depart 
from the ordinary precedure in regard 
to this Bill. 

*(3.44.) Mr. BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I was very glad to hear, 
last among the speeches made on the 
opposite side, the kindly tones of 
the hon. Member for the Eddisbury 
Division. He has a right to speak on 
this subject, for he has given the 
suffering property owners of that 
district his sympathy in the matter 
throughout the whole of this long dis- 
cussion. I should like to say a few 
words in reply to the accusation made 
against my neighbours in Northwich, 
of bad faith in this matter. I know 
all the gentlemen who were at the 
meeting, the proceedings of which 
occupy so large a space in the 
pamphlet which has been distri- 
buted during the last few days. 
They are all men who would refuse to 
stoop to do a mean thing. They 
carried that resolution, expressing their 
opinions at that time, in perfect good 
faith, and it has not been because they 
wish to do an injury to Winsford that 
they have since changed their tactics, 
but simply because that having heard 


last year, and the statements made by 
its Chairman, they deemed it unwise, 
impolitic, and dangerous to the last 
degree, to ask for separate districts. 
The hon. Member for the Medway 
Division (Mr. J. S. Gathorne-Hardy), 
who presided over the Coimmittee 
with so much care and ability last 
year, has, I am inclined to think, for- 
gotten some of the evidence that was 
given before him. Mr. Thomas Ward, 





who is Director of the Salt Union, and 


the evidence before the Committee of - 
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who knows perhaps more about this 
matter than any man in this country, 
stated that in his opinion it is impos- 
sible to say where the mischief began 


or where it ended, and it was there- | ad 


upon that the hon. Member said that 
the Committee were unanimously of 
opinion that it was impossible to divide 
the district. The hon. Member for 
the Cricklade Division (Mr. Story- 
Maskelyne), who sat upon the Com- 
mittee in 1881 as well as in 1891, 
declared in Committee last year that 
te districts was 
fatal to the Bill of 1881. I am very 
glad to think that the Amendment will 
not be pressed. If it were accepted, 
it would be a strong condemnation of 
the Committee of last year, and would 
involve an almost indefinite postpone- 
ment of an honest attempt. by the 
people of the district to make those pay 
who cause the suffering. 

Mr. LAWRENCE: With the per- 
mission of the House, I will withdraw 
the Amendment. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure 
of the House that the Amendment be 
withdrawn ? 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


QUESTIONS. 





' THE POSTAGE OF VOTING CARDS. 


Mr. YOUNG (Christchurch) : I beg 
toask the Postmaster General whether 
he will consider the possibility of allow- 
ing voting cards, with the name and 
address only in writing, to be sent for a 
halfpenny in the same way as printed 
matter is now allowed to be sent, in 
open envelopes ? 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir J. Fereusson, Manchester, N.E.) : 
I think that my hon. Friend is not 
aware that by a recent change in the 
regulations polling cards, in which the 
name and address of the voter and his 
number on the Register.are inserted in 
writing, are allowed to pass by book 
post, and may therefore, like other book 
post matter, be sent for a halfpenny in 
open envelopes. I think t this 
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meets the case he pute. After the 
lst proximo any printed document, 
having the name and address of the 
sender or the name of the person 

dressed inserted in writing, will pass 
at the book rate. 


A BRITISH SEAMAN SHOT AT MALTA, : 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether P. Barry, 
leading stoker of H.M.S. ‘“ Hibernia,” 
was shot dead by a Maltese at Malta 
on the 4th February last; whether 
anyone was arrested for the crime ; 
and, if so, with what result, and what 
steps the authorities propose to take to 
bring the criminal to justice; and 
whether any provision will be made for 
the widow and orphans of the deceased ? 

Tae SECRETARY ro tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Forwoop, Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) (who replied): The Admi- 
ralty have received a Report to the 
effect that Philip Barry, who was em- 
ployed as leading stoker in the Steam 
Reserve at Malta, was found dead from 
a gunshot wound in a field adjoining 
his residence on the 4th March last. 
The circumstances are being investi- 
gated by the Civil Police, but the 
result of their inquiry has not yet been 
communicated. Untila further Report 
has been received the Admiralty are 
not in a position to settle the question 
of granting relief to the widow. The 
Report is being pressed for. 

Mr. HEALY: May I ask for an 
answer to the second part of the 
question ? 

Mr. FORWOOD: We have had no 
information as to that matter. 


SUB-LETTING OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. THOMAS H. BOLTON (St. 
Pancras, N.): I begto ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the plastering 
included in the contract for building 
the police station at Walthamstow has 
been sublet, in disregard of the under- 
standing that Government work shall 
be carried out by the contractor to 
whom it is entrusted and not by 
sub-contractors; and whether he will 
take steps to have the undertaking 
carried out in this particular case ? 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Matruews, Birmingham, E.): I am 
informed by the Receiver that the con- 
tractor for this building will do the 
plastering with his own men, and will 
not apply for leave to. sublet that por- 
tion of the work. 


FALSE TRADE MARKS, 


CotonsEL HOWARD VINCENT 
oe ry Central): I beg to ask the 
sident of the Board of Trade if the 
Regulations for the prosecution by the 
Board of Trade of ecien against the 
Merchandise Marks (1887) Amendment 
Act have yet been made public; how 
many complaints of false marking have 
been received by the Department ; and 
how many have formed the subject of 
legal proceedings ? 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tute BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir M. Hicxs Bzaca, 
Bristol, W.): The Regulations made by 
the Board of Trade with the concur- 
rence of the Lord Chancellor under 
Section 2 of the Merchandise }farks 
Act, 1891, were laid upon the Ta..e of 
the House on the 27th instant. Several 
instances of false marking have been 
brought under the notice of the Board 
of Trade. The Department has under- 
taken prosecutions in two cases, in 
each of which a conviction was ob- 
tained. 


CHARITY LAND ALLOTMENTS. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Exeter, as a Charity Com- 
missioner, whether the Commissioners 
have received a Memorial from allot- 
ment tenants at Chaddesley Corbet in 
regard to the rent paid for charity land 
under the Act of 1882; whether he is 
aware that the rent per acre of the 
allotments has been for some time 
higher than that paid for the rest of the 
charity land let» to a farmer; and 
whether the Charity Commissioners 
will communicate with the trustees 
with a view of securing such a revision 
of the allotment rents as the circum- 
stances of the case :may require ? 

Sm STAFFORD NORTHCOTE 
(Exeter) : A Memorial in regard to the 
rent paid for allotments by the tenants 
of the charity land belonging to Chad- 
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desley Corbet was received by the 
Commissioners on November 5th last. 
The rent per cultivable acre of the 
allotments when set out in or about the 
year 1884 was fixed at £3 5s., the 
agricultural value of the land being 
taken at £2 per acre, which the then 
farming tenants of the charity were 
paying; the additional charge being 
made in respect of the expenses of set- 
ting out, cost of collection and out- 
goings. The Commissioners are in- 
formed by the Governors that this rent 
has now been reduced to £2 13s. 8d, 
per cultivable acre. The Commissioners 
are still in communication with the 
Governors on the subject of the allot- 
ment rents, and have been recently 
informed by them that it is in contem- 
plation to adopt a system of manage- 
ment, which will give further satisfac- 
tion to the allotment holders. 


DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN 
(Monaghan, N.): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
lirected to the following extracts from 
the Review of Catholic Missions, pub- 
lished in Paris, which were quoted in 
the Daily News of the 30th instant :— 


“The Catholic Kingdom of Uganda has been 
destroyed. The King, the Bishop, and seven- 
teen missionaries have been driven out by the 
Protestants, supported by the agents of the 
British Company. Fighting broke out on the 
2lst January, when the Protestant natives, 
armed with rifles distributed by Captain 
Lugard, and backed up by the English fort, 
drove out the Catholics after a sharp engage- 
ment. Captain Williams left the fort to 
recover the bodies. Protestants afterwards 
attacked the Catholic mission, bombarded it, 
and set it on fire. The docter and a 
Catholic chief were killed. The missionaries 
and the remnant of the Catholics were forced 
to retire to the English fort, which had at 
first refused to send soldiers to protect them. 
The report concludes by stating that the 
British officers were incited to action by the 
Wagandas, and by the Protestant mis- 
sionaries ; ” 


and whether these allegations against 
the agents of the British Company, 
Captain Williams, Captain Lugard, 
and the officers of the English fort, 
are true; and, if so, whether the Go- 
vernment intend to take any action in 
the matter ? 
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Disturbances 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY (Longford, 
N.): I also wish to ask the Under 
Secre of State for Foreign Affairs 
if the following statement in the Press 
is correct :— 

“M. Ribot, Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
has instructed M. Waddington, French Am- 
bassador te Great Britain, to bring under 
Lord a notice the bad treatment 
—stagsingy ob tas Danie of Cope Lagat, 

e o . 
representing the British est Albion Comtony 
in that region. It is that i 
Lugard detains several o' 

and has distributed arms among 
the natives, who use them against the mis- 
sionaries ; ” 
and what steps will the Government 
take to secure the immediate release of 
the Catholic missionaries, and punish 
their assailants ? 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, 
Penrith): I cannot add anything 
to an answer which I gave last 
week to the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Dublin County (Sir 
Thomas Esmonde). No reliable in- 
formation has been received from 
Captain Lugard since the date of the 
alleged massacre. From the known 
character and antecedents of that 
officer and of Captain Williams it is 
impossible to believe that they were 
directly or indirectly parties to it. I 
may aad, in reply to the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Longford, that I under- 
stand that M. Waddington has been 
instructed to call the attention of Lord 
Salisbury to the matter. He has done 
so, and the answer given to M. Wad- 

ington was of a similar character to 
that which I have just made. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Do the Govern- 
ment intend to make any independent 
inquiry to test the truth of the state- 
ments that have been published ? 

Mr. HEALY: I wish also to ask 
whether, when the representations 
referred to were made, any documen- 
tary evidence was laid before Her 
Majesty’s Government on behalf of the 
French Administration tending to 
prove their accuracy ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: No, Sir, I think no 
documentary evidence was submitted, 
but that M. Waddington’s statements 
were founded upon letters received from 


the Fathers as 
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Monsignor Hoith, who had communi- 
cated them, I believe, to the Foreign 
Office in Paris. The place where the 
disturbances occ is at a dis- 
tance of more than three months’ 
journey from the coast, which is 
more than one month’s distance from 
London. It would require an expedi- 
tion to Uganda to convey any m 
whatever there, and before any expedi- 
tion could reach Uganda it is more than 
probable—nay, it is certain—that a full 
account of what has occurred will be 
received from Captain Lugard. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: May I ask whether 
if it was a case in which British subjects 
had been the sufferers the Government 
would have taken the matter in the 
same free and easy way ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Urder, order! 

Mr. HEALY: As the British East 
Africa Company has its Charter, and 
as it has also offices in London, has the 
Government deemed it to be their duty 
to address any remonstrance or any 
demand for information to that office ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: Yes, Sir. We 
have been in constant communication 
with the British East Africa Company 
in London, but they have had no infor- 
mation on the subject subsequent, as I 
have already said, to January 8th last, 
and those aainatin, as far as can 
be made out, occurred about the end of 
January, or about a fortnight after the 
8th of Jan In reply to the hon. 
Member for Monaghan, I would say 
that it is impossible to suggest any 
person who could make an independent 
inquiry into what has occurred in that 
district, short of sending what prac- 
tically “would amount almost to a 
military expedition to Uganda. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): Are we to understand that Cap- 
tain Lugard has been practically the 
Governor of that country since the 
King was defeated ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: That is just one 
of the very questions which I am not 
able to answer until we have received 
information. 

Mr. HEALY: Where can a copy of 
the Charter of the British East Africa 
Company be seen and examined ? 

Mr. LOWTHER : It was published 
in the Gazette at the time it was issued. 
I think it will appear in the Papers that 
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will be laid upon the Table almost 
immediately. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Can 
the hon. Gentleman inform me when 
we may expect to have the Papers, and 
whether he has any data which will 
enable him to judge when information 
will be received from Captain Lugard ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: The Papers are 
ready, and I expect to be able to lay 
them on the Table to-night or on 
Thursday. I am afraid we have no 
data at all on which we could say pre- 
cisely when an account will be received 
from Captain Lugard. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
ga!, E.): Are not the Government al- 
ready in possession of certain material 
facts, as, for instance, whether there 
has not been a distribution of rifles to 
some of the inhabitants of the district, 
under the authority of Captain Lu- 
gard; secondly, whether those who are 
so provided with firearms were not vic- 
torious in certain engagements; and 
whether King Mwanga has not been 
actually deposed in favour of a nominee 
of Captain Lugard ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: No, Sir, upon 
the three points specified we have no 
certain and definite information. We 
have only had rumours which have 
come to us, not through the British 
East Africa sphere at all, but across the 
Lake and through the German sphere. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: From whom ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: From a gentle- 
man of the name of Munksworthy, 
who lives on the Lake, and partly from 
the White Fathers; but we have not 
seen any documents. 

Mr. HEALY: Willthe Papers to be 
laid on the Table contain the letters 
from Mr. Munksworthy and the White 
Fathers ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I do not think 
they will from the latter, but I believe 
they will from the former. 


COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE IRISH 
POLICE. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland for 
what purpose and at whose sugges- 
tion a° force of twenty police under 
Sergeant M‘Dermott of Walfhill and 


Sub-inspector Hickey from Ballylinan 
Mr. Lowther 
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was assembled and placed in the im- 
mediate neighbourhood of a meeting of 
farmers at the Swan, near Walfhill, on 
Sunday, the 22nd instant, in connection 
with the establishment of a creamery 
on the co-operative dairying system ; 
whether Government note-takers were 
also present, and whether he has 
ascertained anything which could 
justify this police demonstration ; and 
from what fund the expense of the 

resence of the police for the day will 
be defrayed ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
The facts are substantially as they are 
given in the question. The police had 
reason to believe that a meeting would 
be held for the purpose of intimidating 
a man who had taken an evicted farm ; 
but that belief, happily, proved to be 
unfounded. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: I should like to 
ask upon what information the police 
in Ireland act in a case of this kind. I 
would draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to the notice of the 
meeting [producing a large poster for 
the inspection of the House}. It was 
called for the sole purpose of establish- 
ing a ee and the police could 
not have had the slightest evidence to 
— them in taking the course they 
di 


Mr. JACKSON : The police do not, 
of course, wish to interfere with the 
establishment of a creamery, and as I 
have already stated, their anticipations 
as to the nature of the meeting proved 
to be unfounded. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, ees I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that a certain Syndicate gave, many 
months ago, orders for several tank- 
steamers under the lines of construc- 
tion laid down in the “ Provisional 
es issued by the Directors 
of the Suez Canal Company, and pro- 
posing to permit the transit of petro- 
eum in bulk through the Canal in 
tank-steamers built according to condi- 
tions therein contained; whether he 
is aware that such a steamer has been 
already launched, for which the order 
must have been given before the issuing 
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Mysore 


of such regulations ; and whether the 
facts with reference to the construction 
of the tank-steamers for such Syndicate 
show that there has been a contraven- 
tion of Article 15 of the original Charter 
granted to the Company in 1856, by 
which it is laid down that the 
. “Universal Company, to which the conces- 
sion is granted, shall never in any case have 
— to grant oo ony veseel, by ay 7 
person an van or favours no 
Mestad ho all the other vestele, conn jes, or 
private persons under similar conditions” ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I am not 
aware of either of the facts alleged in 
the first and second paragraphs of the 
hon. Member’s question. eon the 
assumption, however, that both are 
correct, the matter is not one upon 
which Her Majesty's Government can 
be called upon to pronounce an 
opinion. 

Mr. H. GARDNER (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): Should not this question 
have been put to the First Lord of the 
Treasury ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
&c.) (for Mr. PrrrcHarp Moraan, Mer- 
thyr Tydvil): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he will inform the House whether, 
since the commencement of traffic on 
the Suez Canal, vessels passing thereon 
from sea to sea have been subjected to 
compulsory convoyage, and to discrimi- 
nation in regard to anchorage, con- 
struction and cargoes; under what 
Article and in what words in the Suez 
Canal Charter or Concession the power 
and right was given to the Suez Canal 
Company, at its discretion, to make con- 
voyage compulsory and to impose excep- 
tional tolls and charges for hire in regard 
thereto ; to create novel and exceptional 
systems of anchorage in the isolation 
of steamers by means of floating booms ; 
to lay down principles for the construc- 
tion of steamers according to the views 
of the Suez Canal Directorate, and to 
debar steamers not so constructed from 
passage on the Suez Canal from sea to 
sea; and to exclude from the Canal 
one class of cargoes and to impose ex- 
ceptional conditions on other classes 
of cargo; whether these proposed Pro- 
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visional Regulations are in excess of the 
powers in the Charter or Concession of 
the Suez Canal Company, irrespective 
of the equality of flags; and whether, 
before being sanctioned, with all the 
safeguards necessary for the security, 
safety, and freedom from interruption 
of the Canal, they will be submitted to 
the Sublime Porte, Egypt, and the 
Great Powers for ratification ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: My reply 
to the first question of the hon. Member 
is: No, so far as Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment isaware. To the second question 
my reply is that, under Article 14 of 
the Concession to the gr, ed of the 
5th January, 1856, the Company is 
empowered to establish regulations for 
the passage of the Canal and its ad- 
juncts, and that the new regulations do 
not raise any of the tolls hitherto paid. 
To the third question my reply is that 
the Provisional Regulations are not, 
in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment, in excess of the powers con- 
ferred by the Concession; and to the 
fourth question my reply is that there 
is no provision in the Concession of the 
Company or elsewhere for a submission 
to the Great Powers for ratification. 
So long as the Company does not refuse 
admission to any class of commercial 
vessels which comply with the regula- 
tions and treats the flags of all nations 
on a footing of equality, the intervention 
of Her Majesty’s Government would 
not be justified. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (for Mr. 
PrircHarD Morean) : | beg further to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the responsi- 
bility for the proposed Provisional 
Regulations for the navigation of 
steamers carrying petroleum in bulk 
on the Suez Canal rests with the 
British Government, through its Inter- 
Departmental Committee, or with the 
Suez Canal Directors ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The re- 
sponsibility for the regulations referred 
to rests with the Directors of the Suez 
Canal, who made them. 


MYSORE CRIMINAL WARRANTS. 

Lorp DUNSANY (Gloucester, 
Thornbury): I beg to ask the’ Under 
Secretary of State for India whether 
the attention of the India Office has 








871 Postal Facilities 
been drawn to the fact that British and 
native interests in Mysore are ham- 
— and injured by the Extradition 

ws, which prevent Mysore warrants 
from running in Bri‘ish territory, 
though warrants from British territory 
run in Mysore, whereby employers of 
labour in Mysore are liable to be de- 
frauded and injured in their business 
by labourers and contractors for the 
supply of labour, who have received 
advances on account, absconding into 
British territory; and whether any 
steps are in contemplation to remedy 
the grievance complained of ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): The whole 
question of the execution in British 
territory of Mysore criminal warrants 
and civil decrees was carefully settled 
in 1878. The Secretary of State has 
received no recent communications on 
the subject; but the question of the 
noble Lord will be sent to the Govern- 
ment of India in the ordinary course, 
and will call their attention to the 
matter if it is not already being con- 
sidered. The Indian Extradition Act 
of 1879 does not prevent Mysore 
warrants from running in British terri- 
tory, but requires the interposition of 
the Resident before they can be issued. 


THE COLOUR VISION REPORT. 


Sirk GEORGE BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool, Kirkdale) : I to ask the 
President of the Board of e whe- 
ther the Report of the Royal Society 
Committee cn Colour Vision is yet 
completed ; and, if so, whether it will 
be presented to Parliament ; and whe- 
ther Her Majesty’s Government have 
come to any decision as to any steps to 


be taken in accordance with that | 


Report ? 

*Smr MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
Yes, Sir. The Report was laid before 
both Houses on the 19th instant, and 
its contents are engaging my careful 
consideration. 

Stir GEORGE BADEN-POWELL: 
Will the evidence which was taken 
before the Committee be also printed ? 

*Sr MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
I am afraid I cannot answer that 
question. 

Lord Dunsany 
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Sm GEORGE BADEN-POWELL: 
I will put the question again on Friday. 


CHILDREN AND PUBLIC HOUSES, 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whe- 
ther, having regard to his recent state- 
ment that the holding out of induce- 
ments by placards to children to visit 
public houses is not illegal, he will 
afford facilities for the passing of the 
Billi now before the House for making 
such conduct on the part of holders of 
licences illegal ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: As I informed 
the hon. Member on the 12th of this. 
month, when any case of the kind to 
which he refers is brought to the notice 
of the Commissioners of Police, repre- 
sentations will be made to the Licensing 
Authority upon the proper occasion. 
The question of facilities for the Bill 
dealing with this subject is for the 
Leader of the House. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: Then I ask the 
right hon, Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury when he will be able 
to afford facilities for the passage of 
the Bill, which has only one clause ? 

‘Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman- must see 
that it is impossible for me to give 
special facilities to one private Member 
without affording an equal measure of 
favour to the numerous other Private 
Bills which are before the House. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: I will put 
down the Second Reading for to- 
morrow; and perhaps, if the House 
declines to adjourn for the Derby 
Day, the right hon. Gentleman will 
enable me to move it. 


POSTAL FACILITIES FOR BERE 
ISLAND. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
he will grant increased postal facilities 
to Bere Island by having letters 
delivered daily there ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : There 
is a post office at Bere Island where 
the mails are received daily, Sundays 
excepted. Inquiry will be made as 
regards the delivery of the letters by 


postmen. 















HOUSING OF THE WORKING 
CLASSES IN IRELAND. 


Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state whether Boards of Town Com- 
missioners, under the Towns Improve- 
ment (Ireland) Acts, have power to 
adopt the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, in towns where the 
Labouring Classes and ing Houses 
Acts, 1851 to 1881, have been adopted ? 
I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whe- 
ther Boards of Commissioners existing 
for the paving, lighting, and cleansing 
of towns in Ireland have power under 
Section 99 of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, to erect 
dwellings for the working classes in 
those towns where the Commissioners 
are not the Sanitary Authority under 
the Public Health (Ireland) Act? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) 
The hon. Member will find his inquiries 
in both questions answered in Sub- 
section 1 of Section 102 and Sub- 
section 1 of Section 99 respectively of 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, which in substance give an 
affirmative reply to the questions. 

Mr. TUITE: In that case I wish to 
ask how it is the Irish Boards of Com- 
missioners have been prevented from 
taking advantage of the Act ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I have no know- 
ledge that that is so. 

Mr. TUITE: Yesterday I asked the 

uestion, and I was informed that as 
they are not a Sanitary Authority they 
could not take advantage of it. But 
- Act distinctly gives them power to 
0 sO. 

Mr. JACKSON: I did not give that 
answer. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman be good 
enough to communicate to the Finan- 
cial retary to the Treasury the 
substance of his answer ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I do not think that 
is any part of my business. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: The information 
does not seem to be possessed by the 
Secretary to the Treasury, nor by the 
Boards of Commissioners in Ireland. 
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THE CONVICTION OF OSBORN. 


Mr. CONYBEARE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the case of George 
Osborn, aged seventeen, who was 
charged on 30th June, 1886, with 
threatening to accuse another person of 
an infamous crime with a view to extort 
money, verdict guilty, and was sen- 
tenced to penal servitude for life ; and 
whether, considering the youth of the 
prisoner, and also in view of the fact 
that much lighter sentences have 
recently been imposed for the same 
offence, he will advise Her Majesty to 
use Her Royal prerogative of mercy and 
remit the remainder of Osborn’s 
sentence ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Yes, Sir, my 
attention has on several occasions 
been called to this conviction. I regret, 
however, to say that there are circum- 
stances in the case and in the career of 
the prisoner which prevent me from 
recommending that the remainder of 
the sentence should now be remitted. 


Mr. CONYBEARE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in a similar 
case a man forty-four years of age was 
sentenced to five years’ penal servitude 
only? I should like to ask if he has 
considered the disparity between the 
two sentences ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have not com- 
pared this sentence with other sentences, 
but I have compared it with the facts 
proved. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: I beg to give 
notice that at the earliest possible 
opportunity in the new Parliament I 
shali move to bring in a Bill giving 
power to juries to modify these atrocious 
sentences. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


ROYALTIES ON SLATE QUARRIES IN 
CARNARVONSHIRE. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the Report made by Mr. 
Forster Browne on the royalties imposed 
by the Woods and Forests Commis- 
sioners on slate quarries on Crown 
property in Carnarvonshire ? 


ee er 
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A LORD or tae TREASURY (Sir 
Herspert Maxwewt, Wigton) (whe 
replied) : Negotiations on this subject 
are still pending, and I do not think it 
would be for the public interest to 
publish the Report in question, which is 
of a confidential nature. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I shall call 
attention to the matter again. 


GRIEVANCES OF THE SCOTCH 
PRISONS STAFF. 


Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Report of the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the grievances of the 
prisons staff in Scotland is receiving 
the consideration of the Secretary for 
Scotland and the Treasury, with a view 
to an early settlement; and whether 
the Report will be laid upon the Table 
of the House ? 

THe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities): The Report referred to 
in the question is still under the con- 
sideration of the Secretary for Scotland, 
who hopes shortly to be in a position 
to make proposals to the Treasury; and 
as regards the latter part, I must refer 
the hon. Member to the answer I gave 
on the 16th instant, when I said that 
it isnotintended to lay the Report on the 
Table, as it is not thought that such a 
course would be of public benefit. 


THE COLLECTION OF AGRICULTURAL 
STATISTICS, 


Mr. CONYBEARE : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he is aware of the discon- 
tent caused by the present system of 
collecting agricultural statistics by the 
Inland Revenue officers, not only to 
those officers, but also to the farmers ; 
and whether he will cause an inquiry 
to be made into tlie possibility of 
having all such agricultural Returns 
collected through the agency of the 
Board of Agriculture, of which he is 
the President ? 


Tae PRESIDENT or raz BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. CHapuin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : For an answer 
to the first part of the question I must 
refer the hon. Member to the reply 
which I gave to the hon. Member for 
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Roscommon (Mr. O’Kelly) on the 25th 
February last. With regard to the 
second part, I may say that the staff of 
the Board of Agriculture could not 
collect the Returns referred to with 
anything like the same degree of 
efficiency as is done by the Inland 
Revenue officers. Under these circum- 
stances, I cannot undertake to cause the 
inquiry asked for to be made. 

Mn: CONYBEARE: As the Inland 
Revenue officers collect these statistics, 
would the right hon. Gentleman be 
disposed to give them some additional 
remuneration ? 

Mr. CHAPLIN: That is a matter 
over which I have no control whatever. 


PUBLIC MEETINGS IN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the recent 
Resolution of this House, declaring 
that public meetings should be per- 
mitted in schools in receipt of State aid 
will now be communicated to the 
Board of National Education in 
Treland ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I stated yesterday 
that I had no objection to communicate 
this Resolution to the Board of National 
Education in Ireland. 

Mr. HEALY: I gather from that 
answer that it will be done ? 

Mr. JACKSON : Certainly. 


Mr. H. GARDNER: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether it is intended by Sub- 
section (c), Clause 3, of the Public 
(Elementary Schools Bill, to forbid the 
discussion of the Disestablishment of 
the Church at public meetings in 
elementary schools authorised by the 
Bill? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (who igi 
Unfortunately, both the officials of the 
Local Government Board are awa 
from the House through ill-health, an 
I am afraid that without notes I am 
unable to answer the question. Per- 
haps the hon. Member will put the 
question down for Thursday. 

Mr. GARDNER: I see the Vice 
President of the Council (Sir W. Hart 
Dyke) present. Perhaps he will answer 





the question. 
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Toe VICE PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Sir W. Harr Dyxz, Kent, 
Dartford) : I think this is a question 
that had better be dealt with when we 
come to discuss the Bill. 


THE PROPOSED NEW FOREST RIFLE 
RANGE, 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether a lease has as yet been 
executed by the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests to the Secretary 
of State for War, of the proposed site 
for the rifle range in the New Forest ; 
and, if not, whether he will undertake 
that no such lease shall be executed or 
bye-laws issued until Parliament shall 
have the opportunity of expressing its 
opinion on the Report of Mr. Pelham 
as to the propo site for the rifle 
range ? 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
ro THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropnricx, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The lease has not 
ret been executed, and the Military 

ds Consolidation Bill is under the 
consideration of a Select Committee. 
Mr. Pelham’s Report will be presented 
to Parliament before the Third Reading 
of the Bill. 


THE PERSIAN TOBACCO CONCESSION. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, with regard to the 
Persian tobacco concession, whether he 
is aware that the Hon. R. Grosvenor, 
the Chairman of the Tobacco Corpora- 
tion Company, is reported in the 
Financial News, 23rd December, 1891, 
to have said, in a speech to the share- 
holders of the Company made on 22nd 
December, 1891— 


“Tt is & concession granted for a definite 
and favo purpose to a British subject, 
with the knowledge of the British Minister at 
Teheran, transirted, certified; and registered 
at his Legation ” ; 


whether the Hon. R. Grosvenor was 
correet in making this statement ; and 
whether he is aware that, at the ad- 
journed general meeting of the Tobaceo 

ration Company held on 22nd 
April, 1892, the Hon. R. Grosvenor 
said, according to the report in the 
Times of the next day’s date— 
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“The British Government had endorsed 
the action of Her Majesty's representative at 
Teheran, and their offices were after- 
wards placed at the disposai of the Tobacco 
Corporation, in order to obtain for them from 
the Persian Government the compensation to 
which they were entitled “ ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The state- 
ments referred to appear to be correct. 
In accordance with the practice in 
Persia in the case of contracts or con- 
cessions in which British subjects are 
concerned, the concession was duly 
registered at the British Legation. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I would ask 
the hon. Member whether the words 
he has just used do not contradict the 
statement already made by him in the 
House. 

Mr. LOWTHER: I fail to see any 
contradiction. The statement I made 
was that the concession had been 
obtained without the sanction or know- 
ledge of Her Majesty’s Government ; 
and my answer was that after the con- 
cession had been obtained it was 
registered at the British Legation. 


PAPERS ON THE IRISH TEACHERS’ 
PENSION FUND. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
when he will produce the Papers, 
promised about three months since, 
relating to the Irish Teachers’ Pension 
Fund? 

Sm HERBERT MAXWELL (who 
replied): I am informed that the 
Report of the Committee of Actuaries 
cannot be ready for some time; and 
until that Report is received, I am 
afraid I cannot lay the Papers on the 
Table. 

Mr. SEXTON: I would remind the 
hon. Gentleman that we asked for 
these Papers in the last financial year, 
and we were then told they could not 
be produced till the 3lst March. May 
I ask if they will be laid on the Table 
before the Session ends ? 

Sm H. MAXWELL: I am afraid I 
cannot give the information required. 

Mr. SEXTON : May I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
be so good as to help forward these 
Papers ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have some 
recollection of this matter, and I know 
the interest the hon. Member takes in 
it, but I understand from the officials 
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that until the Actuaries’ Report is 
ready, the Papers cannot be produced. 
I am afraid I cannot give any definite 
information on that point. 


THE PETTY SESSIONS CLERK AT 
DURRUS. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): 
I beg to ask the Attorney General for 
Ireland whether the position.of Petty 
Sessions Clerk at Durrus is vacant ; 
and whether it is proposed to add 
Durrus to the Bantry Petty Sessions 
District ; and, if so, whether, in view 
of the fact that portion of the Durrus 
Petty Sessions District is twenty-six 
miles from Bantry, he will have the 
Petty Sessions Clerk reside within the 
Durrus Petty Sessions District, and 
thereby convenience the people resident 
there ? : 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON (who re- 
plied) : No information has reached the 
Department of the Registrar of Petty 
Sessions Clerks in Ireland that the 
clerkship at Durrus, otherwise Carrick- 
bue, is about to become vacant. 


THE ANGLO-MALAGASY TREATY. 


Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN (Walsall): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if it is 
correct, as published in the Times 
—.,. of 23rd May, 1892, and 
dated Antananarivo, Madagascar, 30th 
April, 1892— 

“Tt is reported, amongst the higher Mala- 

sy soften, ree A vA “Hora Sees 
inten abroga e O- alagasy Treat ’ 
if Britain allows France ray ote jurlediotion 
over British subjects, that the interest on 
French loans is unpaid” ; 
and if he will lay Papers on the subject 
before the House ? 

Mr. J.W. LOWTHER: No informa- 
tion has been received at the Foreign 
Office corroborating either of the 
Reports referred to, and consequently 
there are no Papers which can be pre- 
sented. : 


THE FRENCH TARIFF AND THE 
LEATHER TRADE. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secrétary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether there is any 
prospect of a favourable alteration in 
the t French Tariff as respects 
English japanned leather used for coach 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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urposes, for which Walsall and Ber- 
te tome are noted, as these goods are 
now paying more than double the = 
when entering France than they di 
under the old Cobden Treaty, and that 
other classes of leather goods, especially 
the heavy and cheaper kinds, have, 
from increased duties now payable, 
nearly ceased to be exported to France, 
and that some English houses dealing 
in these goods are considering the 
desirability of retiring from that 
country ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The present 
French Tariff came into operation on 
the 1st February last. The duties on 
japanned leather and on other classes 
of leather goods were presumably fixed 
more in the interest of French trade 
than in that of Walsall and Ber- 
mondsey. As the tariff has only been 
four months in operation it is impro- 
bable that the French Government 
would be prepared, without a longer 
trial, to substantially modify its pro- 
visions. 


REMOVAL OF ORDNANCE STORES 
FROM EDINBURGH CASTLE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Edinburgh, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office what is the new 
arrangement with to ordnance 
stores in Scotland consequent on their 
proposed removal from Edinburgh ; 
what will be the amount and the 
character of the additional barrack 
accommodation thereby obtained in 
Edinburgh; have the proposed changes 
met with the approval of the Military 
Authorities in Edinburgh; and will the 
correspondence that has passed between 
them and the War Office be laid upon 
the Table ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
tHe WAR OFFICE (Mr. Broprics, 
Surrey, Guildford): Under the new 
arrangements, which have met with the 
entire approval of the Military Autho- 
rities, guns and carriages will be stored 
at Leith Fort, while all other ordnance 
stores for the South of Scotland will 
be concentrated at Stirling, partly in 
the Castle and partly in some new 
store-houses at Forthside. The re- 
moval of the stores from Edinburgh 
Castle will enable accommodation to 
provided for a hospital and for two 
warrant officers. It is not proposed to 
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+ any of the correspondence on 
the subject. 


PROPOSED RANGES AT PORT- 
MARNOCK, 

GeneRAL FRASER (Lambeth, N.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he would say what 
oo have been proposed by 
the War Office to enable the troops at 
the Curragh to practise firing with the 
new magazine rifle; and if the pro- 
posed ranges at Portmarnock, in the 
County of Dublin, are solely for the use 
of the garrison of Dublin, or whether it 
is proposed to utilise them for the 
troops quartered at Curragh Camp or 
elsewhere ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: It is expected 
that the ranges at the Curragh will be 
altered in time for the annual course of 
musketry to be carried out. The work 
of adapting them for the Lee-Metford 
rifle is now in progress. The proposed 
ranges at Portmarnock will be for the 
use of the garrison at Dublin. It is not 
at present proposed to use them for the 
troops at the Curragh. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: I wish to 
ask the hon. Gentleman whether it is 
not a fact that all sections of the local 
inhabitants are opposed to these pro- 
posed ranges at Portmarnock, and if 
that is the case whether the War Office 
will set them up? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Iam not aware 
that all sections are opposed to it. I 
will make further inquiries. 


THE UNITED STATES TARIFF AND 
BRITISH TRADE. 


Coronet HOWARD VINCENT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if there is any 
truth in the welcome report circulated 
by the Press Association that the 
United States are disposed to make 
some tariff concessions in favour of the 
trade of Sheffield and Birmingham, 
and if negotiations to that end are 
being conducted by Her Majesty’s 
Government ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: No infor- 
mation of the character referred to has 
reached Her Majesty’s Government, 
and, therefore, no negotiations are being 
conducted upon those lines, 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: May I ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he is 
in’ a position to make a statement 
with reference to the Whitsuntide 
holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I shall have to ask the House to 
re-assemble on Thursday in Whitsun 
week. I am sorry that the holidays 
will be so short, butthe state of Supply 
requires it. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Will 
Supply be taken on Thursday ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: Yes. It is pro- 
bable that I shall also have to ask 
the House for additional facilities for 
Government Business on Thursday. 
Apart from that, we will take Supply 
on that day. 


Mr. TIMOTHY HEALY: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the 
strong feeling against pressing forward 
that very contentious Bill—the Criminal 
Evidence Bill? I would ask him to be 
good enough to take into consideration 
the unfairness of keeping the Standing 
Committee at work if there is no chance 
of passing it. I do not ask the right 
hon. Gentleman for an immediate 
answer, but I hope he will carefully 
consider the question. 


MOTION. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
(DERBY DAY). 


Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to move “That this House, at its 
rising, do adjourn till Thursday.” I 
am perfectly aware that it is not for a 
humble agricultural Member like my- 
self to occupy the time of the House 
on this or any other question, but I 
merely wish to dispel the delusion that 
possesses the minds of hon. Members, 
that by voting for the adjournment 
they will plunge the House into a 
vortex of dissipation, and set a bad 
example to their constituents, or that 
on its being stated that the Ayes have 
it—as I hope will be the case—hon. 
Members will array themselves in 
white hats and green veils, and take 
the first train to Epsom. Motions for 
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Adjournment are not absolutely 
unknown to the House. For the last 
six years I have heard no less a person 
than the First Lord of the Treasury 
move the Adjournment on Ash Wed- 
nesday, but I have failed to observe 
that on the day following the Church 
of St. Margaret’s wascrammed with hon. 
Members and officials of the House 
repeating the Commination Service. 
And I do not believe that the top of 
the grand stand at Epsom will be any 
the more crowded with hon. Members 
if the Motion is agreed to than if it is 
lost. Some people have one idea of 
enjoyment and some another. I have 
many hon. Friends in this House who 
would utilise the adjournment to 
spend a happy day with their consti- 
tuents, and to receive their congratu- 
lation on the number of Divisions in 
which they have taken part and the 
successful legislation they have for- 
warded. Some time ago I had the 
pleasure of hearing a speech of the 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Labouchere)—one of those addresses 
which all hon. Members admire and 
some hon. Members study—and in 
that speech the hon Member, with a 
candour and truth which always 
characterise him, said that he, for 
one, would vote for the adjournment, 
and go down to the Derby; but he 
said he would qualify his speech, for it 
was primarily to gratify a wish, which 
he had always cherished, to enjoy the 
summer solstice from the top of 
Banstead Downs. I will venture to 
point out to the hon. Member for Stock- 
port (Mr. Sidney Gedge) that it does not 
at all follow because a man goes to the 
Derby he sees the race. I myself 
have been to twenty-three consecutive 
Derbys, and I might say that with the 
exception of Silvio’s year, and 
perhaps half-a-dozen others, I have 
never seen the race run at all. I 
should like to have appealed to an 
hon. Member who is a great advocate 
for shorter hours and lighter work, but 
whe is not in his place, whether, after 
having done six years of hard labour 
in this House, where the work is hard 
and the pay is bad—and eight hours 
are not in it—hon. Members are not 
entitled to one holiday between Easter 
and Whitsuntide ? I should like to sug- 
Major Rasch 
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gest to hon. Members that if by voting 
for my Motion they were to postpone the 
dissolution for twenty-four hours they 
would gain the gratitude of their con- 
stituents, and would probably get « 
few more votes by postponing, if for 
only one day, the flood of oratory that 
threatens to overwhelm them. have 
said that I will not detain the House 
long, and I will therefore now conclude 
by proposing the Motion which stands 
in my name. 

*Captaris GRICE-HUTCHINSON 
(Aston Manor): Sir, I think the only 
fault I have to find with the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Member is that he 
has anticipated everything I had to say. 
No doubt the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Cockermouth (Sir Wilfrid 
Lawson) will rise in a moment and 
fulminate against this Motion, and the 
hon. Member for Peterborough (Mr. 
a is probably anxious to deliver 
one of those philippics with which he is 
wont to charm a electrify the House. - 
I will therefore in a few words meet 
what I consider will be the chief 
objections raised by hon. Members 
against this Motion. Now, Sir, in the 
first place, we may be told that it is a 
wicked waste of the time of the House 
to adjourn for the Derby. Let me 
remind the House that a similar 
Motion to that of my hon. Friend 
has been carried for the last forty- 
five years, and I think it was Lord 
Palmerstcn who described the adjourn- 
ment over Derby Day as one of the 
privileges and unwritten laws of the 
House. I will ask hon. Members to 
say whether Public Business has in 
any way suffered, or the hands of 
the political clock been put back by 
it? As far asI can ascertain, that has 
not been the case. For my part, it is 
a positive relief to be able on one extra 
day to take up my newspaper without 
having to wade through the columns of 
talk and the oceans of debate which 
the sitting of the House involves. 
Then we shall be told that we are 
encouraging all the vices said to follow 
in the train of horse-racing. But hon. 
Members who made that objection last 

ear confessed that they had never 

n to the Derby at all. I will ask 
the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Cockermouth if he will not, for onee, 
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break through his stern resolution; 
and go down to the Derby himself; 


if so, it will be one of the strongest 
inducements for me to go too. I shall 
be most happy to act as the hon. 
Baronet’s cicerone. i will not detain 
the House by saying more than that I 
cordially second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House, at its rising, do 
adjourn till Thursday.”” — (Major 
Rasch.) 

(4.35.) Sm WILFRID LAWSON 
(Cumberland, Cockermouth) : I rise 
with considerably more satisfaction 
than usual to oppose this Motion, 
because I believe it is the last time I 
shall have occasion to do so. We are 
on the eve of a Dissolution, and I may 
not be here in the next Parliament ; 
but if Iam not here there will be in 
the next Parliament men who will 
gladly discharge the duty of opposing 
this Motion if it be made. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down (Cap- 
tain Grice-Hutchinson) looks upon this 
Motion as a time-honoured precedent. 
It appears to me that when people talk 
about precedents being time-honoured, 
as a rule there is very little else in the 
way of honour about them. But it is 
not a very time-honoured institution 
after all. We only have to go back to 
about 1847, when the Motion was first 
made, and for thirteen years it was 
moved by a private Member. Then for 
nineteen years, under the initiative of 
Lord Palmerston, it was moved by the 
Government of the day. Since that 
time—and I must say I think it was very 
creditable to Sir Stafford Northcote 
that he broke down that custom—for 
thirteen years it has been moved by a 
private Member. Now I hope we 
shall return to the custom before 1847, 
and that the Motion will not be moved 
at all. It would, of course, be idle on 
my part to set up a contention that all 
this racing is not very popular. It is 
very popular and very profitable, 
especially to the newspapers. I remem- 
ber some time ago I bought an evening 
news r at Hyde Park Corner, and I 
pectin 2 man which was the most 
popular—which he sold most of. He 
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mentioned the name of an evening 
paper and added, “The paper that 
gives the most racing is the most 
popular. If it was not for the 
racing we should sell very few news- 
papers.” I quite admit that racing is 
a very popular proceeding, and that a 
large number of people are interested 
in it, but that is no reason why the 
House of Commons should adjourn. 
This very Session the House has passed 
two Acts of Parliament to put down 
betting, and I am happy to say they 
both came from the House of Lords. 
I am always ready to give credit to the 
House of Lords when it does anything 
good. One of these Acts provides 
penalties for betting with an infant, 
and the other is called a Gaming Act. 
I am not sufficient of a lawyer to under- 
stand it exactly, but as far asI can 
read it, it deals a heavy blow at the 
gambling that goes on. Having passed 
these two Acts of Parliament, is it not 
rather hypocritical for us to come down 
here and adjourn for the greatest 
gambling day of the year? The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Chapiin) objected to our opposing the 
Adjournment last year, and said thai 
the House was not going to be 
governed by Puritanical and water-drink- 
ing considerations. What I want to 
point out is, that it is not only the 
water-drinkers who object to this, but 
many other people of all sections. Here 
is one sentence from a London daily 
newspaper a few years ago— 

“There are few places on the face of the 


globe where more sin and wickedness are 
rpetrated in the course of a week than at 


psom.” 

These are not my words. Iadmit these 
are the words of a Liberal news- 
paper; but to goto the other side, what 
was said by the greatest Leader the 
Tory Party ever had, I mean Lord 
Beaconsfield? He said that the turf 
was a vast system of national demorali- 
sation. Why should the House of 
Commons adjourn for the  prin- 
cipal event in that vast system? 
We all remember how about a 
month ago there was great anxiety 
when we heard of the indisposition of 
Orme, and I believe if he had died 
there would have been national 
mourning. Everybody knew about it. 








387 Sittings of the House 


I do not see the hon. Member for South 
Belfast (Mr. Johnston) here, but I read 
somewhere of a meeting about selling 
drink to black men and the hon. Mem- 
ber could not go because the meeting 
was to be presided over by a person 
who had some connection with Orme. 
The other day I was in Hyde Park at 
the Labour Demonstration ; and I men- 
tion this in order to show that there is 
a large class who do not support this 
time. A speech was made by John 
urns, who, I suppose, represents a con- 
siderable portion of the working people 
of this country. He said this :— 

“ Why do you working men waste your 
money in putting your shillings on Orme? I 
wish Orme had been poisoned to death.” 
That is a very dreadful statement. I 
am not justifying it; I am only point- 
ing to it as an indication of a very 
strong feeling against the gambling that 
goes on. I quite admit, as I have said, 
that it is a very dreadful speech, and I 
do not know of any speech that has so 
shocked right-minded persons since the 
right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) spoke of 
‘ransom ”’ in one of his speeches. Now, 
we are going to the country, and this is 
oue of the last occasions on which we 
shall have an opportunity of giving our 
votes. Some hon. Members do not 
intend to come back and others will 
not be able to return, andI would ask 
those who are about to retire from Par- 
liament to let one of their last votes be 
in favour of the dignity of Parliament 
and of a House they have all been 
proud to sit in. Some of us expect to 
return, and we do not think we can 
take any better recommendation to the 
electors whom we shall soon have to 
face than that we have done what in 
us lay to put a stop to this mischievous 
vulgarity and this discreditable recogni- 
tion of it. 


Several hon. Members having risen, 


Mr. SPEAKER (addressing Lord 
Excxo): Does the noble Lord rise to 
support the hon. Baronet who has just 
spoken ? 

(4.41.) Lorp ELCHO (Ipswich) : 
Yes, Sir. It is with considerable 
pain that I rise to dissociate my- 
self from the friends with whom 

Sir Wilfrid Lawson 
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I have hitherto voted upon this 
matter, and to argue in a sense oppo- 
site to the arguments I have on pre- 
vious occasions brought before the 
House. I am bound to say that, if I 
could have followed my own inclina- 
tion, I should have liked to follow the 
example of those hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen who, lacking either the con- 
victions or the courage to express them, 
walk out of the House when the 
Division bell rings. But I am con- 
fronted by so many splendid examples 
set by hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
who have the courage— I might almost 
say the audacity—of their changed 
convictions, that having found salva- 
tion on this point, I feel bound pub- 
licly to proclaim my conversion which 
is not more sudden nor less sincere 
than many which have elicited the 
admiration of a not easily-astonished 
House of Commons. In order to jus- 
tify my own position and to strengthen 
it before the House, I may, with the 
indulgence of the House, mention one or 
two of thearguments which have weighed 
with me in adopting this line. Ido nct 
wish to make any invidious distine- 
tions, but I cannot help thinking that 
those who sit above and on each side 
of him will acknowledge that I am 
not making qn invidious distinction 
when I take as an instance a states- 
man from the Front Bench opposite, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Derby (Sir W. Harcourt). Is there 
a simple point, from the great Derby 
question downwards, on which the 
right hon. Gentleman has not changed 
his views? Isthere any Gentleman in 
this House who can answer the speeches 
of the Member for Oxford of ten 
years ago, but the right hon. Memker 
for Derby at the present moment? So 
much is this so that the practice of 
bringing out the ghosts of the right hon. 
Gentleman's former opinions against 
him is absolutely obsolete. He is not 
afraid of them, he recognises them as 
his old familiar friends ; and an incon- 
sistency from the right hon. Gentleman 
surprises the House no more than a 

h from the hon. Member for 
Peterborough (Mr. Morton). I should 
be a degenerate Member if I admitted 
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that the other side had a monopoly of 
the political virtue of inconsistence. I 
see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister of Agriculture in his place, and 
I hope he wi sy on this question. 
We all hope and believe on this side 
of the House that the right hon. 
Gentleman has won the love of the ag 
cultural labourer. We hope for and be- 
lieve in the benefits of the alliance, but 
I and others who are the right hon. 
Gentleman's friends cannot be blind to 
the fact that his political youth is 
strewn with the wild oats he has sown, 
and that small holdings were not the 
blandishments with which he won the 
love of the farmers of the country. I 
must pay a tribute totheingenuity which 
has been shown by my hon. and gallant 
Friend behind me in submitting this 
Motion to the House. Nobody knows 
better than I how difficult it is to find 
any arguments of any sort in 
favour of this question. I admit that 
perhaps in the early years of a Parlia- 
ment, as in the early youth of an 
individual, eccentricities are pardonable 
which in their old age are absolutely in- 
excusable. I can understand a Parlia- 
ment, worn out perhaps by the feverish 
energy of its own youth, takinga holiday 
at Epsom ; but for a Parliament in our 


unfortunate stage, with at least 
one foot .in the grave, with 
the marks of approaching Dis- 
solution written on every line of 


our faces, to go masquerading to Epsom 
in an official capacity is more or less 
an act of indecency. It seems to me 
that the most hardened reveller on 
Epsom Downs would not fail to be 
appalled by the skeleton at the feast on 
that occasion. I am bound to say that 
I do deplore the growth of the gambling 
‘spirit, not only in the country, but also 
in the House. I read with pain the 
other day that, with the reckless exuber- 
ance of the Jubilee Plunger, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for New- 
castle _ John Morley) was laying 
odds of one hundred to one on so 
uncertain an event as the date of the 
Dissolution. It seems to me that the 
right hon. Gentleman laid himself open 
to great . Possibly if he offers 
such tremendous odds the First Lord 
of the Treasury might take them 
—— & commissioner, and we should 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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have the date of the General Election 
fixed, not according to the interests of 
public business or the demands of the 
country, but according te the state 
of the First Lord of the Treasury’s 
betting book. There is one other 
argument in regard to this question. 
We propose to adjourn for the Derby. 
I do not in the least agree with the 
remarks which the hon. Baronet (Sir 
W. Lawson) made, for I anes of the 
Derby in every sense of the word, and 
I should be very glad to be there 
myself to-morrow; but I ask the 
House whether we do adjourn out of 
deference to the wishes of hon. Mem- 
bers who care for racing? I ask, where 
are they? I look for them in vain in 
this House, as I have looked for them 
in vain in the Division List on previous 
occasions. Is it that they are not 
here under a hypersensitive wish 
not to vote on a question in which 
they are interested? Or is it be- 
cause the Epsom race week, of 
which the Derby is an event, ins on 
Tuesday, and they arealready at Epsom 
anticipating that holiday which we are 
now wasting the time of the House 
asking for? It seems to me that their 
absence to-day shows how little they 
care for this holiday, and is a convine- 
ing argument that the time for givi 
the holiday has gone past. I sh 
therefore support the hon. Baronet. 
We are approaching a time when we 
do everything we can to set our sails to 
catch every puff of popular favour, and 
I cannot help expressing the hope that 
perhaps my course to-day may have 
some success in that way. Perhaps 
those who disapproved of my previous 
attitude will receive me into their 
bosoms with that welcome that attends 
the proverbial sinner who repents, 
while those who approved of my pre- 
vious attitude will forget and forgive 
my present shortcomings in memory of 
my services in the past. I sincerely 
trust, in seconding the Amendment, 
that this will be ‘the last time I shall 
have to speak either for or against this 
Motion. 

(4.53.) Mr. BYRON REED (Brad- 
ford, E.): Sympathising with the sen- 
timents of the noble Lord, I move, 
“ “= the Question be now put.” 
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Mr. SPEAKER withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Ques- 
tion. 


Debate resumed. 


(4.54.) Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE 
(Stockport): I think this is a very 
serious subject. All Members will 
admit the great evils of gambling, and 
I do not think the House of Commons 
ought to set an example by adjourning 
on thisday. It is a most unfortunate 
example to set, and it is likely to pro- 
duce effects that the House would very 
much deprecate. The author of Tom 
Brown's Schooldays, in that very 
amusing work, says :— 

“The boys have their lotteries for the 
Derby, and how can we blame them so long as 
the House of Commons adjourns on that day?” 
The House commenced its life in a 
very excellent way by putting an end 
to the Queen’s Plates, and refusing to 
have anything to do with them. I hope 
it will finish as well by putting an end 
to that other course of adjourning speci- 
fically for the Derby. 


Question put. 


(4.55.) The House divided :—Ayes 
144; Noes 158.—(Div. List, No. 156.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL.—(No. 208.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

As amended, considered. 

(5.10.) Mr. MARJORIBANKS 
(Berwickshire): The Amendment 
which I had on the Paper refers to 
two points: to what we consider the 
insufficient sum for secondary educa- 
tion, which we propose to increase by 
£50,000; and, secondly, that of the 
asaord tc give a certain sum to 

arochial Boards, which are not con- 
sidered properly representative. I 
believe at this stage the First Lord of 
the Treasury will de inclined to accept 
the Amendment, which would remove 


many of the objections we have to the 
Bill. I see he shakes his head, and as 
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I only desire to repeat the protest I 
made on a former occasion, I do not 


think it desirable at this period of the 
Session to re-discuss the question. [ 
shall simply throw the responsibility of 
resisting it on the Government, and not 
move the Amendment which stands in 
my name. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I 
should like to hear what the right hon. 
Gentleman has to say as to the reason 
for moving this Amendment before I 
say what I have to say on the sub- 
ject. 


*(5.12.) Tae LORD ADVOCATE 
(Sir C. J. Pearson, Edinburgh and St, 
Andrew’s Universities): 1 had intended 
to give an explanation of this Amend- 
ment. It may be in the recollection of 
the House that when the Bill was in 
Committee, a proposal was discussed 
for remitting the whole question of 
secondary education dealt with by this 
Bill to a Departmental Committee of 
Inquiry ; and in the course of the dis- 
cussion on the proposal an Amendment 
was moved by the hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen (Mr. Bryce) and was 
accepted by the Government. It was 
in the words I now proceed to read— 


“Provided that no aid shall be given to 
any school not being wholly or partially 
under public management or control. 
These, of course, are limiting words. 
The desire of the Committee was to 
enlarge as far as was consistent with 
Scotch practice the scope of the pro- 
vision which was to be made for 
secondary education by this additional 
money, and in token of that, I may 
remind the House that one of the 
Amendments of this very sub-section 
consisted. in substituting the words 
‘« making provision for secondary educa- 
tion” for the words ‘‘ making grants 
for secondary education.” The pro- 
posal which now appears on the Billas 
it stands is one obviously not couched 
in the usual language of draughtman- 
ship, and is capable of more than one 
interpretation. My desire is to make 
clear beyond doubt what the Amend- 
ment which was accepted by the 
Government means in their view, and 
what they intended by the acceptance 
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of it. I think it is desirable that at 
this stage the matter should be 
thoroughly cleared up, and that we 
should thoroughly understand each 
other. I may remind the House of the 
class of schools which may be within 
the scope of this additional money, 
distributed by way of grant. There are, 
first, the burgh schools. There are also 
those schools which are provided with 
schemes under the recent Educa- 
tion Endowment Commission. These 
schools stand on one side as secondary 
schools properiy so called, and they 
have in one sense public management 
and control. On the other hand stand 
the State-aided schools, and it is part 
of the scheme tabled by the Govern- 
ment that these should be enabled to 
take advantage of the grant by way of 
developing secondary departments in 
schools in places where such secondary 
departments are required. I need not 
remind the House that the principle of 
State aid does in itself involve public 
control, and inasmuch as the Amend- 
ment which was moved in the Com- 
mittee uses the expression ‘ schools 
not being wholly or partially under 
public management,” the purpose of 
this Amendment was, in our view, to 
exclude private or adventure schools, 
as they are sometimes called, and not 
in any way to restrict the category 
of schools which would be entitled to 
the grant, so as to exclude any school 
which was or might become State-aided. 
Ithink it would be most unfortunate if, 
in conseqeence of these words now 
standing in the Bill, any limit was to 
be placed upon the development of 
secondary education in those schools 
which in the course of their develop- 
ment might have a secondary depart- 
ment added. That being so, the 
Amendment which stands in my name 
has the effect of defining beyond 
doubt the schools and classes of schools 
which shall be entitled to participate 
in the grant of £60,000 which we are 
now distributing. They are to include 
schools which are under the same 
management as State-aided schools, 
higher-class schools, and schools which 
are managed under the provisions of 
any Act of Parliament, or Scheme, or 
Provisional Order issued pursuant to 
an Act of Parliament. It is in order to 
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make clear the inclusion of primary 
schools to which State aid is given, 
and which have now, or in course of 
their development may receive, @ 
secondary department, that I move 
this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 2, line 19, to leave out fromthe word 
“being,” to the end of Sub-section (1) of 
Clause 2, in order to insert the words “ either 
a school under the same management as a 
State-aided school or a higher-class public 
school, or a school managed under the pre- 
visions of any Act of Parliament, or scheme, 
or Provisional Order issued pursuant to an 
Act of Parliament.”—( The Lord Advocate.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


(5.16.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): 
I confess I do not understand from the 
explanation of the Lord Advocate what 
the meaning of his Amendment is. The 
expression ‘under the same manage- 
ment as a State-aided school” appears 
to me to be a most ambiguous expres- 
sion. If the right hon. Gentleman means 
State-aided school, why not say so? 
We do not know what the managé- 
ment of a State-aided school means. 
I submit that on that ground alone the 
House ought not to accept the Amend- 
ment. It seems to me that if it were 
adopted it would give rise to far more 
difficulty than the words which the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes to leave 
out of the clause ; and not merely that, 
but that it would nullify and destroy the 
Amendment which was previously ac- 
cepted by the Government. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in speaking on the 
First Reading of the Bill, stated that 
it was part of the Government proposal 
that the schools which were to be 
aided by the grant to be made 
under the scheme of the Scotch 
Education Department should be 
schocls in the management of 
which there was an element of 
public control. These words were 
applauded upon delivery. And in the 
debate upon the Bill the Government 
were congratulated upon the step 
which they had taken in introducing 
the principle that schools receiving this 
exceptional benefit were to be schools 
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which admitted a public element into 
their governing body. No comment 
was made by the Government upon 
these speeches. They did not deny in 
any way the interpretation which hon. 
Members put on the Lord Advocate’s 
words, and when the Bill was produced 
I was not prepared to find nothing in 
the Bill which carried out the promise 
which had been made. In order to 
remedy that defect I moved an Amend- 
ment in lines 19 and 20 to the effect 
that the benefit of the grant should not 
extend to schools— 

“Not being schools wholly or partially 
under public management or control.” 


That Amendment was on the Paper for 
several days before it was come to, and 
when it was come to it was accepted 
by the Lord Advocate without a word. 
I submit that this Amendment has the 
effect of destroying the value of the 
words that now stand in the Bill, 
because there is nothing in this Amend- 
ment that recognises the principle of 
public management or control. I see 
the Lord Advocate says that a State- 
aided school is under public control, 
but that isa very great straining put 
upon the words. It suggests that the 
mere fact that a school receives aid from 
the State imports the element of pub- 
lic control. Certainly, there were no 
words uttered by the Lord Advocate in 
introducing this Bill which implied that. 
It was stated that the schools, which 
were to receive the grant were to be 
schools under public management and 
control. I take it that the effect of 
these words will be to allow the grant 
to be received by schools which are not 
under public control. As regards the 
ordinary class 2 schools, I agree 
that they are y included in the 
words as they now stand in the Bill, 
and that the schools managed under 
the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 


or Scheme, or Provisional Order, 
are also included in the words 
of the Bill as it now stands. 


Further, there are schools which are 
wholly or partially under public con- 
trol. But if we take the first of 
the Amendment L find nothing in it to 
supply the element of ay manage- 
ment. What I mean by the element 
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some person elected b e people, or 
some person placed there by a public 
authority, such as a County Council, ora 
Town Council, or any other authority, 
being in this sense public, that the 
public have confidence in him, and 
that he represents an element distinct 
from the purely private management of 
a school. That seems to me to involve 
a very important principle, and unless 
the Lord Advocate will to leave 
out the first words of his Amendment, 
it is an Amendment which we are 
bound to resist; because in my mind 
it not only does a serious injury to the 
Bill itself, but it introduces a principle 
into Scotch education which I contend 
against, and’ which in my mind makes 
the grant liable to considerable abuse. 


(5.26.) Mr. BUCHANAN (Edin- 
burgh, W.): In support of the views 
expressed by my hon. Friend the 
Member for South Aberdeen, I may 
say that during the discussion in 
Committee I had an Amendment on 
the Paper dealing with this subject, 
in order to get the Government to 
explain what schools there were that 
they meant to give aid to. How- 
ever, in the course of the discussion 
the Amendment of my hon. Friend the 
Member for South Aberdeen was 
accepted without any demur. I now 
find that the Lord Advocate puts down 
on the Paper an Amendment which un- 
doubtedly runs very much counter to 
the words which he then accepted. In 
the course of the discussion which took 


_ when questions were asked of the 
rd Advocate, I understood from him 


.that burgh schools were included, and 


also that endowed schools, and schools 
managed under a Provisional Order, or 
scheme, or under the provisions of an 
Act of Parliament, were included. 
Now I find that the Lord Advocate in- 
troduces words, the true interpretation 
of which is undoubtedly very hard to 
make out. He should have given us 
instances of the schools which he had 
in view, and particularly as he is intro- 
ducing a new class of schools for 
obtaining the benefit of the distribution 
of this money, and introducing appa- 
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rently a new principle. I quite agree 
with my hon. Friend that we ought to 
resist the Amendment of the Lord 
Advocate. 


(5.27.) Mr. CHARLES PARKER 
(Perth) : I should like to know from 
the Lord Advocate what schools age 
intended to be included by these words. 
According to the Bill, one part of 
the application of the grant is to ordi- 
nary schools that have a higher or 
secondary department. I do not know 
whether that iswhat he hasinview. I 
should like to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether, in case his Amendment were 
carried, what schools would be included 
under the words “ high class schools” ? 
Hon. Members are already acquainted 
with what are called “higher class 
schools ” in Scotland ; but the expres- 
sion “‘ high class schools,” so far as I 
know, is new to Scotland. 


(5.28.) Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, 
N.): I cannot congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman the Lord Advocate on 
the way in which he has conducted his 
business. Here is the case of an Amend- 
ment of which formal Notice was 
given, and which was accepted in the 
precise form in which it was offered by 
the right hon. Gentleman ; and now he 
comes down to call for a reversion of 
the decision of the Committee, and to 
introduce words which themselves are 
open to precisely the same objection 
as was advanced against the Amend- 
ment of my hon. Friend the Member 
for South Aberdeen (Mr. Bryce). I 
should like to ask the Lord Advocate 
what is the difference between a State- 
aided school and a school under the 
same management as a State-aided 
school? So faras I can comprehend 
these words, they mean the same 
thing. If not, what is the difference 
between them? 


*(5.29.) Mx. ANGUS SUTHER- 
LAND (Sutherland): I think it is a 
very strange thing that after the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
should have given what he considers 
all the necessary explanation that was 
required, we are as much in the dark 
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as we were before regarding the mean- 
ing of the words proposed to be intro- 
duced into this Bill. As the hon. 
Member has just stated, I do not know 
the difference between a State-aided 
school and a school under the same 
management as a State-aided school. 
Is there any mystery about the sort of 
school which is to be included? Is it 
to be a private school, or what sort of 
school is it to be at all? Besides that, 
there is the new term which has been 
alluded to by the hon. Member for 
Perth (Mr. C. Parker). Does the term 
“ high class school” refer to the nature 
of the instruction given in the school, 
or does it refer to the social condition 
of the children who attend it? 
We have always held in Scotland that 
it has been the boast of our educational 
system that no social distinctions should 
be made between thechildren. I hopeno 
attempt will be made to introduce into 
education distinctions between classes, 
and for these reasons, as well as for 
those advanced by my hon. Friends, I 
think we are justified, if we do not get 
further and satisfactory explanations of 
this Amendment, in resisting it as far 
as we can. 


(5.31.) Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, 
&c.): It seemed to me, when I wag 
considering this Amendment, that the 
Lord Advocate was proposing to meet 
a case of this kind—and there is one in 
my constituency—where there is @ 
school which has departments, if I may 
use the word which is used in the 
English Education Act, primary de- 
partments, which are State-aided, and 
secondary departments, which are not 
State-aided, which do not receive at the 
present time any assistance from the 
State. It seems to me, therefore, that 
the words he has introduced “ either a 
school under the same management as 
a State-aided school,’’ were reasonable 
words, and that they are intended to 
refer to schools such as I have described, 
and of which there was one—I believe 
it is now changed—in the borough I 
represent. Wit d to the point 
raised by the hon. Member who has 
just sat down, who asked what was 
meant by the words “high-class 
school,” surely I am right in saying 








999 Education, dc. Relief 


that they referred to the education, 
and not certainly to the social standing 
of the children who attend those 
schools. It would be against all Scotch 
precedent and desire and thought if it 
were not so, and I have no doubt 
myself that the Lord Advocate will 
find no difficulty in explaining the 
words in that sense. 


*(5.32.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I 
Only rise to say, in answer to the 
questions which have been addressed 
to me, that the words “ high-class 
public school” may carry a wrong 
impression, and therefore I think a 
slight amendment might be made. 
The hon. Member who has just sat 
down is quite right in surmising that 
it is the higher department of a school 
already receiving State aid which is 
meant, and not any of those social 
distinctions which have been referred 
to by hon. Gentlemen opposite. I 
would, therefore, propose that the 
Amendment should be amended by 
substituting the word “higher” for 
“high” in the second line. 


(5.33.) Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, 
E.): If that is the explanation which 
the Lord Advocate gives of this part 
of the Amendment, it seems to me that 
he has not met the objections which 
have been made, because he is con- 
‘fining the word “department” to a 
school. What he tells us is that when 
he speaks of a school under the same 
management as a State-aided school, 
he refers to an arrangement of this 
kind—there is a school containing two 
departments, a primary and a higher de- 
partment, in which the primary is State- 
aided and the higher department is not 
State-aided, and he says that because a 
school containing two departments 
is under one government, the higher 
department is to be described as a 
separate school. The Lord Ad- 
yocate’s explanation makes the 
thing more difficult, and it will be 
—— impossible for the Scotch 

ucation Department to draw up 
regulations that refer to an unintelligible 
clause that cannot be defined in any 
other way than that given by the Lord 
Advocate. It is an interpretation which 

Mr. Sinclair 
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is self-contradictory. When you talk 
of a school under the same manage- 
ment as the State-aided school, you 
are talking of two schools, and not of 
one school containing two departments. 
The Lord Advocate wishes to say that 
half of a school is another school. 


‘(5.37.) Mn. CRAWFORD (Lanark, 
N.E.): I agree that the Amendment of 
the Lord Advocate is very unhappily 
expressed. It may or may not be that 
technically, in the language of the Edu- 
cation Department, a higher depart- 
ment is a separate school from a lower 
department, but I do not think that 
that would be a sufficient defence for 
the wording of an Act of Parliament 
being otherwise than ordinary people 
can understand. My objection to this 
Amendment goes a great deal deeper 
than that. The clause, as it now 
reads, in consequence of an Amendment 
proposed by the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen, and accepted by the Govern- 
ment, says that— 


“No aid shall be 
being wholly or 
ment or control. 


The Lord Advocate is of opinion that 
there is a certain ambiguity in that 
phraseology—I am not convinced that 
there is—but at all events the principle 
is perfectly distinct. The principle of 
the Amendment which the Lord Advo- 
cate now proposes is totally different. 
It introduces aclass of schoois which are 
not in any sense under public manage- 
mentor control except in the sense thatif 
they obtain a grant they must submit 
to inspection. Clearly we did not in- 
tend to admit such schools. I do not 
charge the Government with any in- 
tentional departure from an under- 
standing, and therefore I am _ willin 

that the matter should be considere 

by the House to be open, because I 
think the Government must have mis- 
understood the Amendment which they 
accepted. But I would strongly urge 
that the principle now included in the 
Bill should be adhered to, and that 
we should not extend this grant to 
ag voluntary school, even though 
it not under public manage- 
ment. 


iven to any school not 
ially under public manage- 
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- Question put. 
Cn; 3.—(Di 
A 101; Noes 173. iv. 

No. 157.) 


Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 
_ (6.53.) Mr. WALLACE: Shall I 
now be in Order in asking whether the 
Lord Advocate will agree to bring in 
an Interpretation Clause ? 


(5.54.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I 
consider that the words are perfectly 
clear, andI do not intend to introduce 
any such clause. 


(5.55.) Mr. BRYCE: I must join 
my a to that of the hon. Member, 
on tke ground that otherwise the 
meaning of the clause will be extremely 
obscure. I hope that the Lord Advo- 
cate will withdraw his Amendment 
and re-introduce it in another form. 


House divided :— 
List, 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER: I beg to move the 
following Amendment :— 


Clause, 2, page 2, line 33, leave out sub-sec- 
tion (4), and insert—“ In transferring to the 
Scotch Education Department a sum of fifty 
thousand pounds to be applied in providing 
exhibitions or scholarships for secondary educa- 
tion to boys and girls selected by competition 
from State-aided public schools. 


I do not wish to occupy much of the 
time of the House with this Amend- 
ment. The point of it is to set aside 
£50,000 for the purpose of providing 
exhibitions or scholarships for secondary 
education. The great fault of this Bill 
is that it makes no such provision. 
Not a single penny will be applied by 
it to the benefit of the working classes. 
It all goes to the benefit of the middle 
classes instead of to that of the most 
numerous class of ratepayers, who are 
most unjustly burdened by taxa- 
tion. Now, 1 contend that £50,000 
is not a large sum to _ set 
apart for such a purpose as that I 
propose. It would only provide five 
thousand exhibitions of the value of 
£10 each for five years, or one thousand 
perannum. We hope that the Govern- 
ment will give us the benefit of a death 
bed repentance in regard to this matter, 
and that this Parliament, which has 
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| done so much evil, will finish up with 
this little act of justice which is so 
much desired. It is in order to give 
the Government this last chance that I 
move my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, 
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on the w :—“In transferring to the 
Scotch Education De ent asum of fifty 


thousand pounds to be applied in providing 
exhibitions or scholarships for seco 

education to boys and girls selected by com- 
petition from Btate-aided public schools.—(Mr, 
Hunter.) . 

Question proposed, “That Sub- 
section (4) of Clause 2 stand part of the 
Bill.” 

Tae FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I do not think the hon, 
Gentleman understands the magnitude 
of the question he raises. It has 
been discussed before. It would be 
impossible to recast the whole Bill at 
this stage. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, Mid): 
The right hon. Gentleman has stated 
that it is impossible to recast the Bill 
at this stage, but he is only asked to 
accept Amendments. No one wishes 
to keep this Bill before the House 
longer than possible. It has already 
been discussed at some length. I wish, 
however, to say that I think the whole 
system of education has been framed 
with the idea of benefiting the State 
as much as the children. If scholar- 
ships and exhibitions are given as now 
proposed, they will give the children of 
poor parents the chance of getting to 
the top of the educational ladder—a 
state of things we ought to ase 
That is the reason why I support t 
Amendment of my hon Friend. 


Question put. 


(6.0.) The House divided :—Ayes 
170; Noes 82.—(Div. List, No. 158.) 


Mr. HUNTER: I beg now to 
propose an Amendment which is not 
on the Paper. The point is this: 
Under Section 2 power is given to the 
County aud Town Councils to apply 
money for the relief of local 
rates. I think the Government 





have contended that by relief of 
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local rates they do not mean the 
relief of landlords; and therefore I 
wish to insert words which will 

t, what I daresay the Govern- 
ment do not desire, the possibility of 
this money being applied in the relief 
of landlords’ rates. There are certain 
rates to be fixed by Statute exclusively 
for the landlord, and I propose, in 
’ Glause 2, Sub-section 5, e 3, line 17, 
after the word “Scotland,” to insert 
these words— 

“‘ Provided that no part of this money shall 
be applied in relief of rates payable by 
owners only.” 

Amendment proposed, 

In page 3, line 17, after the word “ Scot- 
land,” to insert the words “ Provided that no 
part of this money shall be applied in relief 
of rates payable by owners only.”—(Mr. 
Hunter.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Bill is 
in the interests of ratepayers generally, 
and, therefore, { cannot exclude from 
the scope of the Bill any particular 
class of ratepayers. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I regret 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
decline to accept this moderate Amend- 
ment, the object of which is to prevent 
money from being used by a County 
Council, in which the landlords have a 
majority, for the reduction of the rates 
paid by the landlords alone. I think 
the Government ought to permit the 
money to be used only for the reduc- 
tion of rates common to landlord and 
tenant, or for the other purposes 
defined in the clause. 


Question put. 


(6.20.) The House divided :—Ayes 
81; Noes 165.—(Div. List, No. 159.) 


Dr. CLARK: With reference to the 
Amendment standing in my name on 
the Paper providing that— 

“No portion of the sum shall be applied to 
any University in which provisions s not 
have been made for the full recognition of 
extra-mural teaching as qualifying for gradua- 
tion,” &c., 

I may say that I hoped on a former 

occasion that we might have discussed 

this matter in connection with the 
Mr. Hunter 
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Ordinances, so-called, of the Commis- 
sion; but it was two o'clock in the 
morning when they were under con- 
sideration, and neither the First Lord 
nor the Lord Advocate said a word 
about this question. Now, Sir, we 
have no extra-mural ing in arts 
in Scotland, although the Scotch Uni- 
versities have plenty of power to 

vent any of the evils arising that have 
been foreshadowed. But although we 
have no extra-mural teaching in arts 
in Scotland, we have extra-mural 
teaching in medicine and divinity. In 
Glasgow there is St. Magnus College, a 
well-organised medical school with a 
large infirmary, and all we ask for is 
that the students connected with this 
school—which has been founded and 
endowed by the citizens of Glasgow 
—shall have the same fair play 
as the medical students attend- 
ing the classes of the University, 
In Scotland we had a monopoly. Edin- 
burgh was the first to break through 
that monopoly, and to recognise extra- 
mural teaching. Glasgow has since 
been compelled to recognise it, as every 
other University has had to do. It was 
not right that the professors shouid be 
in a position to prevent students from 
being taught by men who were as able 
to teach as themselves. Since then 
most of the professors have been taken 
from the extra-mural lecturers. This 
proposal will affect both medicine and 
divinity, because you have. competing 
schools in both sections. There is the 
school of the Free Church, the United 
Presbyterian school, the Evangelical 
Union, Congregationalist, and a num- 
ber of ecclesiastical and theological 
academies. Then there is the school 
of the Faculty of Physicians of Glasgow 
and the Royal College of Surgeons at 
Edinburgh. Thus, as I said, both sec- 
tions will be affected. In the old days. 
before the General Medical Council 
took action, the sole teacher and the 
sole examiner was a professor; and 
unless a student sat under him, and 
was prepared toadopt all his fads, he ram 
a risk of being rejected. Fortunately, 
we have now got an assessor, but, at 
the same time, we think that the extra- 
mural schools should have some voice 
in the Governing Body. This is a ques- 
tion which ought not to be brought on 
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at the fag end of a Session, or at three 
o'clock in the morning; and though I 
do not intend to move the Amendment 
which is down in my name, or to go 
to a Division, we can still bring 
up this matter on the Estimates. When 
we have the final Ordinance of the 
Commissioners, and when we see the 
course they ee ae fae we shall 
know what to If they take the 
course that was foreshadowed by the 
Member for one of the Divisions of 
Manchester (Sir Henry Roscoe), we 
shall not perhaps raise very much ob- 
jection. But we had better wait till 
we know what they intend to do, and 
we shall be able to discuss it then. 
Under these circumstances, and with a 
view to enable the Government to get 
through their business, I will withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


SUPPLY—REPORT., 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS. 
VOTE ON ACCOUNT. 


Resolution [30th May] reported. 


“That a further sum, not exceeding 
£4,632,350, be granted to Her Majesty, on 
account, for or towards defraying the 
Charges for the following Civil Services and 
Revenue Departments for the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1893—namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Cuass I. 
£ 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 15,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings 8,000 
Admiralty, Extension of Buildings... 4,000 
= ~~ Legal Buildings, Great ‘ 

,000 

Art — Science "Buildings, Great 
Britain 3,000 
Diplomatic and Consular ‘Buildings 000 
Revenue ent Buildings... 000 
Public Budi wee yee - 20,000 
) Uni ingdom ... 35,000 

Harbours, &c., under Board 3 of 
Trade, and Lighthouses Abroad .. 3,000 
Peterhead Harbour sob «. 2,000 
Caledonian Canal “—- 
Rates on Government Prope ... 10,000 
Public Works and Buildings, da 20,000 
Railways, Ireland e: ... 30,000 
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of Trade and Subordinate De- 


partments 
Bankruptcy Department tthe Board 
of Trade . 


Board of Agriculture 

Chari Commission 

Esch and Audit Department” 
uer 

Friend hacer! ons 


need Government 
Mercantile Marine Fund, “Grant | in 


Aid 
Mint (in Co we 
inp eae 
Public Record Office - one 
Public Works Loan Commission a 

General's Office .. oss 
Office and Printing 

orests, &c. Office of eco 
Works. and Public Buildings, 

Office of dai ial ie 
Secret Service... - 
Scotland :— 
for Scotland 


Lunacy Commission ose 
Registrar General's Office... 
Board of Supervision 


Ireland :— 
Lord Lieutenant’s Household ee 
Chief eee and Subordinate 
Departments 
Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Office ... 
Local Government Board 
Public Record Office . 
Public Works Office ove 
Registrar General's Office... on 
Valuation and Boundary Survey ... 
Cuass ITI. 
’ United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges 
Miscellaneous 
Supreme Court of nhs epraam 
Land try ... 
County Courts 
Police Courts (London and Sheer- 
ness ous 
Police, Englandand Wales 


Stati 
Woods, 


Prisons, England and the Colonies... 
Reform and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain . 
Criminal Lunatic Asylum 
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Scotland :-— 
Teapisten House cakes aacebeaeed on 


Cottinns Coomiasion 
Scotland... 15,000 
Law aw Charges and Criminal Prosecu- 
Saprome ‘Court of Judicature, and 
other Legal -~ eee «- 15,000 
Commission +. 15,000 
‘County Court Offi &e. +» 17,000 
Dublin ~ ames &. .. 250°000 
Prisons, a... a ro? 25,000 
ey 8 Industrial Schools 25,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 1,000 
: Oxass IV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Public Education, England and £ 
Wales = “ee 5 . 1,150,000 
Science 
United —— epeenin 150,000 
British Museum .., A 
National Gallery one +. 2,000 
National Portrait Gallery ... 
——_ a ai &e., United 


Universities and Colleges Great 
titain 
London University 


Scotland : — 
Public Education... 
National Gallery ... 

Ireland :— 
Public Education... - 
Endowed Schools Commissioners ow 
National Gallery ... oe ove 
‘Queen’s Colleges ... 


Crass V. 


Di matic Services and Consular 
rvices 

Slave Trade Services 

‘Colonial Services, including South 


Africa 
—. to Telegraph Companies, 


Cuass Vi. 
Superannuation and Retired Allow- 


ances ... el 

Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pen- 
sions, &c. i 

Friendly Societies Deficiency eee 

Miscellaneous Charitable a other 
Allowances, Great Britain pat 

Pauper Lunatics, Ireland .. ee 

Hospitals and Charities, Ireland ... 


Crass VII. 


Temporary Cupeietens eee 

eous Expenses ... 
Pleuro-Pneumonia 
Clonee Eni and ge of Scotland... 





Total for Revenue Departments £1,430,000 
Grand Total... £4,632,350 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Reso- 
ution.” 


(6.37.) Mz. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 


400 |narvon, &c.): During the discussion 


4,000 
20,500 


- 150,000 


last night the subject of Welsh 

royalties was mentioned, and the Se- 
cretary to.the agrvsenr wasgood enough 
to promise to uire inte the royal- 
ties imposed on Crown tenants in that 
part of the country. A public inquiry 


400 | was held, and it was fully reported in 


. 180,000 


1,500 


20, 
5,000 
5, 





the local papers, and what I desire 
this afternoon is to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he is prepared to let 
us have that Report. If that is done I 
shall not press the matter further; 
otherwise I shall feel it my duty to 
remove a reduction in order that this 
matter may be fully discussed. 


(6.39.) Tae CHANCELLOR or 
THE EXCHEQUER (Mr. GoscHey, 
St. George’s, Hanover Square) : 
have not seen the Report myself, but I 
do not know that there is any objection 
to the hon. Gentleman seeing it. I 
shall be very glad to let him see it if 
he will apply to me. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I shall not 
proceed further in the matter. 


(6.40.) Mr. ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Earlier in the week I mentioned 
a case to the House which I think 
comes under the Law of Conspiracy. 
The Government have insisted on 
maintaining that law in its present 


000 | position, and have refused to make the 





oO Sererobpapasas — & & On SS shhes oth O cet tr el: ae i. 0 cs chk ce a oe Se 





e@qrwT * 





ts, 


409 §=Supply—Cwil Services, 


Amendment we desired. I do not 
challenge their right to do that ; but I 
do say that it is the duty of the 
Government to see that the law is 
administered equally, and I maintain 
also that the law is not equally 
administered. I called attention the 
other day to the fact that three men, 
who had obtained service in the 
employment of a certain Rail- 
way Company, were dismissed 
at the instance of a combina- 
tion called the Farmers’ Alliance. 
If this alliance of farmers did combine 
to deprive these men of their situations, 
undoubtedly they are guilty according 
to the Law of Criminal Conspiracy, and 
I think it is only fair that the law 
should be put in force against them. 
The law is enforced against poor people, 
and I think it should also be enforced 
against those who are comparatively 
rich. I see that three labourers are 

ing prosecuted for preventing another 
labourer from following his lawful em- 
ployment, and we heard the other day 
of a meeting being proclaimed because 
it was said to be an unlawful conspiracy. 
This law is always set in motion against 
poor men, but poor men cannot move 
the Attorney General to act. In cases 
of this kind the Government ought to 
be the Attorney General of the poor. 
Surely this is a matter that might be 
taken up by the Public Prosecutor, but 
that functionary seems to be something 
wore or less of a constitutional 
mystery, and it is far from me to say 
what is within the line ofhis duty. The 
Attorney General told me the other 
day that the facts laid before him were 
not sufficient to enable him to give an 
opinion on the point. I did not want 
his opinion. What I want to call 
attention to is that this law is enforced 
against labourers and poor farmers, 
and I think it is the duty of the Go- 
vernment to step in for protection 
of the poor in a case like that I have 
mentioned. 


(6.43.) Tue FIRST LORD or tue 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Baurovur, 
Manchester, E.) : I agree with the hon. 
Gentleman that the laws should be 
équally administered, and that no class 
favour should be shown. But what 
machinery there is at the disposal of 


{31 May, 1899} 
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the Government in a matter of this kind 
I am not sufficient of a lawyer to 
know. I will, however, inquire into 
the matter. 


perry Mr. KNOX (Cavan, bee :I 
should like to ask whether the ur 
Commission proposes to hold sittings 
in Ireland to give the agricultural 
labourers an opportunity of tendering 
their evidence ? 


*Tue PRESIDENT or raz BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micuaet Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): As a member of the 
Commission, I may say that that sub- 
ject is now under the consideration of 
the Commission, and I have no doubt 
that one or more Assistant Commis- 
sioners will be appointed to conduct 
inquiries in Ireland. 


(6.45.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 
Mid) : I should like to call attention to 
the wants and requirements of the 
fishermen on our southern coasts, 
whose interests I have already asked 
that the Government should por Soars 
The French fishermen come over in their 
steam trawlers in the early part of the 
year, and their operations go far to 
destroy the mackerel fishing off the . 
coast. Sir Thomas Brady, whose ser- 
vices are not now at the disposal of 
the Dublin Office, said that these prac- 
tices if continued would seriously 
damage the mackerel fishing. The 
importance of the Irish fisheries needs 
no demonstration, but it is absurd that 
with all our care, with all the endeavours 
of Baroness Burdett - Coutts and 
others to encourage this industry, we 
should allow these depredations of 
foreign fishermen. If an Irish fishing 
smack chances to enter a French har- 
bour with fish on board, even though 
there is no intention of sale, the fish 
is subjected to heavy dues; yet here 
are the French fishermen permitted to 
reap the harvest of our Irish seas un- 
checked. I hope the newly appointed 
Board, to which two Members of our 
Division will be added, will take this 
matter into serious consideration. I 
want an expression of opinion from the 
First Lord of the Treasury as to whe- 
ther any steps will be taken to safe- 

uard this valuable Irish industry. 
East year I was told that the three- 
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mile limit prevented any steps being 
taken, but these French trawlers I am 
informed come inside the limits of the 
fishing banks. 


(6.48.) Mr. A.J. Banrour rose in} i 
his place, and claimed to move, “‘ That | detain 


the Question be now put.” 


Question, ‘“‘ That the Question be 
now put,” put, and agreed to. 


Question, “That this House doth 
agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution,” put accordingly, and agreed 
to. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (re-committed) BILL.—(No. 279.) 


COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


Clause 3. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) : The clause I have to propose 
is the result of a compromise arrived at 
between shipowners and the promoters 
ofthe Bill. Shipowners have, I think, 

_met the promoters very fairly in this 
matter. The shipowning interest has 
been the subject of much legislation in 
recent years, and under the present law 
sailors having a grievance as to the 
amount or quality of the food supplied 
have a remedy in their hands. They 
may apply to a British Consul or to the 
captain of any of Her Majesty’svessels, 
and if the complaint is well founded 
then the fact is entered in the log. 
Under the circumstances I do not know 
that there was any occasion for the 
Bill, but seeing that it is before the 
House we have met the promoters in a 
spirit of compromise, of which this 
clause is the result. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 1, line 19, to leave out after “ Horn,” 
to “satisfaction,” in line 26, and insert “ the 
prescribed officer shall in the prescribed 
manner, and before shipment whenever 
practicable, inspect the barrels of beef and 
pork, preserved meat and vegetables in tins, 
and the casks of flour or biscuits intended for 
the use of the crews of such ships, and shall 


in the prescribed manner, if satisfied that they 
are fit for such use, certify the same 
accordingly. 

Dr. Tanner 


{COMMONS} 





to his satisfaction.”—(Mr. Lawrence.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, added to the 
Bill. 


Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. | 


New Clause— 

Rules to be laid before Parliament. 

“ All rules made under this Act shall be laid 
before Parliament within three weeks after 
pane A toe ne Parliament be then sitti 
and if Parliament be not then sitting, wi 
three weeks after the beginning of the then 
next meeting of Parliament, and shall not 
come into operation until they have lain for 
forty days before both Houses of Parliament 
during the Session of Parliament,”—(Mr, 
William H. Cross,) 

—brought up: read the first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (BATHGATE WATER) 
BILL.—(No. 348.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL.—(No. 358.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL.—(No. 112.) 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 236.] 

Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for Thursday, and to 
be printed. [Bill 388.] 


BARGE OWNERS, &c., LIABILITY BILL 
(No. 211.) 
Reported from the Select Committee. 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 237.] 
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Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 237.] 

Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for Friday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 390.] 


CORONERS’ *DEPUTIES BILL. 
As amended, considered. 


An Amendment made. 


It being Seven of the clock, Further 
Proceeding on Consideration, as 
amended, stood adjourned till this day, 
and Mr. Speaker suspended the 
Sitting until Nine of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 
(Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into complied with.) 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bill, ———s 
in the Lords, and referred > the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 

ied with—namely, Regent’s Canal, 

ity, and Docks Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 





MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (NEW 
CHARTERS). 
Copy presented,—of Charter of In- 


corporation for the Borough of Widnes 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (DEPTFORD). 


Copy presented,—of Order of the 
London County Council altering the 
Polling Districts of the Borough of 
— [by Act]; to lie upon the 


EDUCATION (EVENING SCHOOLS). 

Copy presented,—of Minute of the 
Committee of Council on Education, 
dated 31st May 1892, establishing a 
Code of Regulations for Evening 
Schools [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{31 May, 1892} 
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AFRICA (No. 4, 1892), 

Copy presented,—of Papers relati 
to the Mombasa Railway Survey an 
Uganda [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CHARITABLE TRUSTS (RECOVERY) 
ACT, 1891, 
Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 
Copy of Rules of the Supreme 
Court under the Act dated 27th May 
1892 [by Act]. 


MOTIONS. 





LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the London, 
County Council (General Powers) Bill, Stand- 
ing Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be suspended 
and that the Bill be now taken into considera- 
tion, provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited.—(Mr. Caldwell), 

Bill considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 
be suspended.—_(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 

Debate adjourned till Thursday. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

Resolution [30th May], reported, and agreed 
to. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Courtney, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and Sir John Gorst, 

Bill presented, and read first time, 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
[SALARIES]. 
Resolution [30th May], reported, and agreed 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr, 


Courtney, Mr. Jackson, and Mr, Attorney 
General for Ireland. 


to 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER 
(No. 16) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Long, Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government 
Board relating to the Rural Sanitary District 
of the Hemsworth Union, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Long and Mr. Ritchie, 

Bill presented, and first time. [Bill 387.] 
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PUBLIC AUTHORITIES PROTECTION BILL. 
[Lords.] 
38a)" the first time, and to be printed. [Bill 


FISHING IN FRESH WATER BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Lloyd-George, Bill to 
provide for public rights of Fishery in Fresh 
Water, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Lloyd-George, Mr. Thomas Ellis, and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 391.] 


LAND LAW (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

On Motion of Dr. Clark, Bill to amend the 
Law relating to Land in Scotland, ordered 
to be brought in by Dr. Clark, Dr. McDonald, 
Mr. Angus Sutherland, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. 
Philipps, and Mr. Macdonald Cameron. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 392.] 


CEMETERIES RATING BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Stephens, Bill to amend 
the Law for the Rating of certain Cemeteries, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Stephens, 
Mr. Tomlinson, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. 
Howard, Mr. Picton, Captain Bowles, and Mr. 
Powell- Williams. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 393.] 


{COMMONS} 








(Scotland) ‘Bill. 
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FARM SERVANTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
On Moticn of Mr. Seymour Keay, Bill to 
provide for the housing of Farm Servants on 
Farms in Scotland, ordered to be broughs in 
by Mr. Seymour Keay, Mr. Angus Sutherland, 
Dr. Clark, and Mr. Caldwell. 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bull 394, } 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
On Motion of Mr. Seymour Keay, Bill to 
extend and amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Acts, ordered to brought in by Mr, 
Seymour Keay, Dr. Clark, Mr. Cuninghame 
Graham, Dr. Farquharson, and Mr. Hunter. 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 395.] 


EVENING SITTING. 





Notice taken, that forty Members 


were not present; House counted, and 
forty Members not being present— 

House adjourned at five minutes 

after Nine o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Wednesday, Ist June, 1892. 





The House met at Twelve of the 
clock ; and at half-past Twelve the 
House was told by Mr. Speaker, and 
Twelve Members only being present, 
Mr. Speaker retired from the Chair 





until One of the clock, when the House 
was again told by Mr. Speaker, and, 
Nineteen Members only being present, 
Mr. Speaker again retired from the 
Chair until Four of the clock, when the 
House was again told by Mr. Speaker, 
and Thirty-five Members only being 
present, the House was adjourned by 
Mr. SpeakER, without Question put, 
till To-morrow. 


An ‘Asterisk (7) ae the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, 2nd June, 1892. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Moved, “ That Standing Orders Nos. 143 and 
143, be dis with in respect of the Bills to 
be read a third time this day to which the said 
Orders apply, provided amended prints of the 
Bills be deposited before the Third Reading.” 
—(The Chairman of Committees.) 

Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Eleven 
o'clock, to Monday, the 13th inst., a 
quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, 2nd June, 1892. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Dublin | 


Barracks Improvement Bill; Railway 
Rates and Charges Provisicnal Order 
— and Yorkshire, &e.] Bill; 
ilway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [North London] Bill; Railway 
Rates and Charges Provisional Order 
North Staffordshire, &c.] Bill; Railway 
tes and Charges Provisional Order 
[Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil Junction, 
&c.] Bill; Railway Rates and Charges 
Provisional Order [ Festiniog, &c.} Bill ; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [Hull, Barnsley, and West 
Riding Junction] Bill; Railway Rates 
and Charges Provisional Order [Lon- 
don, Tilbury, and Southend, &e.] Bill; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order { Manchester, Sheffield, and Lin- 
coinshire, &c.] Bill; Railway Rates 
and Charges Provisional Order [Cam- 
brian, &c.] Bill; Railway Rates and 
Charges Provisional Order [Cleator and 
Workington Junction, &c.} Bill; Rail- 
way Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [Isle of Wight, &.] Bill; Rail- 
way Rates and rs s Provisional 
Order [Callander and Oban) Bill; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [City of Glasgow Union] Bill ; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [Furness, &c.] Bill; Railway 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Ratee and Charges Provisional Order 
[Glasgow and South Western, &c.]} 
Bill; Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order [Great North of Scot- 
land] Bill; Railway Rates and C 
Provisional Order [Highland] Bill ; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [Metropolitan, &c.] Bill; Rail- 
way Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [North Eastern, &.] Bill; 
Railway Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [North British, &c.} Bill; Rail- 
way Rates and Charges Provisional 
Order [Caledonian, &.} Bill; Public 
Health (Scotland) Provisional Order 
[Milnathort Water] Bill. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL (by Order). 
THIRD READING. |ADJOURNED DEBATE. } 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [31st May], ‘That 
the Bill be now read the third time.” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


(3.5.) Mz. BAUMANN (Camberwell, 
Peckham): Before this Bill is read 
a third time I desire to offer a few 
observations both on account of the 
character of the Bill itself and particu- 
larly on account of the Report of the 
Parliamentary Committee of the Lon- 
don County Council, which reflects dis- 
respectfully upon this House and the 
action of the Committee to whom this 
Bill was referred, and which contains 
a statement so recklessly untrue that 
unless it is corrected as publicly as it 
is made is calculated to mislead the 
public. This Report begins by a com- 
plaint against the House of Commons 
for its practice of referring London 
County Council (General Powers) Bills 
to Hybrid Committees. Now, I wish 
to point out the reason why the House 
refers these Bills to a Hybrid Com- 
mittee is that the london County 
Council year after year persists in, try- 
ing to change by clauses in a Private 
Bill the general law of the country. 
That is a practice which this House 
naturally resents, and which I hope it 
will never sanction, and it is well worth 
considering whether the Standing 


Q 
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Orders of the House should not be 
amended in such a way as to prevent 
these annual attempts by a Municipal 
Authority to change by a Private Bill 
the public law of the country. Then 
the Report goes on to complain of the 
composition of that Committee, and it 
is stated, apparently as a matter 
of grievance, that the Govern- 
ment nominated a majority of 
that Committee. I suppose the London 
County Council thinks that the majority 
in this House ought to be in a minority 
on a Committee; but, Sir, as a matter 
of fact, and I suppose by inadvertence 
on the part of the “whips,” the 
Conservative Party actually were in a 
minority on that Committee; for out of 
nine members they were only four, 
including the Chairman. Then the 
Report goes on to say—and this is the 
most audacious of its mis-statements— 
“The effect of the Committee’s decision in 
reference to the Cromwell Road Bridge being 
carried out would be to leave the whole special 
benefit or increased rental of at least £3,000 
or £4,000a year, resulting from the carrying 
out of the improvement in the hands of the 
landowners of Fulham, out of which special 
increased rental the Bill proposed to inter- 
cept only £880 per annum.” 
I confess I stand aghast at the colossal 
audacity, the monumental hardihood, 
of this mis-statement. The decision of 
the Committee was that the part of the 
Preamble which related to the imposi- 
tion of a special ‘‘ betterment’”’ rate 
was not proved. The effect of the 
decision of the Committee was to leave 
the London County Council perfectly 
free to carry out this improvement, if 
they chose, in the ordinary way in which 
Metropolitan improvements have been 
carried out in London during the last 
thirty years. It was shown, in the 
course of our inquiry—lI believe to the 
satisfaction of the majority of the 
Committee—that, if the London 
County Council had chosen to buy and 
re-sell the land contiguous to the bridge 
it might have pocketed the betterment 
itself. It was at the same time shown 
that the increased assessment which 
‘would follow from the rise in value on 
adjoining property in houses would have 
thrown probably ntore than the cost on 
those actually benefited by thisimprove- 
ment. The London County Council did 
not choose to take that course; it did 
not choose to carry out this improve- 
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ment in the ordinary way in which 
improvements have been carried out 
during two generations. The London 
County Council is now sulking like a 
spoiled child. For the second time in 
two years the London County Council 
has refused to carry out a metropolitan 
improvement universally desired, an 
improvement much needed, simply be- 
cause Parliament has refused to allow 
the Council to tax ground landlords in 
an unjust and unworkable manner, 
The London County Council has now 
practically abdicated its primary func- 
tions as a Metropolitan Authority— 
there is no Metropolitan Authority ; the 
London County Council has abdicated 
its functions as an Improvement Autho- 
rity—and has actually allowed a private 
company to come to Parliament for 
powers to widen Parliament Street. 
Since 1889, the ill-starred year of its 
birth, the London County Council has 
not carried out one single metropolitan 
improvement of any importance what- 
ever ; it is no Governing Body for Lon- 
don ; it is nothing but a revolutionary 
debating society. This may be the 
last time I shall speak in this House 
upon the London County Council, and 
I would say this: So long as there is a 
Conservative majority in this House, 
London ratepayers may indulge with 
impunity their wayward whims if they 
choose; but if with a Radical County 
Council we have a Radical majority 
here to aid and abet it—instead of a 
majority to check and control the Lon- 
don Coanty Council—then London will 
have a rude awakening, and possibly 
Londoners may then appreciate the 
efforts—unrewarded, but not, I am 
happy to say, altogether unavailing——I 

ve made from time to time for their 
protection, and may then recognise 
that the strongest language I have used 
against the London County Council 
falls very far short indeed of its 
deserts. 

(3.14.) Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, 
N.): I think that the course taken by 
the hon. Member is unprecedented. 
I am not aware that it is a rule in this 
House for a Member of a Committee 
ona Private Bill to have the Third 
Reading of that Bil! postponed for 
two days in order that he may 
prepare a speech to exhibit his 
animus against the County Council 
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of London. The position of the hon. 
Member is peculiar. He is at present 
Member for a London constituency ; 
but whether it is that the constituency 
has no confidence in its Member, or the 
Member has rio confidence in his con- 
stituency, I do not know; but I under- 
stand the hon. Member will not woo 
the suffrages of the people of Peckham 
at the next election, but will turn his 
affections to a more northern latitude. 
What is his position in regard to this 
Bill? He is the last person who 
should bring this matter before the 
House, for he and those who voted with 
him are solely responsible for the delay 
which will occur in the carrying out of 
these admittedly urgent and necessary 
improvements. This. question came 
before the London County Council, and 
the proposal was accepted by an 
enormous majority—a majority which 
if translated into what would be corre- 
sponding figures in this House would be 
represented by 400 against 24. This 
was the proportionate majority of the 
Council supporting the application 
of the betterment principle of the 
Cromwell Road improvement. I am 
not a fanatical admirer of ‘“ better- 
ment”; in fact, when the Committee 
commenced its sittings, I had a very 
hazy and imperfect notion of what the 
principle was. I had the advantage, 
therefore, of coming to the subject 
with a mind not preoccupied by pre- 
judice or partiality. But, I must say, 
if ever there was a case to which the 
sprinciple of betterment might be ap- 
plied—if ever there was a case con- 
lusively proved—it was the prin- 
«iple of betterment applied to this im- 
provement. It was a remarkable 
case; it was a case in which 
the owners of the land principally 
affected had themselves in 1884 gone to 
the expense of £2,000 in procuring an 
Act of Parliament to kuild a bridge to 
connect the parish of Fulham with 
Cromwell Road, and again in 1887 they 
went to the Metropolitan Board of 
Works and offered to pay a large pro- 
portions of what was then deemed the 
necessary cost of such a bridge. It was 
shown that the bridge would undoubt- 
edly increase the value of the neigh- 
bouring property. The Council, there- 
fore, may be said to have made a fair 
_proposal in apportioning the cost—one- 
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third to the parish of Fulham, one- 
third to the ratepayers of the Metropolis 
generally, and one-third to the owners 
of property benefited. Not only so; 
the proposal was limited so that, unless 
it was proved that a special increase of 
value had accrued from the building of 
the bridge, no charge was to be im- 
posed upon the leaseholders and 
owners. Now, the Committee never 
reached the stage of examination into 
the details aie ge by the London 
County Council for the purpose of 
carrying out the principle adopted ; they 
never reached those details, because on 
the preliminary point the Committee 
decided against the principle. The hon. 
Member has said that Conservatives 
were in a minority on the Committee, 
and this, though true in form, is not 
true in fact, because there was a Liberal 
Unionist on the Committee more Tory 
than the Tories themselves, so it was a 
Party majority. Every Member of the 
other Party was prepared to allow 
there was a case for consideration. The 
Committee were not pledged to details, 
but the majority decided absolutely 
they would not have the principle of 
betterment, brought in any form, 
under consideration. The hon. Mem- 
ber has taken exception to the 
statement ; but I say it is perfectly 
correct; for there was the evidence 
before us that the enhanced value that 
would accrue from houses in a line 
with the bridge would be probably 
£3,000 a year, and that the maximum 
charge imposed would not exceed £800 
a yeur—somewhat less than a third of 
the benefit obtained. Now, I am 
not quarrelling with the view of the 
hon. Member; he is just as much 
entitied to his opinion as to the proper 
mode of taxation as I am to mine, but 
I do entirely disagree with his view 
that the person to pay for these 
improvements isthe occupier. I know 
that on arecent occasion the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer told the House that 
in his opinion the rates in towns came 
out of the kets of the occupiers, and 
the view of the hon. Member is that 
the improvements in the landlord's 
property should come out out of the 
28 en, of the occupier. (No!) In 
consequence of these improvements the 
occupiers would have to pay higher 
rents, and when the rate and tax 
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collectors come round they would 
require higher rates and taxes. So by 
iving effect to the view of the hon. 
fem r, it would throw the whole 
burden on the occupiers. 

Mr. BAUMANN : Certainly not. 

Mr. HUNTER: I am amazed, 
knowing the contents of the Bill: I do 
not conceive how else the hon. 
Member’s words can be construed. If 
no share of the burden is thrown on 
the leaseholders and owners, it must 
all fall on the occupiers of the Metro- 
polis. These are, shortly, the facts of the 
case, and I am bound to say I think a 
grave responsibility attaches to the hon. 
Member and his friends in standing 
in the way of these public improve- 
ments. If the principle of better- 
ment were more doubtful than it is— 
I think it is entirely justified on its 
merits—but if it were more doubtful 
than it is it would be a_ very 
strong measure for a Party in this 
House, at the close of this Parlia- 
ment, to defy the deliberate opinion of 
the electors of London. I donot pretend 
to understand the mysteries of London 
elections ; but as an outsider it strikes 
me as extremely curious the elec- 
tors of London having only this 
year appointed a body to carry on 
their local government, and returned 
an overwhelming majority pledged to 
the principle of betterment, Mem- 
bers of this House, elected at a 
much earlier period, and therefore, 
perhaps, not representing the present 
opinion of the constituencies, should 
now set themselves to thwart, frus- 
trate, and obstruct the will of the 

ople of London expressed by the 
Solty in whom the people have confi- 
dence. 

*(3.24.) Mr. KIMBER (Wands- 
worth) : The hon. Member has thought 
fit to take my hon. Friend to task for 
taking an unusual step ; but if I wanted 
justification for that course, even if it 
were exceptiona!, I should find it in the 
words of the County Council in respect 
to the Bill; and I think, if it were worth 
our while to be thin-skinned and to 
ask your attention, Sir, to the words 
as a breach of Prtvilege, we should be 
justified in doing so. Two Members of 
the Committee are singled out and 
their conduct criticised in a manner 
that would seem to justify such an 
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appeal to the House ; but I donot eon- 
descend to ask you, Sir, whether it. 
constitutes a breach of the Privileges 
of this House. I prefer to treat it 
with the contempt it deserves; but, at. 
the same time, in justice we are 
entitled to explain and justify the 
course we adopted. My hon. Friend 
has referred to the Report of the 
County Council asa misstatement, and 
he has not exaggerated. The Report 
speaks of two Members having 
strenuously opposed the Bill. In 
accordance with the practice which 
has grown up in Parliament—of 
which the Report speaks contemp- 
tuously—the Bill was referred to @ 
Hybrid Committee, and the Resolution 
goes on to say that one of us 
not only strenuously opposed the 
Bill — which we did and we 
were perfectly justified in doing so— 
but that one of us moved the reference 
of the Bill to a Hybrid Committee. 
Now, neither of us did anything of the 
kind. My hon. Friend moved the 
rejection of the Bill, because it con- 
tained a proposal to over-rule the 
general law of the land. It was my 
hon. Friend the Member for Chelsea 
(Mr. Whitmore) who moved the refer- 
ence of the Bill to a Hybrid Com- 
mittee, and he was not on the Com- 
mittee. The right hon. Baronet the 
Chairman of the London County 
Council (Sir John Lubbock) assented to 
that course, and, in fact, I think pro- 
posed it. This was not all. The Report 
goes on to say that, having regard to 
what had taken place before the 
Committee, and to our having thought 
fit to reject the new principle of 
taxation, the Council left the Com- 
mittee to proceed as it thought fit. 
This they did not do. Their counsel 
stated that as the Committee did not 
think fit to sanction the new mode of 
taxation proposed by the County 
Council, he would withdraw this Crom- 
well Road improvement altogether. 
Now, what are the facts of their pro- 
posal? It was not, as pretended, a 
method of imposing part of a burden on 
persons who would be benefited by the 
improvement in question ; it was a case 
of an improvement in which the Count 

Council, by their own evidence, ren 
that the improvement itself would be: 
not a burden, but a source of income 
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to the rates of the parish. The Crom- 
well Boad Bridge was to cost £66,000, 
the repayment of which, with interest, 
was re ted by an annuity of 
£2,425 for sixty years. That was the 
extent of the burden on the parish of 
Fulham and the Metropolis, between 
whom it would be divided. It was 
‘shown that the annual rateable rental 
in Fulham would be increased by the 
improvements to a greater extent than 
this £2,425. The figuresshowed that the 
rating would be increased by £21,000. 
Now, the normal rate in Fulham is 
‘six shillings in the pound per annum, 
which includes the Metropolitan rate, 
estimated at half that amount, so 
that three shillings is the parish 
rate and three shillings the Metro- 
politan rate. Now, six _ shillings 
on £21,000 increased value would 
-yield an increase of revenue of £6,300 
year. Half of this would be for the 
parish, enabling them to that extent 
to keep down the rates; and, setting off 
against this the debt of £2,425 a 
year, it was admitted there was a 
net gain to the parish of over £600 a 
year. Not only so; there would be 
a benefit of £3,150 to the Metro- 
politan rates, against which there 
would be no burden to be set at all. 
The proposal of the London County 
Council was that, in addition to these 
enormously increased rates on property 
under the Quinguennial Act, a novel 
‘systema was to be introduced by which 
they would impose a mortgage upon 
all houses and all property, whether 
built on or not comprised within 
® geometrical area described with 
@ pair of compasses. It was ad- 
mitted in evidence before us that it 
was not certain, and it could not be 
said to be certain by anybody, that the 
property within this radius was all to 
be bettered. It was admitted that a 
great deal of the property would not be 
bettered, and after cross-examination 
by myself, Mr. Charles Harrison ad- 
mitted that, so far as he was concerned, 
this circumference, this geometrical 
line, might be dispensed with, but he 
still wished that this power might be 
<lelegated to the London County 
Council to impose this mortgage as it 
may be called—this charge admitted by 
experts to be equivalent to a mortgage. 
The London County Council would take 
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power thus to impose a mortgage tax 
of £22,000 capital, or £880 a year, and 
have us believe this was all they 
intended to charge the people who 
were bettered, although the parish and 
the Council would each receive £3,150 
a year beside ; therefore, this contribu- 
tion imposed by way of mortgage was 
an additional plum or profit to the Pub- 
lic Authority, and the effect generally 
would be that the London County 
Council or Local Authority would get 
in assets which they might spend or 
squander as they pleased and boast that 
they had kept down the rates. They 
would not be accountable to the rate- 
payers in the same manner as they 
would if they raised the money in a 
direct manner for their expenditure. 
Not only so ; the charge of £4 per cent. 
per annum was to be a_ perpetual 
charge, unless and until the capital was 
paid off. Even that was not all ; they 
asked for power to settle the incidence 
of the charge as between owners, lessees, 
and occupiers. They would take power 
to exempt occupiers altogether, and to 
roll up against the owner a charge of 
four per cent. at compound interest, so 
that when the owner came into posses- 
sion he might find a mortgage for the 
capital sum, plus sixty years compound 
interest at four per cent., though the 
money had been recouped over and 
over again from the rates. Now how, 
with any sense of decency, could such 
an alteration of the incidence of taxa- 
tion be allowed to pass in a Private Bill 
to over-ride the general principles of 
taxation in the Metropolis? If we 
are to be taken to task for what we did 
in the exercise of our judgment, 
which I claim on behalf of myself and 
my hon. Friends on the Committee to 
have exercised with thorough con- 
scientiousness—for not one of us had 
a scintilla of property in the neighbour- 
\hood—if we are to be held up to 
opprobrium in the Press and sub- 
jected to criticism by the London 
County Council, where is the inde- 
pendence of this House? Is the 
London County Council to take upon 
itself the right to settle these 
matters? I think that, instead of bei 

heid up to opprobrium, we are entitl 

to commendation for having made a 
stand against a sort of ‘‘ rampage’’ on 
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seeking to over-ride the just interests 
of the ratepayers of the Metropolis. 
Let me allude to the constitution of 
this Committee which has been anim- 
adverted upon. I think we were much 
more entitled to complain, for there were, 
in fact, on the Committee three Con- 
servative Members, besides the Chair- 
man, one Liberal Unionist, and four 
Radical Members. We know that our 
friends the Liberal Unionists do, on the 
great and all-important political ques- 


tion of the day, assist us, but their 


alliance on that question does not bind 
them on every other question. What 
took place on the Committee? Great 
unfairness was exhibited by the London 
County Council in the management of 
their own case. They instructed coun- 
‘sel to open the case as one of 
assent on the part of the freeholders to 
this exceptional taxation. In the most 
airy manner we were assured there 
was a unanimous assent on the part 
of owners, lessees, and occupiers, to 
the proposals; but presently it came 
out by abundant evidence that 
there was no such assent, and 
we had evidence from witnesses that 
they had dissented from the proposals 
of the London County Council. Away 
went all question of assent, and then it 
was proved up to the hilt that the 
London County Council had given no 
notice of their Bill to owners, lessees, 
or occupiers. Strictly speaking, under 
the Standing Orders of this House— 
and it appears to me it is a great defect 
in the Standing Orders—in cases of 
this kind owners, lessees, and occupiers 
are not required to have previous notice 
of the deposit of such a Bill, and the 
ordinary Gazette notice did not give 
sufficient information of the nature 
of the Bill. It was because of this gross 
unfairness that we were indebted for 
the support of our Liberal Unionist 
friend on the Committee—it was be- 
cause of his sense of what was fair and 
due to the people that he voted with 
us. Even then the Committee were 
equally divided, and only the casting 
vote of the Chairman threw out the 
obnoxious clause. The London County 
Council evidently intend to make this 
a charge against Conservative Members 
—in fact, Ihave had an intimation of it 
in my own constituency—that we have 
‘thrown out a useful Metropolitan 
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improvement simply because we 
have not chosen to sanction the 
introduction of a new, unjust, 


and altogether extravagant proposal on 
the part of the London County Council 


to make a profit for their own revenue. 


They say they left it to the Committee 
to deal with the improvement, and that 
the Committee threw it out. We did 
nothing of the kind ; we left the clause 
for making the bridge in the Bill, and 
the County Council withdrew it. We 
only struck out the novel taxation 
clause, the anti-ratepayers’ clause for 
the imposition of a tax twice over upon 
the same people for the benefit of the 
revenues of the County Council and the 
Vestry. I have taken this opportunity, 
having seen the statement in the Press 
but an hour ago, to contradict it, and 
to show its falsity and unfairness. My 
hon. Friends and I testified to our 
desire that this important improvement 
should be carried out. (‘‘ Oh, oh!”) 
My hon. Friend opposite says “Oh!” 
Let me give another illustration of the 
intention of Members on this side of 
the House who were on this Committee 
to facilitate improvements, and of the 
temper displayed by the Courty Councif 
in withdrawing a proposal as soon as. 
they found they could not earry the 
unjust conditions tacked on to it, A 
proposal was brought before us to throw 
open Lincoln’s Inn. Fields to publie 
use. All approved of the project, but 
it was proved and admitted that the 
Council already had the power to 
acquire the land under the Open Spaces: 
Act of 1881. My hon. Friend need not 
shake his head ; they have the power, 
on giving proper notice and getting the 
assent of two-thirds of the persons. 
interested. But the Couneil wanted a 
clause giving them power to override 
opposition and dispense with the neces- 
sity of getting any majority by simply 
making such agreement as they liked 
with acertain number of the trustees they 
could manage to get holdof. This was: 
resented by the trustees and occupiers. 
of this noble square, and so the clause 
was thrown out. But it is giverout to 
our discredit that we have prevented 
the people of London having the use of 
Lincoln's Inn Fields. But we did not 
throw out the project. We approved 
of it; but the London County Council 
sought to evade the requirements of 
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the public law as comprised in the Act 
which their ecessors, the Metropoli- 
tan Board of Works, were parties to ob- 
taining—the Open S Act of 1881. 
But I have Sepameienth ta long on the 
time of the House. Let me only say 
we wish well io all improvements in 
the Metropolis promoted by the London 
County Council, so long as these im- 
provements are carried out in accord- 
ance with the law of the land and the 
accepted principles of taxation. Until 
those principles are reviewed in this 
House, discussed on their merits, and 
altered, should Parliament see fit to 
alter them. 

(3.44.) Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, 
&c.): As the Member of the Committee 
referred to by the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen (Mr. Hunter) as ‘more 
Tory than the Tories,” I claim the 
right to be heard for a few moments. 
I simply dismiss the observation of 
the hon. Member by saying he would 
have been nearer the truth if he had 
said ‘“‘more Constitutional than the 
Constitutionalists.”” Language of this 
kind does not deserve any considera- 
tion from those of us who have 
endeavoured to do our duty, and to 
maintain the Constitution in things 
small as well as in things great. I abso- 
lutely deny that my action on the Com- 
mittee was dictated by political reasons. 
Nor was it the case that the question 
of betterment caused me to give the 
vote I did, which had the effect of the 
betterment clause being thrown out. 
I have not had the advantage of hear- 
ing the opening of this Debate; but I 
think it has been made clear to the 
House that the advantage of this im- 
provement to Fulham, and to London 
as a whole, was admitted by the Com- 
mittee. The Committee were prepared 
to pass the improvement had it not 
been withdrawn by the London 
County Council because they did 
not get their way in the mode 
of levying the charge for meeting 
the cost of the improvement. The 
amount was divided into three parts : 
a third was to be paid by the whole of 
the Metropolis, a third was to be paid 
by the parish of Fulham, and the re- 
mainder was to be paid within what 
was called the ‘‘ betterment’ area, in- 
cluded in a radius of half a mile from 
the proposed bridge. This charge was 
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something new ; there has been no such 
charge levied in London, or, so far as 
I am aware, in any part of the United 
Kingdom ; at least, no evidence was 
given of anything of the kind. The 
proposal was that those within this 
area who were “bettered ” should pay 
a tax or charge of four per cent. for 
ever upon a sum of £880 a year, while 
the payment of the remaining two- 
thirds was to be met by a charge of 
three per cent. in the case of the Me- 
tropolis, and three and a half in the 
case of Fulham for a term of years— 
I think fifty-seven. But the point I 
took exception to was this—the charge 
was new, and no sufficient notice was 
given to those who would have to pay 
it—absolutely no notice except that 
which the law requires should be given 
for rates. Here was a new charge to 
be levied, and it seemed to me only 
reasonable that those upon whom it 
was proposed to be levied should have 
notice, and for this reason I voted 
against the proposal. I stated in Com- 
mittee, and Members of the Committee 
will confirm me, that it was not as 
against the principle of betterment per 
se, and not even as against that prin- 
ciple as embodied in the Bill; but it 
was as against the absence of sufficient 
notice that I felt compelled to vote 
with my hon. Friends eee in 
opposition to the levy of a charge such 
as this, of which no notice had been 
given except the notice which ap 
tains to ordinary rates. In ante ay 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, I have this much 
to say—that upon that particular pro- 
posal I did not go with my hon. Friends 
on the other side of the House. I was 
the only Member of the Committee who 
voted in favour of it, and it was be- 
cause of the absence of other 
Members of the Committee that 
it was not carried. Whether I was 
right or wrong in doing so, it is 
only fair that this should be known. I 
do not want to take up time, and only 
because of the attack made upon me 
by the hon. Member for Aberdeen have 
I intervened at all in this discussion. 
*(3.52.) Sm JOHN COLOMB 
Tower Hamlets, Bow, &c.): As a 
ember of the Committee I may be 
allowed one or two observations, and 
I doubt if I should have intervened at 
all but for the assertion of the hon. 
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Member for Aberdeen (Mr. Hunter), 
who talked about the Committee having 
obstructed the application of the 
betterment principle. I make some 
excuse for the hon. Member, as he did 
‘not hear the argument of counsel 
against the preamble of the Bill. 

Mr. HUNTER: The hon. Gentle- 
man is cutirely wrong. I heard the 
whole of the arguments. 

*Sm JOHN COLOMB: I apologise if 
I am mistaken, but I thought that 
during the first part of that which I 
considered powerful argument hon. 
Members opposite were absent from 
the room. 

Mr. HUNTER: That was not so in 
my case. 

*Sm JOHN COLOMB: I accept the 
correction. The parish of Hammer- 
smith is divided from Fulham by the 
railway, the latter parish being cut off 
from through communication with the 
East of London. It is quite true, as the 
hon. Member says, that in 1884 a Bill 
was promoted whereby certain owners 
took upon themselves the cost of con- 
structing a bridge, but the hon. Member 
did not state that it was proved in evi- 
dence before the Committee that the 
owners were two jobbing builders, and 
that the Bill was — by a bubble 
company which burst the next year. 
Then the London County Council took 
up the proposal, and they sent down 
their surveyor to report on the con- 
struction of the bridge, and what area 
would be bettered by the construction. 
The surveyor went down, and he 
marked certain plots here and there 
which he said without doubt would be 
bettered. Then the County Council, 
having the report of their surveyor, 
measured the distance from the 
bridge to the most extreme point of 
the blocks their surveyor said would be 
bettered, and then drew a circle 
enclosing a half mile radius, and they 
said, ‘This is the betterment area 
upon which we purpose to put a charge 
for ever of four per cent. on a third of 
the cost of the improvement.” This 
was not founded upon any reason given 
by the surveyor; it simply originated 
from an abstract love of geometrical 
precision in the minds of the County 
Council. I did not vote against the 
abstract principle of betterment ; there 
was no decision upon that. I objected 
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to a fantastic faddist application of the 
principle of betterment which I believe 
would end in stopping all improve- 
ments in London. As an East End 
Member I know the importance of 
through communication under the 
Thames ; but if you apply such a 
principle as this proposed to be applied 
to the Cromwell Road Bridge, you 
would beggar the whole East End of 
London. The East End has con- 
tributed for years to the making and 
freeing of bridges across the Thames in 
the West of London, at an expenditure 
of six millions ; and if you apply in the 
same way this principle of betterment to 
the Blackwall Tunnel, then, although 
the people of East London have con- 
tributed forty years to the cost of bridges 
in the West, the County Council may 
say, ‘“‘ You shall not have this tunnel 
unless you allow us to take the com- 
passes and describe a half mile radius 
enclosing a betterment area, within 
which the people shall pay a perpetuai 
charge of four per cent., or a third of 
the cost.” Sir, the whole thing is a 
monstrous fad, and i shall take care 
to tell the people of the East End pretty 
plainly what they may expect if 
doctrines based, not on any sound 
principles, but on the foolish fads of 
those who do not know their business, 
are allowed to prevail. 

(3.59) Mr. JAMES STUART 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton): I venture to say 
the time of the House has been practi- 
cally wasted by the discussion of a 
clause which is not in the Bill before 
us. The opposition which hon. Mem- 
ber after hon. Member has arisen to 
express to the introduction of the 
betterment principle by the London 
County Council would have been all 
very well if the speeches had been de- 
livered, as, indeed, some of them were, 
when the Bill was before the House on 
the Second Reading, and then con- 
tained the clause in question. But 
there is no such clause in the Bill now, 
and so there is no object for all this 
talk and rhodomontade. 

Mr. KIMBER: But a _ personal 
attack has been made upon us in refer- 
ence to the withdrawal of the clause. 

Mr. STUART: I was not referring 
to the hon. Gentleman’s discussion of 
what he calls a persona! attack. I was 
referring to the betterment prin- 
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ciple, which the hon. Member discussed 


at very full length. As to the personal 
attack to which the hon. ember 
refers, I have looked through the 
Report of the London County Council, 


and the only passage I can find that 
can be construed into an attack is— 


8 seek. Seniow of Po Pa aoa had 
strenuously opposed and spoken in the House 
against the proposal in the Bill.” 


If hon. Members have taken that course 
they have emphasised it by the course 
they have adopted to-day. I think it 
would be useless and unsuitable for me 
to attempt to defend the London 
County Council for introducing the 
betterment principle to begin with. 
These gentlemen on the Committee 
have thrown out that principle, and 
the County Council has not been able 
to introduce it again. The only thing 
these gentlemen have done by their 
remarks to-day has been to show their 
own extreme opposition. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I 
must beg the hon. Gentleman to 
allow me to correct him. He says the 
Committee threw out the clause. That 
is the gist of the whole matter; we did 
not throw out the clause, the County 
Council withdrew it. We should not 
have risen at all on this occasion if we 
had not been personally attacked by 
the London County Council for the 
<ourse we took in the Committee. I 
thought I was entitled to explain what 
took place, and it is they and not I 
who are chargeable with the with- 
drawal of the clause applying the 
betterment principle. 

Mr. STUART: I am not making an 
attack on the hon. Gentleman of the 
character of which he has complained. 
But I ask leave to say that hon. Gentle- 
men have shown a strong opposition to 
the proposed methods of relieving the 
ratepayers of London. There has been 
an excuse made for the action of the 
hon. Gentleman behind me, on the 
ground that insufficient notice had been 
given, but the whole notice that 
is legally requisite was given. 
I will not enter into the discussion 
whether the betterment principle is a 
new or old one. However, the 
President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Ritchie) admitted 
that the principle had been sanctioned 
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by the House in other cases. Hon. 
Gentlemen have been attacking the 
London County Council in a most un- 
necessary manner because it withdrew 
all clauses in reference to a certain im- 
provement when the betterment prin- 
ciple was not admitted. The County 
Council could have done nothing else. 
The Fulham Vestry had entered into an 
arrangement with the County Council 
to pay two-thirds of the cost of the 
improvement on condition of receiving 
one-third back by the Betterment 
Clause. When that clause was thrown 
out the Vestry, which was not before 
the Committee, was consulted by the 
County Council, and declined to pro- 
ceed with a two-thirds liability with- 
out the clause, and it was technically 
impossible for the Committee to have 
forced on the Vestry that liability. 
The County Council, therefore, with- 
drew the whole of the clauses, as there 
was no alternative plan before the 
Committee. Hon. Gentlemen take 
out the Betterment Clause, and then 
are angry with the County Council be- 
cause it do not go on with the 
improvement. I hope the House will 
consent to read the Bill a third time. 
Hon. Members made a brave show on 
the Second Reading, and the hon. 
Member for Camberwell (Mr. Bau- 
mann) called on the Conservative Party 
as a Party to rally round him and 
make a protest against the betterment 
scheme. What it is that hon. Gentle- 
men complain about at this moment I 
quite fail to see. 

(4.5.) Sm JOSEPH BAILEY 
(Hereford) : As the Committee has been 
blamed somewhat for its action, I think it 
right that I should say a few words on 
the matter. I entirely agree with the 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
that under the circumstances the 
London County Council had no other 
course open to them than to with- 
draw that portion of the Bill for 
this year. There was that in it 
which required a good deal of 
adjustment, and it was the feeling of 
the Committee that it was impossible 
to make those adjustments at this 
period of the Session. I do not want 
to go into the merits of the Bill, 
which I have no doubt the House 
will read a third time. The Com- 
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mittee, like all Hybrid Committees, 
was composed of four and four, the 
Chairman not voting unless the other 
‘Members were equally divided. They 
were sc divided on the Betterment 
Clause, and I voted against it be- 
cause I thought it was inapplicable, 
because I thought the benefit was 
hypothetical, that there were great 
difficulties as to the assessment of the 
various properties, that the notice, 


though | y sufficient for a Private 
Bill, had not imbued the people of the 
district with the knowl that this 


betterment plan was going to be used, 
and of the mode in which it was going 
to be raised—namely, by perpetual 
annuity and not by a rate involv- 
ing repayment of principal and in- 
terest running over a certain number 
of years; and that it contained powers 
for varying the liability to taxation of 
the owner of the improved leasehold 
and of the improved leasehold occu- 
pier. These matters involved such 
great difficulties as to render the 
principle of betterment unsuitable for 
that occasion. I desire also to say 
that, in my opinion, a Hybrid Com- 
mittee is the very worst tribunal to 
settle a matter of thiskind. There can 
be no doubt that one or two Members 
of this Committee had spoken strongly 
against the principle on the Second 
Reading, and that one or two other 
gentlemen were equally strongly in 
favour of it. Without expressing any 
opinion on the principle generally, 
we had sufficient evidence before us 
to be aware that the question 
will be brought up by the London 
County Council again and again till 
it has been decided one way or another. 
I think it extremely undesirable that it 
should come repeatedly before Private 
Bill Committees, because you will have 
patchy legislation. Any change in the 
liability to taxation must be unfair for 
a time, but I do not say that it may 
not be desirable to make an improve- 
ment even at the expense of some 
temporary unfairness ; but the question 
should be settled by a Royal Com- 
mission or a Committee including the 
best financiers of «which the House of 
Commons can boast. It is wrong to let 
the London County Council bring the 
question up in Private Bills year 
-after year, when one Committee may 


Sir Joseph Bailey 
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decide one way and another Committee 
the other. 

(4.10.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) : When the clause was 
thrown out we were quite sure that 
beforeilong the majority of the Committee 
would find out their mistake and en- 
deavour openly, inside and outside of 
this House; to explain their conduct. 
The speeches we have heard show that 
our anticipations were well founded. 
The hon. Members for Peckham (Mr. 
Baumann) and Wandsworth tur, 
Kimber) have discovered their mistake, 
and that their constituents are demand- 
ing a betterreason for their action than 
they gave to the Committee ; and these 
speeches have been delivered for the 
benefit of their constituents. They 
will probably have to repeat them, and 
when they do I hope they will be able 
to give more substantial reasons than 
they have given to-day. It is im- 
portant that we should know where 
we are on this subject. I think at 
present the statements made on the 
other side are somewhat misleading. 
It is true that the property-owners 
were not personally notified of the 
proposals of the London County 
Council, but it is equally true that 
every legal notice was served on every 
property-owner in the district. The 
hon. Member for the Falkirk Burghs 
(Mr. Sinclair) took refuge behind the 
contemptible plea that the County 
Council ought to have given notice 
which the law does not require. The 
reasoning of the hon. Gentleman was 
of a specious character, and seemed 
only to be used to justify the vote he 
gave. Practically speaking, the question 
was decided by the hon. Member. He 
said he was in favour of the principle of 
betterment, but because the County 
Council had not done that which the 
law did not say they ought to do, the 
hon, Member set himself up above the 
authority of Parliament. 

Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, &.): I 
have never blamed the Count 
Council for not giving this notice. 
believe fuller notice ought to have been 
given by the Vestry, but the Count 
Council taking charge of the Bi 
ought to have seen that the notices 
were fuller than they were under the 
circumstances. A new charge was 
proposed to be imposed, such as had 





at pe” Sele, 


Se fe os ee ate mM ate att Oe 











437. Belfast Corporation 
never been im a and this 
c was to im ong with 
sunenads would eyed be paid at 
the same time, the legal notice being 
given for those rates. 

Mr. CREMER: The hon. 
Member has not challenged the 
assertion that the County Council 
had done all they were legally 
compelled to do. The improvement 
would cost £66,000, and the County 
Council was prepared to bear one-third 
and spread it over the whole Metro- 
politan area; the Parish Vestry was 
prepared to bear one-third, and the 
County Council sought to impose on 
the property-owners within a half-mile 
circle another one-third, which the 
majority of the property-owners in the 
district expressed their willingness to 
bear. It is quite true there were one 
or two objections. 

(4.17.) Sm HENRY JAMES (Bury, 
Lancashire): I rise to order, Sir. We 
have now been cccupied over an hour 
in discussing, on the Motion for Third 
Reading, a clause which has been with- 
drawn from the Bill. The matter was 
raised to meet some personal attack ; 
but I ask you, Sir, whether it is in 
order to carry on a protracted discus- 
sion on matter which is not contained 
in the Bill now before the House? 

“Mr. SPEAKER: I have allowed the 
discussion to go on as long as it has 
done so as to permit of personal 
explanations. Then a question arose 
as to the circumstances under which a 
clause was withdrawn. Of course, a 
discussion of the circumstances under 
which a bridge was proposed to be 
built, and the application of the 
betterment principle to it, is unneces- 
sary now, as the clause has been with- 
drawn from the Bill. 

Mr. CREMER: I do not know, Sir, 
if you have decided that I may not con- 
tinue the line of argument I 
was using, but I will content 
mvself with saying that, except 
in two instances, the property- 
owners expressed their willingness to 
pay. It is very well for hon. Members 
who have been endeavouring to talk to 
their constituents to try and close the 
mouths of those who want to put the 
other side of the question ; but I will 
not pursue the matter, as there will 
be a chance of thrashing it out before 
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the Metropolitan electors. The hon. 
Member below me said that but for 
the absence of a portion of the Com- 
mittee a clause referring to Lincoln's 
Inn Fields would have eat adopted. 
IT was in an adjoining Committee 
room, but before I went to it I notified 
the Chairman of the Committee and 
asked him to send for me if a vote 
were to be taken. A vote was taken 
and I was not sent for, and I thought 
it rather sharp practice. I have no 
explanation to offer for the absence of 
my hon. Friends; possibly they were 
in the same dilemma as myself. 

Sm JOSEPH BAILEY: I am not 
aware that there was any arrangement 
of that kind. 

Mr. CREMER: Before I left the 
room I told the Chairman and the 
clerk of the Committee where I should 
be. I am very glad the County Council 
have had the courage to abandon the pro- 
posal to build a bridge, and have declined 
to accept the hon. Members for Peck- 
ham and Wandsworth as the oracles of 
this great Metropolis, being perfectiy 
satisfied that a new Parliament will mean 
amore equitably constituted Committee, 
composed of men who will not go to it 
inspired with opposition as shown by 
their speeches in this House. The 
London County Council have been 
like the red rag to a bull to 
certain Members of the House, and 
it was quite clear from the 
composition of the Committee that 
our chance of getting the betterment 
principle approved was exceedingly 
small, and the County Council have 
acted wisely in withdrawing the clause: 
and refusing to make any improvement 
unless the principle of betterment is. 
first sanctioned by Parliament. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with an amended Title. 


BELFAST CORPORATION (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS, &c.) BILL (by Order). 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill considered. 

Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 
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(4.25.) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : 
‘The evidence given before the Com- 
‘mnittee on this Bill is not yet printed, 
as the convenience and usage of the 
House would require before this stage. 
Itis a document of more than usual in- 
terest and importance on such a subject, 
which hon. Members will have to refer to 
from time to time; but, considering 
the course I am about to adopt, I am not 
disposed to insist upon the production 
of that evidence, there being, of course, 
an understanding that it will be placed 
in the hands of Members without any 
avoidable delay. As I have been very 
much concerned with the Bill, both in 
this House and in the Committee, I 
think it well to explain the course 1 
intend to take. The opposition which, 
as a Member for Belfast, I felt bound 
to offer on the Second Reading 
has been vindicated by the Amend- 
ments and alterations made _be- 
fore the Select Committee. The 
promoters desired by the Bill first to 
obtain contrel of the lunatic asylum, 
and second to obtain control of the ex- 
penditure with regard to reformatory 
and industrial schools. I regarded the 
scheme with respect to the schools as 
the most objectionable part of te Bill. 
The clauses with regard to that subject 
have been struck out by the Committee. 
With regard to the asylum, important 
Amendments have been made. The 
Corporation proposed to vest the 
asylum in themselves, but that pro- 
posal has been withdrawn, and as a 
consequence this asylum, like all others 
in Ireland, will be vested in the Board 
of Control. The Corporation withdrew 
the clauses by which they proposed to 
nominate two-thirds of the governors, 
and the case will fall under the ordinary 
rule, by which half the governors will 
be nominated locally and half by the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. I am dis- 
posed to accept the view entertained by 
the Committee, founded, no doubt, on 
the evidence before them—evidence of 
the total exclusion of the Catholic in- 
habitants from all representative 
Bourds and public employments in 
Belfast—that the Lord Lieutenant may 
be relied upon to safeguard the in- 
terests of the Catholic body in the con- 
stitution of the Board. If the Irish 
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Executive should fail in that respect, 
due notice of it will be taken here, [ 
am also persuaded from the evidence, 
not only of the exclusion of the Catho- 
lics from the Belfast Corporation, but 
also of their scandalous treatment in 
Belfast, that the system of exclusion 
from the Corporation by deliberate con- 
trivance, long and obstinately con- 
tinued, will be speedily brought to an 
end. One other important Amendment 
was made in regard to the asylums. 
At my suggestion the promoters agreed 
that, notwithstanding the severance of 
the city and county, patients might be 
transferred from the city asylum to the 
county asylum when such change 
would be beneficial to their health, 
If that Amendment had not been 
accepted, I should have felt it to be my 
duty to oppose the Bill to the last, 
I cannot disguise the fact, however, that 
I still disapprove of the scheme. I think 
that, in the absence of the establish- 
ment of Local Government in Ireland, 
the scheme does not afford sufficient 
accommodation. I believe that in the 
long run it will lead to unnecessary 
expense, and press very heavily on the 
ratepayers of Belfast. But I am bound 
to take cognisance of the fact that 
under the Boroughs Funds Act the 
ratepayers of Belfast had an oppor- 
tunity of which no doubt they might 
have availed themselves if they dis- 
approved of the scheme. I am also 
bound to consider that the scheme has 
been approved of by a majority of the 
Committee, and there can be no doubt 
that the Bill is approved of by a 
majority of the House. Under all the 
circumstances, I am not disposed to 
press further my opposition to the Bill. 
With regard to the Motion of the hon. 
Member for the St. Rollox Division, of 
course I am sensible if I insisted upon 
the Standing Orders this Bill would 
be kept before this House until after 
the Whitsuntide Recess, and probably 
it could not pass into law this Session. 
Therefore, as I have no desire to defeat 
in any degree the present measure, I 
shall offer no objection to the Third 
Reading. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
—[New Title.] 
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QUESTIONS. 





ARABI PASHA. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lime- 
rick, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for, Foreign Affairs if 
his attention has been drawn to a 

ssage in the Overland Times, of 
beylon, which states that— 

“Mr, T. J. Lipton left to-day in the P. & O. 
s.s. ‘Thames,’ and said good-bye to Arabi 
Pasha before he went on board, but later on 
Arabi went out to the ‘Thames.’ We believe 
this is the first time Arabi has been afloat 
since he has been in the island” ; 
whether this was the first time on 
which Arabi Pasha, during his imprison- 
ment, has been allowed to leave the 
island ; and whether, considering that 
he has shown no inclination to abuse 
any extra privileges accorded to him, 
it would be possible to mitigate or to 
put an end to his imprisonment in 
Ceylon ? 


THe UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
J. W. Lowtuer, Cumberland, Penrith) : 
My attention had not been previously 
directed to the passage in the news- 
paper referred to. I am not aware 
whether the occasion referred to 
is the first on which Arabi Pasha 
has been out in a boat since his 
detention in Ceylon. He has not, so 
far as I am aware, shown any inclina- 
tion to abuse any extra privileges. The 
Egyptian Government have refused 
to consent to the return of the exiles 
to Egypt, and have pointed out that it 
was only on condition that they should 
remain at some place distant from 
Egypt that the exiles were pardoned 
and allowances granted to them. 


Mr. COX (Clare, E.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has seen 
a statement some time ago, appearing 
in the Pall Mall Gazette from a visitor 
to Arabi Pasha, in Colombo, to the 
effect that 
“since he saw Arabi Pasha at Colombo in 
1884 he has undergone a painful physical 
Sees. . Shen he ~ him some sir 

ner was a 
well pa gp fant ggy he is 
round- ered, and no longer stands erect ; 
and at the age of fifty-one he presents the 
appearance of a worn-out old man of seventy ”; 
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whether Arabi has frequently com- 
plained that the climate of his prison- 
home is slowly but surely killing him, 
whilst he suffers constantly from fever, 
asthma, and rheumatism; whether 
Dr. Vandhort has certified him to be 
in a ‘“‘ state of chronic invalidism ” ; 
whether he is aware that Arabi’s eye- 
sight is rapidly failing him in conse- 
quence of the dampness about Colombo,. 
and that Dr. Brockman, an eminent 
oculist from Bombay, has certified 
that a continued residence in that 
climate would result in serious conse- 
quences to his eyesight, with a prospect 
of cataract ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that, owing to the limited 
allowance of £600 per annum for 
himself, family, and servants, Arabi is. 
unable to remove into the Central 
Provinces during the damp season at. 
Colombo, Her Majesty’s Government, 
if they cannot now allow his return to 
Egypt, will grant his Memorial to 
have him removed to the drier climate 
of Cyprus, and have his allowance 
increased from £50 to £75 per month ? 
Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I have not 
seen the statement in the Pall Mall 
Gazette, nor can I find it in the copies. 
of the paper which have appeared 
during the last twomonths. The com- 
plaints made by Arabi were investi- 
gated by a Medical Commission last 
year. They reported that no change 
had taken place in the health of Arabi. 
The full Report will be found at page 3 
of Egypt No. 4, 1891. No information 
has been received as to the Reports of 
Drs. Vandhort and Brockman. The 
Medical Commission stated that Arabi 
suffered from dimness of vision of the 
right eye. Arabi receives a larger 
allowance than any of the other exiles. 
Applications for further increases in 
their allowances have on _ several 
occasions been referred to the Egyptian 
Government, who have, however, 
declined to accede to them, and Her 
Majesty’s Government are not prepared 
to press the Egyptian Government to 
depart from that decision. 
Mr. COX: What about the Petition 
to be removed from Colombo to Cyprus? 
Mr. LOWTHER: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the Papers which 
appeared last Session, and which have 
so been laid this Session in the matter, 
I think he will find that an application 
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was made to the ian Government 
in that respect also, but the Egyptian 


Government did not see their way to 
accede to that demand. 


Mr. COX : Is Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment not able to protect a defenceless 
prisoner? Is it not a fact that when 
Arabi Pasha was first ordered to be in- 
terned in the first instance Ceylon 
was not specially stated, but merely 
that he was sentenced to be imprisoned 
in some distant part like Ceylon; and, 
further, I wish to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether Lord Dufferin did 
not certify £2,000 a year as the allow- 
ance for Arabi Pasha ? 


Mr. LOWTHER: These questions 
which the hon. Member has put contain 
new matter. Perhaps he will be good 
enough to put them down on the Paper. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON 
Cumberland, Cockermouth): Can 
er Majesty’s Government not interfere 
in the matter? Is the imprisonment 
of Arabi Pasha to be permanent ? 


Mr. LOWTHER: The imprison- 
ment of Arabi Pasha is not a matter 
for Her Majesty's Government, but is 
one which was decided upon by the 
Egyptian Government. 


THE TURKISH TRIBUTE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (Dundee) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any communi- 
cation has been received from Sir 
Walter Sendall, the Governor of 
Cyprus, on the subject of the resolu- 
tion unanimously passed on the motion 
of Mons. G. Chacalli, to the effect that 
the Turkish Tribute should be paid 
out of the Imperial Treasury; and 
‘whether the Colonial Office intends to 
‘take steps to give effect to the resolu- 
tion ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror tHe COLONIES (Baron 
H.de Worms, Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
‘The High Commissioner has not yet 
reported the resolution referred to in 
the first pait of the hon. Member's 
question. The second part of the ques- 
tion is one which should be more pro- 
perly addressed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 


Mr. Lowther 


{COMMONS} 








POSTAL FACILITIES IN WEST- 
MEATH, 


Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, 8.) : I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether, as a mail car passes 
through Loughnavalley, County West- 
meath, twice daily, he can see his wa 
to open a post office in that village ? 

THe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James FeEreusson, Manchester, 
N.E.) : There is already a foot 
post from Ballinea to Loughnavalley, 
the arrival being at 7.40 a.m., and 
there is a wall letter box in the village, 
from which a collection is made at 
6.5 p.m. The revenue does not admit 
of the opening of a post office at 
Loughna valley. 


BRIDESWELL LICENSING CASES. 


Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that at the Petty Sessions, Brideswell, 
County Roscommon, on the 22nd May, 
1892, Captain Preston, R.M., and J. y 
Keogh, J.P., presiding, a licensing case 
was heard, in which, after the evidence 
being hear, the Bench disagreed, and 
the case was dismissed; that on a 
second similar licensing case being gone 
into the Bench also disagreed, but in 
this case Captain Preston insisted on 
adjourning its further hearing; and 
whether he can state on what grounds 
the first case was dismissed and the 
second adjourned ? 

*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
I think the hon. Member appears to 
under a misapprehension. As I am 
informed, there was no difference 
between the members of the Bench in 
the case referred to. It and other 
cases were adjourned to the next Court 
day for the attendance of a third 
Magistrate. 


CLARE SLOB LANDS. 


Mr. COX: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that when the Clare slob lands 
reclamation were recently offered for 
sale in the Land Court, Dublin, it was 
stated by the Board of Works in the 
particulars of the sale advertisement 
that they were estimated to produce a 
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yearly rental of £3,660 4s. ; whether a 
sum of over £134,000 has been ex- 

ded on these works; and whether 
it is a fact that the lands have now 
been sold to a Syndicate for the sum of 
£2,300 ? 

Tae SECRETARY ro rae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham): I 
have not seen the advertisement re- 
ferred to in the first paragraph of the 
hon. Member’s question. The figures 
given in the second and third para- 
graphs are perfectly accurate. 

Mr. COX: Does the right hon. Gen- 
tleman doubt the statement, and say 
that these figures are not correct? I 
think I sent the advertisement to the 
right hon. Gentleman, and asked him a 
question about the matter some time 
ago. I ask him, does he think £2,300 
a good investment in land on which 
£134,000 has been expended ? 

Sm JOHN GORST : The hon. 
Member must misunderstand me. I 
said the figures were perfectly correct. 

Mr. COX: Yes; in the second and 
third paragraph. 

Sm JOHN GORST : Yes. 


THE ENNIS SUB-POSTMASTERSHIP, 

Mr. COX : I beg to ask the Post- 
master General whether he has yet 
selected a suitable person to fill the 
office of sub-postmaster in Ennis; 
whether £5 per annum is the salary 
offered ; and whether it is the case that 
the successful candidate will be 
agp to expend £10 in fitting up the 
office, and give £400 security for the 
position ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : The 
answer to the first paragraph of the 
hon. Member's question is—Not yet. 
The answer to the second paragraph is 
—Yes; but there are also commis- 
sions on the business transacted. 
The answer to the third ph is— 
He will have to provide suitable fittings 
and give security for £200. 

Mr. COX: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman believe that a man would 
take the responsibility of keeping a 
post office at the rerauneration of £5 a 
year, give security for £200, and expend 
£10 on fittings in the first place ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : I may 
inform the hon. Member that the 
number of applicants for the office is 
very considerable. 
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SCARIFF PIER. 

Mr. COX: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he has 
yet considered the application for the 
improvement of Scariff Pier, and the 
erection of a crane there; and what 
action the Irish Board of Works are 
going to take in the matter ? 


Sm JOHN GORST: I have inquired 
into the matter, and I am told that it 
would be better for the hon. Member 
to communicate in the regular manner 
with the Irish Board of Works in 
Dublin, who will do their best to meet 
the wishes of the locality. 


TRADE MARKS IN EGYPT. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Egyptian Government 
have taken any further steps to forward 
the project of law for the protection of 
industrial property in the matter of 
trade marks, which was stated to be 
under its consideration in February 
last ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Nothing 
further has been heard since February 
last ; but Her Majesty's Representative 
at Cairo will be instructed to urge that 
the matter may be proceeded with with 
as little delay as possible. 


THE TRANSV4AL AND. SWAZILAND, 
Mr. LAWRENCE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to a speech of President Kriiger, 
as reported by Reuter, stating that ‘‘ he 
was still endeavouring to obtain Swazi- 
land” ; and whether it is the case that 
Her Majesty’s Government is nego- 
tiating with the President on the subject 
of the revision of the Convention of 
1890 ; and, if so, of what part of it? 
Baron H. p—E WORMS: The actual 
words quoted do not occur in the news- 
paper reports of the President's speech, 
ut he did state that he had urged the 
final settlement of the Swaziland 
question. No negotiations are in pro- 
gress at present as to the matter 
referred to. 
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LAGOS. 


Mr. LAWRENCE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, having regard to the 
disastrous results to humanity and 
trade that followed on our retirement 
from Coomassie without leaving there 
a British Resident, Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment will in any present negotia- 
tions with the inland tribes at Lagos 
provide for the acceptance by them of 
Residents in the towns of Ibadan, 
Abeokuta. and Jebu Ode, by which the 
interminable native wars may be put 
an end to, and the trade routes kept 
permanently open ? 

Baron H. pe WORMS: In answer 
to the question of the hon. Member, I 
have to say it is impossible for Her 
Majesty’s Government to come to any 
decision as to the future arrangements 
to be made with respect to the places 
named until they have received and 
considered the Reports which may be 
expected from the Governor on the 
recent operations and their results. 
The hon. Member may, however, be 
assured that the matter will receive 
most careful and serious attention, and 
that in its consideration the object of 
Her Majesty’s Government will be to 
adopt the best means for putting an 
end to the native wars and keeping the 
trade routes permanently open. I may 
add that a telegram has been to-day 
received from the Governor reporting 
his return to Lagos with the greater 
part of the expeditionary force, a strong 
detachment having, however, been left 
at Jebu Ode, where it will remain till 
matters are settled. 


POSTAL SALARIES AND WAGES. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
one! i I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether he can furnish any 

rticulars of the way in which the 
increased sum recently voted for postal 
salaries and wages has been distributed ; 
what class or classes have bene- 
fited by the increase, and to what 
extent; and what classes have been 
excluded from benefit; what propor- 
tion of the increase was assigned to the 
employees in London, and what to the 
employees in the rest of the United 
Kingdom ; and will he state the total 
number of persons that have received 
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increases, and the total amount so 
distributed ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
information desired in the first para- 
graph of my hon. Friend’s question 
will be found in great detail in the 
present Estimates. A convenient sum- 
mary showing the growth of each sub- 
heal of the Vote is given on page 
56 of the Post Office Estimates, and 
on page 125 of the Telegraph Estimates. 
It will there be seen, on examinin, 
Sub-heads A and C of the Postal Vote, 
and Sub-heads E and G of the Tele- 
graph Votes, how large are the in- 
creases in respect of salaries and wages ; 
and in order to ascertain what classes 
have benefited, it will be necessary for 
the hon. Member to compare the salaries 
and wages given in the current Esti- 
mates with the salaries and wages 
given in the Estimates of 1890-91. It 
would not be practicable to give the 
information asked for in greater detail. 
Within the last two years nearly every 
branch of this vast Department has 
been overhauled, the wages examined, 
and, where necessary revisions have been 
carried out. It is not correct to say 
that classes have been excluded from 
benefit. Those cases which have 
been examined have been dealt with 
according to their merits. The sum 
voted was not distributed in the 
way my hon. Friend (Mr. H. Heaton 
seems to think ; and, indeed, it woul 
not have been practicable to have as- 
signed a proportion to London and a 
proportion to the rest of the United 
Kingdom, to be spent in the two divi- 
sions. What occurred was that the 
rates of pay were examined, fixed ac- 
cording to the merits of the case, and 
the amounts payable under the Sub- 
heads A and C and Sub-heads E and 
G were simply the result of arith- 
metical calculation depending upon the 
numbers employed. I am unable to 
state accurately how many persons re- 
ceived increases, but the total growth 
for this year only of both Votes as 
given in the Estimates amounts to over 
£280,000. It should not be overlooked 
that, besides addition to the rate of 
wages, a@ great many other improve- 
ments costing money were granted in 
1890—namely, improvement in the 
rate of overtime; additional pay for 
Sunday work; additional pay for 
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Bank Holidays; revision of superin- 
tending classes, and payment for sick 
leave. 
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THE HURRICANE AT MAURITIUS. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hamp- 
stead) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
having regard tothe exceptional nature 
of the calamity which has recently be- 
fallen Mauritius, the Government will 
consider the advisability of | 
some steps to alleviate the widesprea 
distress which prevails in that Colony ? 

Baron H. p—E WORMS: Despatches 
from Mauritius containing details of 
the hurricane have only just been re- 
ceived, and there has not as yet been 
time fully to consider them ; but the 
proposal which has been made to 
guarantee a loan will receive favour- 
able consideration. My hon. Friend is 
aware that remittances have already 
been made from the Fund opened by 
the Lord Mayor to relieve immediate 
distress in the Colony. 


HYDE POST OFFICE. 

Mr. JOSEPH W. SIDEBOTHAM 
Cheshire, Hyde): I beg to ask the 
ostmaster General whether a final 

decision has been arrived at respecting 
the promised new post office for Hyde, 
Cheshire; and whether, seeing that 
the present office is utterly inadequate 
to the requirements of the town, he can 
expedite the transfer of the postal 
business to more suitable and con- 
venient premises ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: Ar- 
rangements have been made with the 
Corporation of Hyde for the acquisition 
of a site at the corner of Corporation 
and Oldham Streets for the erection of 
a new post office building, and I 
understand that the Corporation are 
about to make application to the Local 
Government Board for authority to 
sell. 


UNEMPLOYED TRADE UNIONISTS. 


CotoneL HOWARD VINCENT 
Sheffield, Central): I to ask the 
esident of the Board of e if, hay- 


ing regard to the official Report that last 
month 13,856 members of nineteen 
Trade Unions were out of work, he is 
able to state how many were unem- 
ployed in the remaining 240 Trade 
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Unions, with 616,000 members, and 
particularly how many were out of 
work among unskilled labourers ? 

A LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir 
Herpert Maxwett, Wigton) : My 
right. hon. Friend has asked me to 
answer the question,and to say : I under- 
stand that the information already 
given by the Labour Commission is as 
complete as it can be made. It is 
impossible to obtain the exact numbers 
of unemployed members of Trades 
Unions, except in the case of such 
Unions as keep a registry of the unem- 
ployed for out-of-work benefit or other 
xt arpa But only a limited number of 

Jnions pay out-of-work benefit and a 

much less number publish monthly 
returns; all the important Societies, 
which are able to do so, send their 
returns to the Board of Trade. 


GLOVE CONTEST AT THE NATIONAL 
SPORTING CLUB. 

Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) : I beg to, ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the reports of a prize 
fight, which took place on Monday, 
30th May, at thé National Sporting 
Club; and whether any proceedings 
have been taken against those partici- 
pating in, aiding, or abetting the en- 
counter ? 

*Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MatrHews, Birmingham, E.): My 
attention has been called to a report of 
what is described as a glove contest at 
the National Sporting Club on 30th 
May. The manager of the club was 
cautioned by the police before the 
contest took place, that he must be 
held responsible if any breach of the 
law occurred. A case of a some- 
what similar character took place 
in 1890, between Slavin and 
McAuliffe, and a prosecution was 
instituted by the police which ended in 
an uittal; and the Commissioner 
of Police has no evidence to enable 
him to take the present case out of the 
category of athletic sports, and the 
police in the present case do not intend 
to prosecute. I have requested the 
Director of Public Prosecutions to comi- 
sider whether there is any material for 
justifying a prosecution. : 

R 
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Sm WILFRID LAWSON: Are we 
to understand that these proceedings 
took place under the superintendence 
of the police ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: No; the hon. 
Baronet is not to undersiand that. I 
have said nothing of the kind. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
if there were any police present ? 

Mr. EDWA Bb KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN (Rochester): Is it not 
the fact that where proper gloves are 
used, and the usual precautions are 
taken, these contests are perfectly 
legal ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS : I do not think it 
turns entirely upon the question of 
whether there are gloves or not. I 
think there may be a prize fight even 
with gloves. It turns upon whether 
the matter is really in the nature 
of athletic sports, an _ exhibition 
of skill, of training, and manly strength 
in the art of self defence, or whether 
it isa malicious contest with intent to 
do harm. That isa question of fact for 
a jury; and I think the case of Slavin 
and McAuliffe was much stronger for 
the prosecution than this case; and 
yetit failed. The jury held that there 
was no evidence. 

Smr WILFRID LAWSON: Might 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman, 
whether, at the athletic contest he 
speaks about, after one of the men was 
beaten, he was struck by the other man 
till the blood spurted out on the people 
sitting in the front row, and two 
men’s shirts were so covered with 
blood that they had to be carried away 
from the place? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: I have not read 
the long report which the hon. Baronet 
has read containing all the sanguinary 
details. 

Dr. TANNER: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether any police 
were present at this encounter, in view 
of the fact that the police attend the 
meetings of the Irish Nationalists in 
Ireland ? 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM (Glouces- 
ter, Cirencester): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers that question, I 
should like to ask him whether he will 
allow it to be understood that the same 
law which applies to Lord Lonsdale 
and his “ pals” in London will also 
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apply to the poor people down in the 
country: and if he is going to allow 
prize fights under the protection of 
the police in London he will not let 
the police interfere with them in the 
country ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: The statement 
which has been made by the hon. 
Member ap to me to be utterly 
unwarrantable. No prize fight takes 
place under the protection of the 
police. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM: In the 
presence of the police. 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: No; “under 
the protection of the police” were the 
werds which the hon. Member used. 
I have answered his question. The 
police do their very utmost to put down 
prize fights ; but the police cannot take 
the law in their own hands. It is for 
a jury to decide; and when they have 
decided that no prize fight has taken 
place, the police cannot alter that. In 
answer to the hon. Member below the 
Gangway (Dr. Tanner), I cannot tell at 
present whether any police were present. 
I think not, but I will make inquiries. 


CARDIFF NEW POST OFFICE, 

Sm EDWARD REED (Cardiff): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether it is true that the commence- 
ment of the new post office at Cardiff 
is being delayed by an alteration of 
the plans, in which brick and cotta 
dressings are being substituted for 
stone ; and, if so, whether the change 
is due in any degree to the alleged 
efforts of the Mason’s Society to pre- 
vent worked stone from being imported 
into the town ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
purchase of the site for the new post 
office at Cardiff has not yet been com- 
pleted ; and though the plans for the 
building are under consideration, they 
have not yet been sent to me for 
approval. There has, therefore, been 
no avoidable delay. The second part 
of the question would more properly 
be addressed to the First Commissioner 
of Works. The Post Office has no 
knowledge on the subject. 


CASH INSTEAD OF STAMPS. 

CotoneL JODRELL-COTTON 
yg wom Wirral) (on behalf of 

. Brunner, Cheshire, Northwich) : 














Trish Teachers’ 


I to ask the Postmaster General 
whether he can arrange to facilitate 
the prepayment in cash, instead of 
stamps, of postal matter at one post 
office in each borough and one in each 
county constituency during the General 
Election ? 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: I am 
sorry that I cannot — the sugges- 
tion, which on the face of it is desirable, 
as such transactions require more 
supervision than can be given, especially 

_in small offices, at a time when the 
work is unusually heavy. 
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MANCHESTER POSTMEN’S PAY. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : I 
beg to usk the Postmaster General 
whether the minimum pay of postmen 
in the large provincial towns has been 
reduced from eighteen shillings—at 
which it stood previously—to seventeen 
shillings ; and whether he could arrange 
that postmen in the Manchester Post 
Office of all classes, not merely the 
superior officers, should have the same 
scheme of holidays as is understood to 
exist in the London General Post Office— 
namely, that holidays should be taken 
between the months of March and 
October, avoiding thus the inclement 
winter season; and why the issue of 
the third good conduct stripe is limited 
to a certain number of recipients, whilst 
the issue and second good conduct 
stripes is unlimited ? 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: Inthe 
large provincial towns the minimum of 
the postman’s scale has been reduced 
from eighteen shillings to seventeen 
shillings a week. . The maximum of his 
scale has at the same time been raised 
from twenty-eight shillings to thirty 
shillings a week ; and even at the mini- 
mum he receives now much more than 
he received under the old scale, inas- 
much as he has now, what he had not 
before, a special payment for Sunday 
duty. In Manchester a postman who 
has his leave between November and 
April in one year has it between 

y and October in the next. Inquiry 
wil. be made whether without undue 
ex ense any more liberal arrangement 
«10 be made. The good conduct badge 
of three stripes, unlike the badges 0} 
one and two stripes, is limited in point 
-of number. 
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MISS ROBINSON AND 
CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. A. HARGREAVES BROWN 
(Shropshire, Wellington) : I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether his attention has been 
drawn to a letter by Miss Robinson, 
dated Soldiers’ Institute, Portsmouth, 
20th May, wherein she states that she 


“Is not allowed to hold meetings in bar- 
racks (as formerly) solely because the chaplains 
disapprove ” ; 


ARMY 


whether his attention has been drawn 
to her further statement, that a ser- 
geant who used to visit the prisoners 
was strictly ordered by the chaplain 
never to go in again on such errands, 
when it was found that he had taken 
in asmall book there with ‘‘Miss Damil’s 
Soldiers’ Home” on it ; and whether he 
is now prepared to state the result of 
his promised inquiries with regard to 
the alleged interference with Miss 
Robinson’s work among the soldiers ? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
tro tHE WAK OFFICE (Mr. Brop- 
rick, Surrey, Guildford): I have re- 
ferred this question to the general 
officer commanding at Portsmouth, whc 
states that Miss Robinson’s visitors 
have not been refused permission to 
hold meetings in barracks; buat have 
been informed that all meetings must 
be of an unsectarian character, it 
having been found that religious sub- 
jects of a controversial character had 

en introduced. Nothing is known 
of the sergeant referred to, or of the 
orders alleged to have been given to 
him. There is no desire to interfere 
with Miss Robinson’s work provided 
the above-named condition is ob- 
served. 


IRISH TEACHERS’ PENSION FUND, 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the ury 
when the actuaries were appointed to 
investigate the condition of the Irish 
Teachers’ Pension Fund ; who are the 
actuaries ; have they made any Report ; 
when are they likely to complete their 
function ; whether the Papers will be 
presented before the end of the Session; 
and whether the Reports of 1885 and 
1891 can be presented now ? 


R 2 








“455 Irish Teachers 


Sm JOHN GORST: The Committee 
was appointed in February, and con- 
sist of the superintendent of the 
Teachers’ Pension Office and the 
actuaries to the Friendly Societies 
Registry and the National Debt Office. 
The Committee have agreed to a pre- 
liminary Memorandum, the effect of 
which is given in the Paper presented 
to Parliament in March last; but I do 
not expect that the complete Report 
will be ready before the end of next 
month. The answer to question five 
depends upon the length of the Session. 
The Report of 1885 was laid before 
Parliament in the same year, and I 
have already explained that it would be 
inconvenient to lay the Report of 1891 
on the Table unaccompanied by that of 
the Committee. 





LORD WANTAGE’S COMMITTEE. 


Viscount CURZON (Bucks, Wy- 
combe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
statement in the Pioneer newspaper, 
as telegraphed to the Times on Mon- 
day, 30th May, to the effect that con- 
siderable dissatisfaction existed in 
India at the withholding of Lord 
Roberts's evidence given to Lord Wan- 
tage’s Committee, the War Office will 
take steps toprocure it, and lay it upon 
the Table of the House? 

Mr. BRODRICK (who replied): The 
Secretary of State has presented to 
- Parliament all the evidence which the 
Committee submitted to him, and he 
has no knowledge of any which the 
Committee may have received but have 
not included in their Minutes of Evi- 
dence. The responsibility of submitting 
. evidence lay entirely with the Com- 
-mittee. I understand that a con- 
siderable mass of opinion was received 
from all classes of officers, and that 
the Committee decided only to publish 
evidence which had been subjected to 
cross-examination. 


THE INCOME TAX. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
. I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer does Sectian 23 of 53 Vic., c. 8, 
entitle a Spinning and Manufacturing 
. Company, Limited, carrying on busi- 
ness in its own premises, and i 

duty in 1891-2 under Schedule A on 
£2,000, and under Schedule D on 
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£5,000, to repayment of the whole 
amount of duty paid on proving to the 
Commissioners for General Purposes at 
the end of the year that there had been 
a loss of £2,000 on trading ; and, if so 

would a yeoman farmer, farming his. 
own land, on showing that his loss in 
farming exceeded the aggregate amount 
of his assessment under Schedules A 
and B, be entitled to repayment of all 
the duties paid ? 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): The two cases 
which the hon. Member gives are not 
parallel. A manufacturing company is. 
assessed on an average of three years’ 
profits, and the question of repayment 
is governed by Section 6 of 28 & 29 
Vict., c. 30, as well as by the section 
which the hon. Member quotes. A 
yeoman farmer would, in the cireum- 
stances stated in the question, be 
entitled to repayment of all the duties. 
paid. 

IRISH TEACHERS’ RESULT FEES. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lime- 
rick, W.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the cases of national school 
teachers in Ireland, whose schools. 
having been closed consequent upon an 
epidemic prevailing in their districts, 
will thereby be deprived of result fees. 
and Customs and Excise grants; if 
he can see his way to arrange, when 
such schools are re-opened, that reason- 
able time will be allowed to enable 
teachers to prepare pupils for examina- 
tion ; and if, pending the results of such 
examinations, the teachers will be paid 
the-same amount of fees and grants as 
last year, the difference to be arranged 
in subsequent payments ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: The Commissioners 
of National Education report that the 
fixed salaries of the national school 
teachers are paid in full in the cases 
referred to by the hon. Member, but 
the result fees only on the results of 
the examinations, and the” Customs 
and Excise grant, under the terms of 
the Act of Parliament, only on the 
average daily attendance. Reasonable 
time beyond the regular results period 
in cases of epidemic is allowed when 
such concession is sought to enable 
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teachers to prepare their Pupils more 


. 


éffectively for examination. course 
in the last paragreph of the 
question would not be feasible. 


_ DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 
~ $m WILLIAM HARCOURT 
rby): I beg to ask the Under 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs 
when he will be in a position to make 
any. statement with reference to the 
évents reported to have occurred at 
Uganda in January last; what is the 
‘date of the last direct information re- 
<eived from Captain Lugard, the agent 
of the East Africa Company; whether 
it is the fact that that Company has 
teceived no information from its agents 
at their principal settlement on the 
Lakes for as of nine months ; and, 
what steps Her Majesty's Government 
propose to take in order to ascertain 
the real condition of things in the 
sphere of British influence, and the 
action of the agents of a Company 
¢laiming to act under the authority of 
the Crown ? 

Ma J. W. LOWTHER: (1) No 
statement can be made until Captain 
Lugard’s reports are received. I do 
not think that they can be long delayed. 
(2) 13th August, 1891. (3) The last in- 
formation received was from Captain 
Williams, dated 4th October, Kampala. 
(4) No decision can be arrived at until 
the a referred to have been 
received. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: As I 
understand there has been no report to 
this Company from Uganda, the head- 
quarters of their territory, for nine 
months, I want to ask what measures 
are Her Majesty’s Government going 
to take, in a case where a Chartered 
‘Company under the Crown has no 
information from its principal agent 
and from its principal station for nine 
months, to prevent such a state of 
things as that existing ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: The answer to 
that is to wait until the reports arrive. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Edinburgh, W.): 
‘Does the hon. Gentleman mean to 
state that no information has come 
from Uganda through the British 
sphere, or that no information at all 
has come from Uganda? 

_. Mr. LOWTHER: I have answered 
that question several times during the 
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last few days. I said the information 
came through the British sphere direct 
from Captain Lugard to the Company. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman not aware that there is no 
communication through the British 
sphere, and that all information from 

ganda must come through the Ger- 
man sphere ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I am not aware 
of anything of the sort. The reports 
that have been received from Captain 
Lugard have come through the British 
sphere. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
is it that it is easier to obtain informa- 
tion from Uganda through the German 
sphere of influence than it is through 
the British sphere of influence ? 


Mr. LOWTHER: That seems to 
me a matter of argument on which I 
am not competent to give an opinion. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.); Will the hon. Gentleman give 
the date of the latest information re- 
ceived by the Foreign Office and the 
source from which it came ? 


Mr. LOWTHER: If the _ hon, 
Gentleman will put the question on 
the Paper, I will try to give him 
an answer. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): 
Are there no stated periods at which 
reports are made ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I do not think 
there are any stated periods. 


COMMERCIAL TREATIES WITH SPAIN, 


Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Gorton) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs whe- 
ther, in view of the fact that the Com- 
mercial Treaty between this 7 
and Spain will expire on the 30t 
June, Her Majesty’s Government have 
reason to believe that the Treaty will 
be prolonged, or replaced by another 
securing the same most favoured nation 
treatment for British goods imported 
into Cuba in the future as that 
existing in the past; and whether 
other nations, notably the United 
States of America and France, have 
secured Commercial Treaties with 
Spain which will give to those countries 
in the future the advantage of most 
favoured nation treatment ? 
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Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Negotia- 
tions were recently commenced for the 
conclusion of a Commercial Convention 
with ry but they are tem ily 
suspended. Spain has, so far, not 
been willing to grant the United 
Kingdom most favoured nation treat- 
ment, or to prolong the existing Con- 
vention. The United States and Spain 
have concluded an arrangement as 
regards trade between the United 
States and the Spanish Antilies. A 
temporary arrangement has been con- 
cluded between France and Spain. 
whereby France gives to Spain her 
minimum tariff, and Spain gives to 
France in Spain and in her Colonies 
her conventional tariff, that enjoyed 
by England up to the Ist July. 
After that date the two countries ex- 
change their minimum tariffs until a 
permanent Treaty shall have been con- 
cluded. 

Mr. MATHER: Will Great Britain 
be in a less favourable position as 
regards Spain after the 30th June, 
than that which she occupies at the 
present time ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: Yes, Sir, Great 
Britain will be in a less favourable 
position after the Ist July, the 
new Spanish minimum tariff being 
considerably higher than the present 
conventional tariff. 

Mr. MATHER: What are the chief 
difficulties in the way of getting Spain 
to continue the Convention in the 
future ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: There are no 
difficulties on the part of Her Majesty’s 
Government ; the difficulties are on the 
part of the Spanish Government. 


EXCISE SALARY SCALE. 


Sm JAMES BAIN (Whitehaven) 
for Mr. Ketuy (Camberwell, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will state the reasons which 
have actuated the Treasury and the 
Board of Inland Revenue in withholding 
the full benefits of the salary scale, laid 
down in the General Order of 2nd 
September, 1890, from the Assistants 
of Excise serving in that Department 
on that date ? : 


*THe CHANCELLOR or _ THE 
EXCHEQUER (Mr. GoscuHen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): The 


Treasury have not done what the hon. 
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ad Royal Sovereign.” 
Member suggests they have done, 


Consequently I cannot give reasons for 
doing that which we have not done. 


THE “ROYAL SOVEREIGN.” 

Mr. MATHER: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what is 
the approximate cost of the machinery 
and mechanical apparatus in the 
“ Royal Sovereign,” comprising the 
steam, hydraulic, pneumatic, electrical, 
and torpedo equipment throughout the 
ship, and the mechanism connected 
therewith, but exclusive of the S 
themselves; what number of trained 
engineers and skilled mechanics will 
form the staff, from the engineer in 
chief downwards—but exclusive of the 
stokers and the able-bodied seamen 
who would serve the guns—for keeping 
the machinery and mechanical appa- 
ratus in a state of working efficiency 
in case of stress of weather or in action ; 
and whether there is any difficulty in 
obtaining properly trained mechanics 
for employment in men-of-war of the 
class of the ‘Royal Sovereign,” in 
which almost every operation is per- 
formed by mechanism of great variety 
and complexity from stem to stern, the 
working efficiency of which must ‘de- 
termine the utility and even safety of 
the ship? 

THe FIRST LORD oF THE 
ADMIRALTY (Lord Groruz Hamit- 
ton, Middlesex, Ealing): The cost of the 
propelling machinery, auxijiary ma- 
chinery, electric lighting, torpedo 
fittings, hydraulic and other armament 
fittings of the ‘ Royal Sovereign ” 
amounted to £205,000. The engine- 
room complement of the first class 
battle-ships of this class has been 
settled by a committee of engineer 
officers and numbers 146 in all, which 
is considerably in excess of that of all 
other battle-ships. It includes one 
chief engineer and six engineers, three: 
chief and nine engine-room artificers,. 
six chief stokers, and sixteen leading 
stokers ; or, altogether, forty-one officers. 
and petty officers. The officers are 
twenty per cent. in excess, the engine- 
room artificers twenty per cent. in 
excess, and the leading stokers fourteen 
per cent. in excess of similar ranks and 
ratings in the “Trafalgar,” ‘ Nile,” 
and ‘‘Sanspareil,” which 1 are in com- 
mission in the Mediterranean. 














The Conviction of 
Facilities are given to stokers to 

ify as mechanics, and engine-room 
complements usually contain several 
men so qualified in addition to the 
chief and other petty officers who are 
skilled mechanics. The ‘“ Royal 
Sovereign” also carries a gunnery 
lieutenant and a torpedo lieutenant, 
each of whom has gone through a 
special course of instruction to fit him 
to undertake the supervision of the 
mechanism with which his duties 
require him to deal. Further, she 
carries @ carpenter and twenty-eight 
artisan ratings. Amongst them a 
torpedo artificer, a plumber, ten 
carpenter’s mates and shipwrights, and 
two blacksmiths and six armourers of 
various grades. Except that they are 
slightly more numerous, the mechanical 
apparatus in the ‘‘ Royal Sovereign” 
differs little in variety and complexity 
from that in many other battle-ships 
which have been at sea for years. 
There is no difficulty in obtaining 
properly trained mechanics as engine- 
room artificers. 

Mr. MATHER: How is a stoker 
trained to become a qualified mechanic, 
if he has not served an apprentice- 
ship? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: A 
stoker is entered as an ordinary 
seaman, and after a certain time, if he 
shows ability, he serves a course which 
enables him to act as a mechanic ; but 
of course he receives a smaller pay and 
is really less efficient than an engine- 
room artificer. 
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ALLEGED INTIMIDATION BY THE 
FARMERS’ ALLIANCE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON : I beg to ask 
the Attorney General whether his 
attention has been called to the state- 
ment, in the Eastern Daily Press of 
26th May, by the Rev. Dr. Jessop, 
Rector of Scarning, to the effect that 
three of his parishioners had been dis- 
missed from employment by the 
managers of the Great Eastern Railway, 
under pressure from the Farmers’ 
Alliance; and whether, as the facts 
stated appear to disclose a prima facie 
case of criminal conspiracy on the part 
of the Alliance, he can undertake that 
an inquiry will be made with a view 
of ascertaining their true character ? 


{2 June, 1899} 
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Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicwakD WesstTER, Isle of Wight): 
By the courtesy of the hon. Member, I 
have seen a copy of the newspa: 
paragraph to which he refers. The 
materi are wholly insufficient to 
enable me to come to the conclusion 
that there is even a prima facie case of 
a criminal conspiracy; but I will see 
that further inquiry is made into the 
matter. 


CHURCH OF ENGLAND CANONS. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (New- 
ington, W.) (for Colonel Sanpys, Lan- 
cashire, 8.W., Bootle): I beg to ask 
the Attorney General whether the legal 
advisers of Her ews Government 
have any intention of recommendi 
the alteration of the present form o: 
the Royal licence for prescribing the 
text of a new canon for the Church of 
England, with a view of getting rid of 
the need for obtaining from the Crown 
a ratification for such a canon after its 
adoption by Convocation, as has been 
suggested by the English Church 
Union ? 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: In 
reply to my hon. and learned Friend 
for my hon. and gallant Friend, I have 
to say that, so far as I am aware, there 
is no ground for the suggestion that 
the legal advisers of Her Majesty's 
Government have any intention of 
making any recommendation of the 
kind suggested. 


IRELAND AND THE LABOUR COMMIS- 
SION. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Royal Commission on 
Labour intend to send a Commission 
to Ireland to take evidence on rates of 
agricultural wages in the same manner 
as it is intended to do in the case of 
Scotland ; and, if not, whether any such 
recommendation will be made to the 
Royal Commission ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): Yes, I believe that is the 
intention. 


THE CONVICTION OF CORNELIUS 
O'DONOGHUE. 
Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
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a re-investigation of the case of Cor- |’ 


nelius O'Donoghue, of Carrigdangan, 
Kilmachael, County Cork, who was 
convicted of an alleged dynamite 
offence at the Cork Assizes in 1889, 
will be granted, in view of the fact that 
fresh e\:lence is now forthcoming, and 
in the handsof the authorities, tending 
to prove U’ Donoghue’s innocence ? 

- Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin Uni- 
versity): I am not aware of the evi- 
dence to which the hon. Member refers; 
but if, in the opinion of the convict or 
of those interested in his case, any 
such evidence exists, the proper course 
is to submit it, by way of a Memorial, 
for the consideration of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. 

Dr. TANNER: I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, seeing 
that this man was convicted on the 
unsupported evidence of an informer, 
he will make an inquiry into the cir- 
cumstances of this man’s case, with the 
view of doing justice if it should be 
found that the man has been wrong- 
fully convicted ? 

Mr. MADDEN: I have no right to 
make inquiry after a conviction; but 
I am quite certain the hon. Gentle- 
man must be misinformed when he 
states that the man was convicted on 
the unsupported evidence of an in- 
former. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AND ALLOT- 
MENTS IN ULSTER. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the number of cot- 
tages and allotments provided for 
labourers under the b deamae (Ire- 
land) Acts for the province of Ulster ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: Seventy-eight 
labourers’ cottages have been authorised 
in the province of Ulster. Of these 
forty-five were completed on the 31st 
March last, and seventeen are in 
course of erection. 

Dr. TANNER: Might I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman in what propor- 
tion the labourers’ cottages in Ulster 
stand with regard to the other three 
provinces ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : I judge from these 
facts that in Ulster private enterprise 
is almost sufficient. 


Dr. Tanner 


{COMMONS} 
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Dr. TANNER: May I ask in what 
counties are cottages being erected ? 
*Mr. JACKSON : The hon. Member 
did not put his question in that form, 
and I have not got the facts. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : I have 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can inform the House how soon 
he intends to take any Irish Business 
after the holidays? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly 
not before the first Monday. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): Might I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is his 
intention to proceed to-night with 
No. 6 on the Orders of the Day—The 
Access to Mountains (Scotland) are | 
Bill? The Bill has only been prin 
and distributed this morning, and I 
would ask that he should give us an 
opportunity of consulting our constitu- 
ents on the subject. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I will not take 
that to-night. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


Ordered— 


That the Proceedings on the Clergy Dis- 
ciple (Immorality) Bill [Lords], if under dis- 
cussion at Twelve this night, be not inter- 
rupted under the Standing Ordsr “ Sittings 
of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfowr.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





CLERGY DISCIPLINE (IMMORALITY) 
BILL.—(No. 239.) 


CONSIDERATION. 
As amended, considered. 
(5.17.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 


(Glamorgan, Mid) : I beg to move the 
lst clause which is down on the 
Paper in my name, with one or two 
alterations. Those alterations are in 
line 9 to substitute ‘‘ Justices” for 
“‘County Councillors,” in line 10 to 
substitute ‘‘ Court of Quarter Sessions ” 
for ‘‘ County Council,”” and in line 19 
to substitute ‘‘ three” for “ two.” 


New Clause— 


Election of Assessors. 


‘©(1.) The assessors shall be chosen in the 
prescribed manner from the list of assessors 
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who shall be elected as soon as possible after 
the commencement of this Act and every 
—o follows (that is to 
say):— 

(a.) three shail be elected from their own 
number the members of the 
Cathedral Church of the diocese ; 

<b.) four shall be elected from their own 
number by the beneficed clergy of 
each archdeaconry in the diocese; and 

five shall he elected from the justices 
of the county by the Court of Quarter 
Sessions of each county wholly in the 
dioecse, and of such of the counties 
partly in the diocese as may be pre- 
scribed. 


(2.) Provided that— 

(a.) the consent of an assessor to serve 
shall be obtained before he is elected ; 
and . 

(.) if an assessor ceases to be one of the 
body from whom he is elected or resigns, 
or cies or become incapable of ac’ ing, 


{2 June, 1892} 
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required, three clergymen,” and so on? 
“Mn. EVANS: Yes. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time and added 
to the Bill. 


Mr. EVANS: I beg to move the 
new clause with regard to the punish- 
ment of disobedience to sentence. 


New Clause— 


(Punishment of disobedience to sentence.) 

“Ifa clergyman wilfully disoheys a sen- 
tence passed under this Act, or any require- 
ment or direction contained in such sentence, 
he may be cited before the consistory court, 
and if after the prescribed p s for 
enabling him to show cause to the contrary, 


| the chancellor is satisfied that the cl 


the chancellor may declare a vacancy, | 
and thereupon the vacancy may be | 


filled by another election. 


(3.) When the presence of assessors is re- 
quired three clergymen and three laymen shall 


be chosen out of the assessors on the said list, | 


by ballot conducted by the registrar in the 

nce of such (if any) of the parties as 

Sicire to be present by themselves or their 
ntatives. 

(4.) The assessors chosen shall be bound 


to attend when required, and ifanyone fails 


so to attend without a reasonable excuse 
satisfactory to the chancellor he shall be 
disqualified for acting or being elected 
again as assessor, and the chancellor shall 
declare a vacancy, and the vacancy shall be 
filled by a new election. 
(5.) If any assessor is objected to by either 
y for reasons approved by the chancellor 
shall be dis charged from serving, 


(6.) If by reason of any objection or of ment or emolument under this Act, acquire 


mon-attendance or otherwise the requisite 
number of assessors is not obtained before 
the trial the chancellor shall, if there is 


has been so wilfully disobedient, and ought to 
be punished for it, the chancellor ma: 
nounce judgment against him, which be 
subject to the like appeal as if pronounced on 
a trial under this Act, and sentence him to 
such ecclesiastical punishment as tke gravity 
of the case appears to require, including a 
sentence of deprivation; and where any 
sentence is so passed the writ de contumace 
capiendo shall not be issued,”—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans,) 

—brought up, read the first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 

Mr. EVANS: I beg to move the 
last new clause which is on the Paper in 
my name in a somewhat modified form, 
though the object is carried out which 


| I had in view when I put the clause on 


the Paper. The form in which I beg 
to move it is :— 
“ No person shall, by reason of any employ- 


| any right to compensation, superannuation, or 


time, cause a clergyman or layman, as the | : 
|My reason for moving this Amend- 


case may uire, to be chosen from the 
list of assessors by another ballot, but if there 


is not time shall appoint some clergyman or* 


layman, as the case ma uire, who is will- | . 
‘ Fon. | was taken away in 1856, there was an 


ing to serve, and is not objected to by either 
party for cause shown and deemed sufficient 

the chancellor to make up the full number 
of five assessors,”- (Mr. Samuel Evans,) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


(5.18.) Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL 
(Sir Richarp WessTER, Isle of Wight) : 
May I ask the hon. Member, only for 
information, whether the Amendment 
“three” is at the beginning of Sub- 
Section 3, so that the words will read, 
“‘When the presence of assessors is 


other allowance, on abolition of office or 
otherwise.” 


ment is that, when the ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction over the Consistory Courts 


‘immense sum of money paid by this 





country for compensation and allow- 
ance to those persons whose office was 
taken away. Under this Bill Consistory 
Courts are being again set up, and officers 
will be created, and the object of the 
clause is to provide that there shall be 
no claim for compensation by virtue of 
any employment or emolument which 
may come into existence under this 
Act. 


New Clause— 
(No vested interests to be created.) 
“‘No person shall, by reason of any employ- 


ment or emolument under this Act, acquire 
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any right to compensation, sup ‘rannuation, or 
p= By nade = o office or other- 
wise,”—(Mr. Samuel Evans,) 

—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I 
doubt myself whether the words of the 
clause are necessary, because I do not 
know how any claim can possibly be 
made. If the hon. Member desires to 
make it clear that there should be 
no claim, I have no objection to insert 
the clause. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


Mr. EVANS: If I am in order, I 
desire to move as a new clause Sub- 
section 4, which is down on the Paper 
in my name, on Clause 5, page 4, line 
22, with the substitution of the word 
“may” for “shall” in the 4th line. 
This clause will provide that the Bishop 
may after sentence, without further 
formality, depose « clergyman from 
holy orders where the ecclesiastical 
pees that a clergyman has held 

comes vacant under the Bill. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the Amend- 
ment will be in order as a new clause, 
and I shall put it accordingly. 


New Clause— 
(Deposition after deprivation.) 
“Where by virtue of this Act, or of any 
sentence d in pursuance of this Act, the 
ecclesiastical preferment of a clergyman be- 
comes vacant, and it ap to the bishop of 
the diocese that he ought also to be deposed 
from holy orders, the bishop may, by sentence 
and ,ithout any further formality, depose 
such cle an from holy orders, and the 
sentence of deposition shall be recorded in 
~the registry of the diocese: Provided always, 
that such clergyman may appeal against the 
said sentence within one month from the date 
thereof to the archbishop of the province, 
cane decision shall be final,”—(Mr. Samuel 
Frans, ) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


(5.22.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER : 
In the form in which the clause stood 
on the Paper it was quite inadmissible, 
and I could not possibly have accepted 


Mr. Evans 


{COMMONS} 
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it; but the hon. Member has proposed 
it in a permissive form. This clause is 
taken from the Bill of last year: but I 
am bound to say, after having made full 
inquiry, I find that the power given by 
the clause is inoperative and is not 
required. I do not —— pretend to 
be a very learned authority on eccle- 
slndtieal leet but I am informed by 
the best authorities on ecclesiastical 
law that deposition from holy orders has 
been obsolete for many years. I would, 


therefore, ask the hon. and learned’ 


Members who support the clause whe- 
ther they can give us any warrant for 
its insertion ; and if they can I shall 
not offer any opposition, for while I 
think the clause will be of no use, it 
will do no harm. 

Viscount CRANBORNE (Lanca- 
shire, N.E., Darwen): I should like to 
be informed by the hon. Gentleman 
opposite whether he proposes there 
shall be any compuision on the Bishop 
to depose ? 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: No, 
he ‘‘ may.” 

Mr. EVANS: By the permission of 
the House, I will answer the question 
of the Attorney General. My desire 
for having this clause in the Bill, and 
the authority I have for thinking that 
it is a necessary clause, is that it was 
in the Government’s own Bill last 
year. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


(5.25.) Mr. EVANS: In _ proposing 
the first Amendment which is down in 
my name to Clause 1, I desire to make 
it perfectly clear to the House what its 
object is. I propose to leave out the 
words ‘‘on indictment” in line seven 
on Clause 1. The clause as it reads 
would provide that, upon conviction of 
a clergyman for treason or felony, or 
on indictment for a misdemeanour, 
followed by imprisonment with hard 
labour, his living should be declared 
by the Bishop to be vacant. Now, the 
words “on indictment" are limiting 
words, making it necessary that there 
should be a prosecution either at the 
Assizes or at the Quarter Sessions ; 
and I think that where an offence has 
been committed the living ought to be- 
come vacant, no matter what the Court 
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is which exercises the jurisdiction and 


ronounces the conviction. The ten- 
Sensy of legislation of recent years has 
been to increase the jurisdiction of 
Justices’ Courts as Courts of Summary 
Jurisdiction, and there are various 
offences—-not only misdemeanours, but 
serious felonies—which may be dealt 
with by these Courts. The Justices 
may convict for larceny, stealing from 
the person, embezzlement, receiving 
stolen goods, and fora host of other 
very serious offences. It is true that 
where there is a plea of not guilty, if 
the goods stolen exceed a certain 
amount, the jurisdiction by summary 
process of the Justices is ousted, and 
the defendant must go either to the 
Assizes or to the Court of Quarter 
Sessions to take his trial; but where 
there is a plea of guilty, whatever the 
value may have been, the Justices can 
pass @ sentence not exceeding six 
months’ imprisonment with hard labour. 
It may be urged by those who support 
the clause as it at present stands that 
their object is that for such offences as 
entail deprivation a clergyman shall be 
tried by a jury. Permit me to point 
out to the House that the authority of 
Temporal Courts in matter of offences by 
clergymen is acknowledged to the fullest 
extent in this Bill, and in the next 
section it is provided that conviction by 
any Temporal Court is absolutely con- 
clusive. If that be so, I do not think 
that it lies in the mouth of the Govern- 
ment or of their supporters to say that 
under this section you must have a trial 
by jury. It is clear it does not matter 
what the Court may be that found the 
man guilty : it is not a question of 
whether he had a fair trial or not. Let 
me use one illustration to show the 
House the incongruity of the section as 
it at present stands. Supposing a 
clergyman is prosecuted for embezzle- 
ment (which is not a felony), and is 
tried at the Quarter Sessions or at the 
Assizes; he is found guilty by a jury 
and is sentenced to three months’ im- 
prisonment with hard labour. If so, he 
must vacate his preferment. But if a 
clergyman pleads guilty before a Court 
of Summary Jurisdiction to the same 
offence and the Justices sentence him 
to six months’ imprisonment with 
hard labour, yet nothing follows 
under the section of this Bill. 


{2 June, 1892} 
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What ought to deprive a clergyman 
of the power of ministering to the 
ape necessities of the people is 
the commission of criminal offences, 
whatever the nature of the Court may 
be before which he is tried. It is not 
a question of his having a full and fair 
trial, because we have his own con- 
fession of guilt. Whatever the nature 
of the Court may be, I think it should 
follow that he should no longer hold 
his ecclesiastical preferment, but should 
make way for someone better fitted for 
the discharge of his sacred duties. I 
hope that the reasons I have given in 
support of this Amendment will be 
sufficient to induce the House to accept 
it. 

Amendment proposed, in page 1, 
line 7, to leave out the words ‘on 
indictment.”’—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘That the 
words ‘on indictment’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 


(5.32.) Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE. 
(Carnarvon, &c.): I certainly expected 
some sort of an answer from the 
Attorney General to the arguments of 
my hon. Friend the Mover of the 
Amendment. As hon. Members must 
be aware, a clergyman who commits. 
an offence against the law such as. 
larceny is tried under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act. But let. us take the 
case of one who has been convicted by 
a jury of stealing property of the value 
of 42s. Under the Act as it stands. 
at present, the conviction will enable the 
Bishop, without further trying the 
charges against the clergyman, to declare- 
his living vacant. But supposing the 
property is only of the value of 6d., 
and the clergyman is found. guilty in a 
Court of Summary Jurisdiction, 
although it is exactly the same kind of 
offence, the living is not declared 
vacant. I fail to see why such a dis- 
tinction should be made, because in 
each case the commission of the offence 
creates a scandal, and renders ineffec- 
tual the spiritual ministration of the 
offender: I must say that my hon. 
Friend has made out a most conclusive 
case in support of his Amendment. 
Other arguments of a similar nature: 
might be urged in favour of it in regard 
to atrocious offences against the 
person. If aclergyman is found guilty 
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by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction, he 
has simply to abstain from appearing, 
and the section becomes inoperative. 
Now, I do not think that that can be 
the desire of the promoters, and I ho 
the Attorney General will answer the 
«ase which has been made out against 
the clause as it stands at present. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: My 
sole reason for not rising to answer the 
arguments of the hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment was that I 
desired to hear whether anything fresh 
‘was to be urged in regard to it. We 
have to pic ony with reference to this 
first clause, whether or not we should 
allow the commission of an offence to 
justify the loss of a living unless there 
kas been a trial ‘by indictment. The 
effect of leaving out the words “on 
indictment’ would be to make a con- 
viction by a Court of Summary Juris- 
diction sufficient to justify such a 
deprivation. I have had occasion to 
argue this question many times before 
the Committee, and, as I then stated, 
the Government consider that this 
highly penal consequence should only 
follow the commission of a grave 
offence which would be tried by indict- 
ment. We should remember that there 
are misdemeanours that are not, com- 
paratively speaking, serious, and that 
are tried before the magistrates having 
summary jurisdiction, and those serious 
Offences which are tried on _indict- 
ment. We must draw a line between 
serious offences and cases of misde- 
meanour, and therefore I am not in a 
position to accept the Amendment. 

Mx. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment is to be congratulated on 
his desire to punish clergymen who are 
guilty of treason and other offences 
against the law. Nothing could be 
more scandalous than for those who 
have taken orders to afterwards dis- 
, their profession by showing a 
iondness for the commission of seditious 
offences. 

(5.40.) Mr. THOMAS ELLIS 
(Merionethshire): I am not sure that 
the hon. Member who has just sat 
down has added anything valuable to 
the discussion. The object of this Bill 
is to secure a speedy, a cheap,, and 
an effective means of purifying the 
Church by getting rid of immoral 


Mr. Lloyd-George - 


{COMMONS} 








clergymen, and those who transgress 
the laws of this country. The first 
clause is the only really effective clause 
for this purpose ; but the procedure is 
cumbrous, expensive, and apne I 
trust the House will show clearly by 
its vote that clergymen who are guilty 
of criminal offences shall be speedily 
and effectively removed from their 
livings. 

Question put. 

(5.45.) The House divided :—Ayes 
201; Noes 45.—({Div. List, No. 160.) 


‘Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE. I beg to 
move, in page 1, line 8, to leave out 
the words “‘ with hard labour.” I move 
that these words be left out, so that 
when a clergyman is indicted for felony 
or other offences and sent to prison 
without hard labour his living may be 
declared vacant. It should not bea 
question of whether he was sentenced 
with or without hard labour. The 
clergyman convicted may be in such a 
state of health that he is not sentenced 
to imprisonment with hard labour; 
or, if he is sixty years old, the 
Judge may make an allowance for 
his age, and remit the hard labour. 
What difference, then, does it 
make whether he is sentenced to 
hard labour or not? He has been 
found guilty of criminal offences such 
as will render his spiritual ministration 
of no effect in his parish, and therefore 
it is desirable to strengthen this clause. 
The effect of it as it now stands is, that 
when a clergyman has been found 
guilty of a criminal offence or offences 
by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction, 
no further trial is necessary. Is it not, 
therefore, highly desirable, in the in- 
terests of this Bill, and the object it is 
intended to promote, to simplify and 
cheapen the method of getting rid of 
criminous clerks by every possible 
means? That is what I propose to do 
by this Amendment. The object of 
my hon. Friend’s Amendment falls 
somewhat short of that which I desire 
to effect. I do not see any force in the 
objection that it would not be fair to 
the clergyman who gave way tc acertain 
temptation to deprive him of his living. 
If this Amendment were carried what 
would happen in every case which 
comes within this first section would 
bethis. The clergyman who is charged 
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with any offence, treason, felony, or 
misdemeanour, will first of all be tried 
by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction. 
There the whole of the evidence for the 

ution will be laid before the 
Bourt. He may or may not offer his 
own evidence, but he, at least, has the 
opportunity of hearing everything that 
can be urged by way of evidence and 
argument against him, and of applying 
that the trial take place before a jury 
in Court of Sessions or Assize within 
two or three months after he has heard 
all the evidence of the prosecution. 
How can it be possible to treat a 
criminous clerk in a fairer spirit 
than I propose by this Amendment ? 
The only argument that can be urged 
against it is that in certain cases the 
Court may sentence the clergyman to 
imprisonment for one day. That can, 
however, be met by a further Amend- 
ment that the term of imprisonment 
should not be less than a couple of 
months. That will cover every possible 
objection that can be urged. 


Amendment proposed, in page 1, 
line 8, to leave out the words “ with 
hard labour.” —(Mr. Lleyd-George.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘with hard labour’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, Mid) : I 
have deemed it a pity that so much of the 
Session should be occupied with legisla- 
tion of this kind, but while we are en- 
gaged on this Bill it is desirable to make 
it complete. Surely it will commend 
itself to the Houes that a clergyman 
who is convicted of treason or felony 
or indicted as a misdemeanant should 
be deprived of his living, even though 
he may not have been sentenced to 
hard labour. I think the Amendment 
is very reasonable. A clergyman who 
has been found guilty of those offences 
me to be deprived of his preferment 
and be rendered incapable of holding 
any other preferment. I think the 
Government, by accepting the Amend- 
ment, will be acting in the interests of 
their own Bill. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: The 
Amendment,which aims at strengthen- 
ing the first clause of the Bill, is as 
reasonable as any Amendment could be. 
I entirely agree with my hon. Friend 
who moved the Amendment (Mr. 
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Lloyd-George) that Clause 1 is 
the only clause of the Bill which 
is of any use at all. It affords 
a speedy and cheap method of getting 
rid of the clergyman who has been 
guilty of certain offences, and declaring 
the living to be vacant. Any Amend- 
ment, therefore, which in reason goes 
to strengthen this clause has my sup- 
port. Ifthe House will only consider 
for a moment how matters will stand 
if Clause 1 is to remain unamended,. 
it will come to the conclusion that 
this Amendment is one that ought not 
to be rejected. It may be said that 
there will be a tendency to pronounce 
lighter sentences, because, under this 
Bill, there will be a forfeiture of the 
living. That such a result may follow 
this Bill is to be deplored. hatever 
may be the forfeiture, surely the offence 
ought to be dealt with simply and 
solely on the footing of an offence 
against the law. A layman ought not 
to be sentenced to a heavier sentence 
simply and solely because there is an 
additional forfeiture which follows in 
consequence of the position the clergy- 
man is supposed to hold. Let me point 
out how absolutely absurd it is to limit 
the operation of the first sub-section b 
the inclusion of the words “ har 
labour.” The result would be this: 
There might be a conviction for 
felony or misdemeanour followed by a 
sentence of one or two months’ impri- 
sonment with hard labour. In that 
case the Bishop must declare the livi 
vacant, and deprive the clergyman ‘of 
his cure of souls. But supposing the 
term of imprisonment is twelve months, 
if without hard labour the result will 
not follow at all. Is the House pre- 
pared to say that a clergyman 
sentenced to imprisonment for one 
month with hard labour is to be de- 
prived ipso facto of his living, and at the 
same time to say that a clergyman 
may be imprisoned fer any period 
without hard labour, and not be deprived 
of his living at all except by the process 
under Clause 2? There might be some 
reason for adhering to the words as 
they are in the clause, if hard labour 
were always the measure of the serious- 
ness of the offence. But that will not 
be so. As has been pointed out by the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs 
(Mr. Lloyd-George), the considerations 
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which weigh with a Judge in decidi 
whether or not he will impose h 
labour are of various kinds; but the 
most obvious are age and health. 
Therefore, if on account of advanced 

ears a Judge thinks fit not to impose 
hard labour in the case of a clergyman, 
that clergyman would not be touched 
at all by the provisions of this clause. 
Then the next most obvious considera- 
tion is that of weak health. But is a 
clergyman who is found guilty of an 
offence more fitted to hold a cure of 
souls because he is in weak health than 
if he were in strong health? I agree 
it would be a hardship that where there 
has been a small term of imprisonment 
for a technical offence, there should be 
forfeiture of a living. That is to be 
dealt with by the length of imprison- 
ment, and not by the imposition of hard 
labour. Viewing this as the most im- 
portant clause, I hope the Government 
will see their way to accept the 
Amendment to exclude the words 
** hard labour,” in order later to define 
the clause by limiting the operation of 
it to certain lengthened terms of im- 
prisonment. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I should like to know whether 
the Attorney General has any reasons, 
additional to those advanced before the 
Committee, for not accepting this 
Amendment? It seems to me the 


Amendment is a very reasonable and; 


moderate one, and one which would 
very much improve the Bill. I hope he 
will not consider that in bringing 
forward this question we are en- 
deavouring in any way to wreck the 
Bill. I think when we were in Com- 
mittee the Attorney General told 
us that if he were defeated on a certain 
point he would appeal to the House ; 
and that is the position in which my 
hon. Friends and myself find ourselves. 
We think the Bill should not have been 
referred to the Committee on Law at 


all. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: This is 
a matter which was very fully discussed 
before the Committee, and therefore I 
think the House will permit me in two 
sentences to indigate why I must 
adhere to the view which I placed 
before the Grand Committee on Law. 
The only way in which distinction can 
be drawn between offences is in the 
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character of the sentence which is in- 
flicted. The second clause is 
severe—the living must be declared 
vacant; but it does not prevent persons 
taking proceedings under the second 
clause if they desire to rely upon the 
crime for the purpose of pa Ba the 
Bishop to act. We have carefully con- 
sidered what is best to guide the minds 
of Judges in marking their sense of 
whether a crime is or is not of a 
serious character, and those who are 
experienced in Criminal Law will agree 
with us that there is a distinction in 
the imposition or non-imposition of 
hard labour. As we have laid down 
that dividing line, it is impossible for us 
to accept the Amendment, which, 
among its other operations, would in- 
clude offences in respect of which 
we think the punishment would be 
too severe. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): I 
hope my hon. Friend will not press 
this Amendment to a Division, because 
I think the answer of the right hon. 
Gentleman is perfectly conclusive. I 
think the distinction between with and 
without hard labour is a reasonable one. 
If the clause as if stands is open to 
any objection at all, it is on the side of 
being too drastic. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: The 
Amendment I now have to pro- 

se, while acknowledging the 

ecision of the House as to the last 
Amendment, declares that where there 
has been a term of imprisonment for 
any considerable time the result which 
is declared in the first clause of the 
Bill shall follow. As the argument 
which applied to some of the earlier 
Amendments also applies to this, it 
will not be necessary for me to detain 
the House. I maintain that where a 
clergyman has been convicted on indict- 
ment for felony or misdemeanour and is 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment 
exceeding six months, he should no 
longer be allowed to hold his living. 
The Attorney General, in reply to the 
last Amendment, said that the only way 
to decide as to the gravity of an offence 
is to look at the sentence imposed by 
the Court, and I venture to submit 
that where a Court thinks it necessary 
to impose as heavy a sentence as six 
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months’ imprisonment that clergymen 
should be declared to be no longer a 
fit person to minister to the spiritual 
needs of the parish. If the Amend- 
ment is rejected the House will practi- 
cally declare that a clergyman who has 
committed an offence and is sentenced 
to six months’ imprisonment is stili a 
fit person to preach to his parishioners. 


_ Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 
8, after the word “‘ labour,” to insert 
the words “or for a term of not 
less than six months.”—(Mr. Samuel 
Evans.) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. THOMAS ELLIS (Merioneth- 
shire): I cannot conceive that the 
Attorney General will refuse this 
Amendment, and I think, too, that it is 
one the House will approve of. The 
tendency of all punishments now is 
that they are made more lenient, and 
Iam glad thatis so. In this case there 
will a second inducement in the 
mind of the Judge to make the punish- 
ment lenient, because if this Amend- 
ment were passed he wouid know that 
the clergyman would also have to suffer 
the deprivation of his living. I cannot 
conceive that any legal authority would 
pass sentence of six months’ imprison- 
ment with or without hard labour on 
any clergyman unless the offence was 
such as, in the mind of any sensible 
man, to merit forfeiture of the living. 
Therefore, I hope the Attorney General 
will accept this Amendment, and so 
make the clause still more valuable 
than it at present is. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: It is 
_ impossible for me to accept this 

mendment, which revives the principle 
we decided a few minutes ago. We 
must adopt one principle or the other, 
and it seems to me that six months’ 
imprisonment is not a sufficient dis- 
tinction. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: As I under- 
stand it, the principle of the clause 
seems to be that a cl an who is 
convicted of a certain offence should 
be deprived of his living without further 
trial ; and whatever the = of the 
Attorney General may be, I am sure 
that the Amendment of my hon. Friend 
is quite conformable to the Bill. My 
hon. Friend proposes that a clergyman 
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who is convicted of a heinous offence 
and sentenced to six months’ imprison- 
ment should be deprived of his living 
without further trial, and surely the 
objection the Attorney General raised 
to my Amendmeat is not in the slightest 
degree applicable to this. He pointed 
out that my Amendment might by some 
possibility have covered some purely 
technical offence, but that objec- 
tion surely would not apply to the 
Amendment now before the House. The 
Attorney Generai has stated that the 
consequences are so severe that he 
cannot possibly accept the Amendment. 
But what are the consequences? The 
consequences are that the clergyman 
should be deprived of the preferment 
he holds at the time of the conviction, 
but there is power under Section 4 
to promote him to another preferment, 
and that is the only consequence. I 
quite agree that if the inevitable result 
of this Amendment were to deprive the 
clergyman for the whole of his life of 
not merely the preferment he holds at 
the time of conviction, but of all possible 
chance of being promoted to another, 
that’ would be a consequence of so 
thorough and drastic a character that 
my hon. Friend would not be justified 
in moving such an Amendment. But 
when you give the Archbishop, in a 
subsequent section, the power of pro- 
moting to another preferment, I do not 
see what possible ground of complaint 
the Attorney General can have that 
our Amendments are of too sweeping a 
character. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: With refer- 
ence to what the Attorney General has 
already said, I should like to point out 
that this is not a Clergy Evidence Bill, 
but that it is a Church Immorality Bill. 
It isa Bill to protect the interests of 
parishioners, and any Member of the 
House must see that a clergyman who 
has been convicted and sentenced to 
six months’ imprisonment is not fitted 
to exercise over a parish the necessary 
moral force. 

Question put. 

(6.30.) The House divided :—Ayes 
53; Noes 173.—(Div. List, No. 161.) 

Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE: The first 
part of the Amendment which stands 
in my name is to the effect that a 
clergyman twice convicted within two 
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years of an offence against the 12th or 
13th sections of ‘The Licensing Act, 
1872,” shall lose his preferment. 
Sections 12 and 18 of the Act provide 
such penalties for drunkenness as 
show that it was regarded by Parlia- 
ment as an offence of a serious cha- 
racter. To meet the scruples of 
hon. Members on the other side of 
the House, I propose to confine the 
operations of this Amendment entirely 
to cases which arise under the 18th 
Section of the Intoxicating Liquors 
Act. As the words of that section 
contain considerable verbiage, I may 
summarise two or three of the offences. 
The first offence is that of being drunk 
in a public highway or public building. 
And I may here explain that mere 
drunkenness in his own house would 
not bring a man within the meaning of 
the section. In order to make a 
clergyman liable to conviction his 
drunkenness must be in a public place, 
where he is liable to be seen by his 
parishioners and scandal created in 
consequence. A second offence under 
the section is one where a person is 
not only drunk and disorderly upon 
licensed premises, but absolutely re- 
fuses at the request of the licensee to 
ag Under those circumstances the 

ct contemplates an offence of so 
heinous a character that the offender 
may be imprisoned with hard labour. 
Now, I think it is very fair and rational 


that when a clergyman, who has a| JY 


spiritual charge, is guilty of an 
offence of so serious a character 
for the first time he should be deprived 
of his living. Our proposal, however, 
with regard to this Amendment is a 
moderate one—namely, that if a clergy- 
man is convicted twice within two 
years of drunkenness he shall be de- 
rived ipso facto of his preferment. 
at is an Amendment of such a cha- 
racter that I cannot for a moment see 
what reason the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Attorney General can have 
for opposing it in any shape or form, 
and I hope the House will vote in its 
favour. ; 


Amendment proposed, 

In 1, line 17, after “1878,” to insert 
the wo “or (f) a clergyman is convicted 
twice within two years of an offence against 
the twelfth or eighteenth sections of ‘ The 


Licensing Act, ;’ or (g) a clergyman is 


Mr. Lloyd-George 
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adjudged bankrupt, and the adjudication of 
bankruptcy against him is not annulled 
within twelve months of the date of the order 
of adjudication, and he does not obtain 
within the same period, from the Court 
having jurisdiction in the bankruptcy, his 
discharge, with a certificate to the effect that 
his bankruptcy was caused by misfortune 
without any misconduct on his part.”—(Mr. 
Lloyd-George.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I am 
afraid it is not much good to make an 
appeal to the hon. Members opposite, 
but I would point out to the House 
that although there are questions 
raised in this Bill which might be dis- 
cussed, yet it is practically impossible 
to do so if we are to have all 
manner of reiterated Amendments on 
the same points. The hon. Member's. 
Amendment deals with a certain offence 
which can be punished by summary 
conviction. I can pick out a large 
number of other offences which might 
be made the subject of discussion on 
similar grounds to this. The House 
has already decided that this ‘Bill 
must be confined to offences that are 
indictable and punishable with hard 
labour, but the hon. Member proposes 
to argue this question aguin by fixing 
upon one breach of the Licensing Laws. 
Then with regard to bankruptey——- 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have not 
moved that part of the Amendment 
et. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I 
understand that Mr. Speaker has put 
the Amendment as a whole. Well, I 
would point out with regard to bank- 
ruptcy that it introduces a civil ques- 
tion which is outside the purview of 
this Bill. I ask hon. Members to deal 
with the House fairly and not to argue 
the same questions over and over again. 
We must adhere to those offences which 
cannot be dealt with by summary con- 
viction, and I ask the House to reject 
this Amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I 
wish to endorse the appeal of the 
Attorney General, although at the same 
time I > not think the Government 
have much right to complain of the 
action of certain hon. Members owing 
to the way in which this Bill has been 
conducted. We are now on the eve of 
the Whitsuntide holiday, and there are 
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ten pages of Amendments down for 


discussion. It is impossible that these 
can be got through in the time remain- 
ing at our disposal without resort to 
what I may call Parliamentary 
violence, which I for one should like 
toseeavoided. I wouldrespectfuily sub- 
mit to my hon. Friends below the 
Gangway that they should at this 
point determine upon and announce 
their decision to confine their observa- 
tions to a select number of Amend- 
ments. Some of the Amendments on 
the Paper are of considerable import- 
ance, and I would point out that if they 
go on discussing all the Amendments 
they have put down, the inevitable re- 
sult will be that the more important 
ones will not be reached at all. I wish 
to point out that I have never joined 
in the attacks which have been made 
upon the motives of my hon. Friends. 
I have always resented those insinua- 
tions ; and if an unworthy spirit has 
been imported into the discussion on 
this matter, I for one trace it, in part 
at least, to the indiscreet zeal of some 
of the supporters of the Bill on the 
other side. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
have permitted the hon. Member to 
make an appeal in the interest of the 


House, but he must confine himself to 
that. 
Mr. ROBERTSON: I will only 


again, Mr. Speaker, respectfully urge 
my hon. Friends to now take a new 
departure and limit their observations 
to the really important Amenc ments, 
and allow the Bill to proceed through 
the House as speedily as possible. 
Mr. THOMAS ELLIS: We have no 
complaint to make of the spirit of the 
which the hon. Gentleman has 
made to us. But I think we have not 
taken up much of the time of the House. 
Each Amendment has been briefly dis- 
cussed, and one has been withdrawn at 
the request of an hon. Member on this 
side. I consider that the Amendments 
we have divided upon, and especially 
the one now under discussion, are —_ 
impoctant. I was surprised to fin 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General refused to accept 
th'; Amendment in Grand Committee, 
and I cannot understand why he cannot 
now do so, particularly the first part of 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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it. His refusal to accept it a to 
me to be an excellent proof of the want 
of genuineness on the part of the Go- 
vernment and the promoters of this 
Bill. It is ridiculous to say that 
drunkenness on the part of a cl 

is not a serious offence. I believe that 
it is a more heinous offence, spiritual 
and moral, than that of treason. Now- 
adays, talking treason and encouraging 
others to act it seems to have become 
a a of the Conservative policy. 

. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not speaking to the 
Amendment. 

Mr. ELLIS: I am sorry to have 
transgressed, Sir, but I am trying to 
point out that drunkenness is a more 
heinous offence in many circumstances 
than are some of those which are 
included in the first clause of the Bill. It 
seems to me that my hon. Friend the 
Member for Carnarvon (Mr. Lloyd- 
George) has withdrawn everything 
objectionable from his original Amend- 
ment, and I venture to say that as it 
now stands—simply providing that 
if a clergyman is convicted twice of 
drunkenness within two years he shall 
lose his preferment—it is one that 
the vast majority of the people will 
approve of. 

nr. SAMUEL EVANS: I am not 
going to occupy the time of the House 
at any length, but I must say that it 
seems to me impossible not to proceed 
with this Amendment,otherwise we shall 
be entirely false to our convictions on 
this point. I can assure the House 
that we do not regard this matter as 
one of minor importance, and [ 
venture to put before hon. Members a 
new phase with to the first part 
of the Amendment—that is, the danger 
there is of clergymen setting an 
example of drunkenness. No one 
would be likely to become a thief or 
guilty of several other criminal offences 
because the clergyman of the parish 
committed such acts. The force of 
example in matters of this kind is not 
considerable ; but if, after a clergyman 
has been convicted twice within two 
years of drunkenness, he is still 
allowed to enjoy his living, it 
would perpetrate scandal in the Church 
and have an injurious effect upon his 
— So much upon the first 
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part of the Amendment. As the other » ‘think the Amendment in both its 


ag it has also been put from the 
hair, and my hon. Friend (Mr. Lloyd- 
Morgan) is prevented from saying any- 
thing upon it,I will now proceed to do so. 
I venture to think it will be sufficient 
for us to call the attention of the House 
tothe provisions of the Bankruptcy Law 
as it now stands with reference to offences 
of this kind. It is not a mere adjudi- 
cation of bankruptcy that renders the 
living vacant ; it must be a bankruptcy 
which is not annulled within twelve 
months. Further, if the bankruptcy 
has been improperly obtained, or if the 
clergyman against whom the adjudica- 
tion is miade shall pay two shillings in 
the pound within two months, or if 
within twelve months he should receive 
his discharge and a certificate that the 
bankruptcy was caused by misfortune 
and not by hisown fault, then the living 
is not vacated. I think that is acting 
with all possible leniency, and I do not 
think it is too much to say that a 
clergyman who has been living reck- 
lessly, who has been living on his 
creditors and whose bankruptcy is 
caused by misconduct, should not be 
allowed to hold his living any longer. 
The Bankruptcy Act of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) 
rovides that such a bankruptcy shall 
Sisqualify from sitting and voting in the 
House of Lords, from being elected to 
the House of Commons, from acting as 
a Justice of the Peace, from holding the 
office of Mayor, Alderman or Councillor, 
or from exercising the office of 
Guardian of the Poor, Overseer, 
member of a Sanitary Authority 
or School Board, Highway Board 
er Select Vestry. Is the House 
of Commons going to say that 
what is a disqualification from these 
comparatively unimportant and minor 
offices is not a disqualification for a 
clergyman? I venture to contend 
that, where a bankruptcy is brought 
about by misconduct and not by 
misfortune, a clergyman should be 
laced under a like disqualification. 

hile the members of the Board of 
Guardians and of the School Board 
have only to deal with the temporal 
necessities of the people, the clergyman 
has charge of their spiritual welfare. 

Mr. Samuel Evans c 





parts is absolutely reasonable. We do 
not wilfully refuse to listen to omens 
which have been made on this side of 
the House, but we regard these matters 
of such importance that we must ask 
the House to pronounce judgment upon 
them. 


Question put. 
(7.10.) The House divided :—Ayes. 
25; Noes 152.— (Div. List, No. 162.) 


(7.15.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I 
beg to move— 


In page 1, line 17, at end, to add.—*(f) 
clergyman for 


An order is made against s 

aoe to his wife or children upon desertion 
and wilful neglect to maintain his family under 
‘The Married Women (Maintenance in case 
of Desertion) Act, 1886.’” 


My Amendment has another sub-head, 
Mr. Speaker. I do not know whether 
I shall be in order in moving this one 
first or whether they both go 
together. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Both sub-heads 
have reference to the same subject, and 
must be taken together. 

Mr. EVANS: The second sub-head 
is as follows :— 

“(g) A clergyman is found in a divorce or 
matrimonial cause to have deserted his wife 
or family for a period of twelve months, or to 
have been guilty of cruelty towards his wife 
or family.” 


In another place the Government 
accepted an Amendment of mine to the 
effect that a clergyman who was found 
guilty of an assault so aggravated as to 
result in a judicial separation at the 
hands of a Court of Summary Jurisdic- 
tion should be no longer entitled to hold 
preferment. I think this Amendment 
touches an equally serious offence, and 
I think that a clergyman who deserts 
and refuses to maintain his wife and 
family is guilty of at least as great an 


offence as a clergyman who on one 


occasion inflicts such a serious blow as 
to constitute an aggravated assault. 
The House should remember what has 
to be proved. It must: be proved that 
the desertion is wilful, and that he 
neglects to maintain his wife and famil 

when he has the means to do so. I 
think that would amount to absolute 
cruelty. With respect to the sécond 
part of the Amendment, I think it will 
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be admitted that a Se who is 
found guilty of such conduct is not fit 
to go into the pulpit. 

Amendment proposed, 

In 1, line 17, after “ 1878,” to insert 


Clergy Discipline 


the an (f) An ood is = — a 
clergyman for alimony to his wife or children 
upon desertion sad wilful neglect to maintain 
his family under ‘ The Married Women (Main- 
tenance in case of Desertion) Act, 1886;’ 
(g) Ac man is found in a divorce or 
matrimonial cause to have deserted his wife 
or family for a period of twelve months, or to 
have been guilty of cruelty toward his wife or 
family.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That 
words be there inserted.” 


(7.19.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
With regard to the first branch of the 
Amendment, the hon. Member seems 
to have forgotten what would be the 
result. Under the present law an 
order would be made on the clergyman 
to pay to his deserted wife a sum not ex- 
ceeding £2 a week, and the only means 
probably whereby he could make these 
payments would be taken away from 
him if he were deprived of his living. 
Therefore that branch of the Amend- | 
ment would be absolutely devoid of | 
beneficial effect. There is absolutely | 
no need for the second branch of the | 
Amendment, because there is no pro- 
ceeding, or no finding, or no verdict, 
whereby a clergyman could be found 
guilty of cruelty unless an order for 
judicial separation had been made. 
That part of the Amendment is abso- 
lutely futile. 

Mr. HUNTER: I hope the hon. 
Member will not press the Amend- 
ment to a Division, because it is on 
similar lines to one which has already 
been decided. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. 
Member press the Amendment ? 

Mr. EVANS: No, Sir. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On Motion of Sir Ricnharp WEBSTER, 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :—Page 1, line 19, after ‘ shall,” to 
insert ‘‘ within twenty-one days.” 

(7.21.) Mr. EVANS: The next 
Amendment which stands in my 
name has been described as a 
very important Amendment, but, in 


those 
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‘my opinion, it is not of so much 
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practical importance as some other 
Amendments which have been pro- 

It involves, however, theo- 
retical and theological considerations, 
and there is also the point of view of 
the Bishop himself, who may refuse to 
carry out the sentence of the Court. 
Now, if a clergyman is found guilty of 
treason or felony, under the Act of 
1870 his living is ipso facto vacated 
without anything being done by the 
Bishop or the Archbishop. That is 
changed by this Bill, and I have heard 
no reasons to show that it is advisable 
to repeal the legislation of 1870. In 
another place the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, in introducing this measure, said 
the Bill did not repeal the Act of 1870, 
but it was pointed out at that time, and 
the Bill is now in the same condition, 
that there is, at all events, an implied 
repeal of the provisions of the Act of 
1870. I do not know whether the 
Attorney General is prepared to sup- 
port the view taken by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury. The right rev. Prelate 
said that they were making no change 
in the law, because the first clause pro- 
vides that in certain events the living 
shall be declared vacant in precisely 
the same manner as under the Act of 
1870. I should like to ask if the 
Attorney General agrees with that 
statement of the law. It is my opinion 
that the law is changed by this Bill. 
The whole tendency of legislation on this 
subject since the Reformation down 
to the Act of 1870 has been to secure 
that a living should be declared vacant 
without any action on the part of the 
Bishop. This clause in the Bill has 
given rise to more discussion outside 
than any other clause, and I think I 
am justified in saying that the laity of 
the Church of England object eptirely 
to the provision that it should be 
necessary for the Bishop to take any 
action. It is regarded as an act of 
clerical aggression and a retrograde 
step. It is said that in this matter 
the Bishop would act in two capacities, 
as the officer of the State and the 
officer of the Church ; and also that as 
the Bishop is the only person who can 


institute a clergyman, he should 
be the only person who can 
a clergyman of his living. I will 


not now argue the question of what 
82 
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would take place if a Bishop refused to 
carry out the provisions of the Bill, but 
I say that the Bishop is not the only 
rson who can institute a clergyman. 
Phat can be done by the vicar-general 
or ordinary ofthe diocese. The Bishop 
does no doubt place his hands on the 
head of the clergyman, but he does not 
necessarily institute. Then, with 
respect to the carrying out of this Bill, 
I desire that there should be no 
difficulty or friction, or any danger of 
a refusal on the part of a Bishop to act. 
Some people may say that the Bishop 
would not refuse to act, but some 
Bishops might refuse, and the result 
would be that, so far as their dioceses 
were concerned,the Act would be entirely 
nullified. I have the authority of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Midlothian (Mr.Gladstone) for assuming 
that there might be an _ indiscreet 
Bishop in a diocese. The right hon. 
Gentleman, speaking in 1874, said that 
we had twenty-seven or twenty-eight 
Bishops and Archbishops, and in dis- 
cussing the question of the discretion 
of those Bishops, he mentioned that in 
a Cabinet of sixteen Members there 
might be one Member who was indis- 
creet. I suppose the right hon. 
Gentleman was speaking of some 
rsonal experience in the Cabinet. 

e right hon. Gentleman thought that 
out of twenty-seven Bishops it was a 
fair allowance that twenty-six were 
discreet ; but that there might be some 
indiscretion on the part of the twenty- 
seventh — that there might be some 
Bishop who was fond of power, fond of 
meddling, or who did not combine dis- 
cretion with courage. But it is not 
simply whether Bishops will be dis- 
creet, but we have it on the authority 
of one of the greatest ornaments that 
ever adorned the Episcopal Bench that 
Bishops will be right in certain cir- 
cumstances in refusing to carry out the 
law and make the declaration I am 
now discussing. In the Bill of last 
ear there was no declaration required 
m the Bishop, and two Archbishops 
have argued against the present pro- 
sal. One of them — Archbishop 
Mageo—eaid that ke resented the idea of 
heing ordered to come into Court as 
the executioner or crier of the Court 
to proclaim a judgment he might differ 

Mr. Samuel Evans 
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from. Therefore I am not assumi 
too much when I say that it is possible, 
even probable, that Bishops and Arch- 
bishops may refuse to the law 
into effect. I object to the retention 
of the words “‘ be declared by the Bishop 
to be,” and I ask the House to say 
that the provision in previous Bills is 
the proper one—namely, that the living 
shall be ipso facto vacant on convic- 
tion. I object to their retention be- 
cause they are against the whole policy 
of legislation in matters ecclesiastical, 
from the Reformation down to 1870— 
because they are an act of clerical 
aggression, and because they will create 
a difficulty in carrying out the Act. 


Amendment proposed, 

In line 20, to leave out the words 
“be dec by the bishop to be,” and inser‘ 
the word “ become.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


(7.33.) Mr. T. E. ELLIS: The 
Attorney General knows that objec- 
tion to these words is nct alone among 
those who dislike legislation of this kind, 
but that among the zealous laity 
of the Church itself there is a 
great difference on the point. In 
previous Bills there has been no pro. 
vision of this character, and my hon. 
Friend has conclusively shown that it 
will completely change and reverse the 
law. I hope the fe and learned 
Gentleman will explain the change of 
attitude on the part of the Government. 
This is a very important matter, and 
the By ag is a new one and one 
which is looked upon not only with 
suspicion, but with very great dislike, 
not only by those who are not members 
of the Church of England, but by those 
who are zealous in her cause. 

(7.35.) Mr. PHILIPPS: Iam sure 
that hon. Members must admit that 
every Amendment which has been 
moved from this side has been calcu- 
lated to strengthen the Bill and make 
it more effective, though at the same 
time it might make the Bill too drastic. 
I am sorry the right hon. Member for 
Wolverhampton (ar. Fowler), who 
ably argued the case for this Amend- 
ment in Committee, is not here to 


speak upon it. It is perfectly clear 
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that the adoption of the Amendment 
would simplify the working of the Bill, 
because if a clergyman were found 
guilty by a Civil Court of any of the 
offences in Clause 1, from that day he 
would be incapable of holding the 
living, and it would he vacant. It is 
an unn waste of time to call in 
the Bishop at all inthe matter. I can- 
not help feeling that the Government 
are opposing ‘this Amendment for a 
reason given in the Grand Committee 
with reference to another Amendment— 
that it could not be accepted because it 
would be against an understanding, 
something in the nature of a compro- 
mise, which had been made in another 

lace. As a Member of the House of 
Yommons, I protest against our being 
bound by a compromise the Govern- 
ment have made in another place with 
the Bishops. I hope the Government 
will repudiate the charge that any part 
of the Bill is being retained in the face 
of argument because of a compromise 
in the House of Lords. 

(7.40.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: 
This Amendment raises a very large 
question, and deals with a proposal 
never made in any legislation pre- 
viously before Parliament. It proposes 
that when a clergyman has been found 
guilty of certain offences the Bishop 
shall, without further trial, declare the 
living vacant. I understand that the 
Bishop is to have no discretion ; then 
why import him into the Bill? It 
would be more reasonable and more 
consistent with the dignity of the Epis- 
copal Bench that the living should be- 
come vacant without the intervention 
of the Bishop at all. Something has 
been said about depriving a clergyman 
of his spiritual functions as the reason 
for the interference of the Bishop. Last 
year this argument did not strike the 
Government, as there was no such pro- 
vision in the previous Bill. Does the 
House contemplate what the result 
would be if a Bishop conscientiously 
objected to carrying ovt the order of 
the Court? I can understand circum- 
stances in which he might conscien- 
tiously object to the verdict of the 
Court being enforced. Supposing that 
a clergyman is prosecuted for a 
criminal offence, which would be of 
public notoriety. Persons who are not 
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in the Court, but who read the 
papers, are apt to come to a different 
conclusion from those who hear the case 
and see the witnesses. Suppose that 
the Bishop comes to a different con- 
clusion from the jury, and forms the 
opinion that the clergyman is not 
guilty of the offence, is it proposed 
under those circumstances to compel 
him to declare the living vacant? If 
the Bishop refuse, and the en 
also, you are to issue a mandamus, an 
if he refuse to obey then you issue a 
writ of attachment and imprison him 
for refusing to do that which he has a 
conscientious objection to do. I think 
it would be well, if the Government can- 
not accept this Amendment, that they 
should accept the one I have down 
later, giving the Bishop a discretion. 

(7.45.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
I will indicate why I cannot accept the 
Amendment. A clergyman receives 
from the Bishop, from the ecclesiastical 
authority, his spiritual functions, and 
we consider it a right and proper 
recognition of that position that con- 
viction for a crime should be followed 
by the Bishop himself declaring that no 
longer is the clergyman a fit person to 
carry out these spiritual functions. 
Another ground is that there must he 
kept a proper record. If the conviction 
is made by aCivil Court in some Assize 
town there would be no record, but 
there would be a record in the docu- 
ments kept by the Bishop who acts in 
the case. We do not consider that 
this is merely a sentimental feeling, 
but that it is right that by the 
authority from which he has received 
his power and right to perform 
spiritual functions, that power and 
right should be taken away. The hon. 
Member asked me to say that this was 
not the result of a bargain in the 
House of Lords. It is not the result 
of a bargain in the House of Lords, 
and I have never consciously made 
reference to any such supposed bargain. 
I regard this as an important matter, 
entirely consistent with the spirit of 
the principle and practice of previous 
legislation. 

(7.50.) Mr. J. BRYN ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire, Hifion): The only 
reason for the proposal in the Bill is 
the suggestion that, as spiritual fune- 
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tions are conferred by the Bishop, the 
clergyman shall also be deprived of 
those functions by the Bishop. But 
he should have a discretion. As a 
matter of fact, this does not deal with 
spiritual functions at all; it simply 
says tlt the Bishop shall declare the 
living vacant. On a conviction de- 
privation must follow; the words are 
that the Bishop shall declare the living 
vacant, and I feel very strongly that 
that is not desirable. The edmitted 
reason why this proposal is retained is 
that among certain of the High Church 
party there is strong objection to a 
Civil Court interfering in spiritual 
matters, and this is introduced: into 
the Bill as a sort of sop to the High 
Church party, a sort of make-believe. 
It appears to give the Bishop a discre- 
tion which he does not really possess, 
for if the Bishop does not declare the 
living vacant, the Archbishop is called 
upon to do so, and in the event of his 
refusing it is provided that a mandamus 
shall issue, and that on further refusal 
he shall be sent to gaol. The position 
is so absurd that I shal! support the 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


' (7.55.) The House divided : — 
Ayes 91; Noes 23.—(Div. List, 
No. 163). 


(8.0.) Mr. EVANS: I begto move 
the Amendment which stands in my 
neame— 

Page 1, line 21, leave out “said date,” and in- 
sert “date of the commencement of the pro- 
ceedings in which such conviction, order, or 
finding shall have been pronounced, made, or 
found, but such vacation shall not affect an 
marriage, baptism, or other ceremony whic 
may have been solemnised or performed by the 
¢lergyman while holding the preferment. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: May 
I point out to my hon. and learned 
Friend that it is wholly unnecessary 
and would be meaningless to insert 
such an Amendment as this. The 
validity of such marriage in no way 
depends upen the date when the prefer- 
ment was held to be vacant. It depends 
upon the question of the status of the 
clergyman at the time when the 
marriage ceremony was performed. It 
would be simply meaningless to insert 
these words. 

Mr. J. Bryn Roberts 
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Mr. EVANS: I may say that I 
framed the Amendment in the way in 
which it stands on the Paper owing to 
the argument used by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member fot Midlothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone) when I proposed 
something of this kind. My view is 
that the living should be vacant as from 
the date of the sentence. If the learned 
Attorney General is of the same view 
as myself upon that point, I should not 
move more than the first three lines of 
my Amendment. In other words, I 
should omit from the word ‘“ but”’ in 
the third line to the end. But the 
first part of the Amendment obviously 
is of a substantial character. This is 
not an Amendment which was moved 
in the Select Committee. Similar 
words were moved and negatived in 
another place. I have to admit that 
perhaps that Amendment which was 
ane and negatived went a little too 
far. I did propose that the living 
should be vacant as from the com- 
mission of the offence. Much 
might be said in favour of 
a proposal of that kind; but there 
would be a difficulty very often in 
working it, because it would be difficult 
to know when the commission of the 
offence actually occurred. I propose 
that the date should be the commence- 
ment of the proceedings in which 
such— 


“Conviction, order, or finding shall have 
been pronounced, made, or found.” 


That is a date which can be easily 
ascertained; it is a date which is 
absolutely fixed. The doctrine “of 
relation back” is one which is very 
well-known in law ; as, for instance, the 
voidance of settlements under the 
Bankruptcy Law, and so on ; and there 
wculd be no difficulty in the operation 
of the Clause. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 1, line 21, to leave out the words 
“said date,” and insert the words “date of 
the commencement of the proceedings in 
which such conviction, order, or finding shall 
have been pronounced, made, or found.”—(./r. 
Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘said date’ stand part of the Bill.” 


(8.10.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
I really find it difficult to treat this 
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matter seriously. It is not a fact that 
it is the commission of the offence 
that renders the living vacant ; it is the 
eonviction, because a man is presumed 
to be innocent until he is convicted. 
What I want to know is what has the 
date of the issue of a writ to do with 
it? The hon. and learned Member 
must forgive me if I cannot occupy the 
time of the House by dealing with such 
arguments when there are far more 
important matters to be dealt with. 

(8.11.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I 
think the Amendment is not of so trivial 
and unimportant a character as the 
learned Attorney General has contended. 
Itisa matter of some importance. How- 
ever, I think the matter is not worth 
dividing the House upon, and I hope 
my hon. and learned Friend will with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(8.12.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I 
beg to move— 

In page 1, line 24, after “Crown,” insert 
“ accompanied by a certificate signed by one of 
Her Majesty's Secretaries of State to the 
effect that such pardon was granted on the 

und of the discovery, since conviction, of 

h evidence exculpating him.” 
I venture to think this Amendment is 
of a substantial character. I want to 
cover the case where the pardon of the 
Crewn is attributable to something 
besides the discovery of evidence ex- 
¢culpating a clergyman. Suppose the 
ease of where a clergyman is charged 
with some conspiracy. After the sen- 
tence of the Court is passed upon him 
he turns Queen’s evidence, and he is 
prepared to give evidence against an 
ecomplice, and the pardon of the 
‘Crown is extended to him. Does my 
hon. Friend the Attorney General 
really contend that in such a case as 
that the clergyman should be reinstated 
in his preferment ? If so, I say it is 
simply scandalous ; and I challenge 
the learned Attorney General to point 
to any word in this Bill as it stands 
which provides for a case of that cha- 
racter. That is the construction I 
place upon that sub-section. Take the 
case of a clergyman who was of a weak 
mind at the date when the offence was 
committed, and was not, therefore, re- 
‘sponsible for his acts, and the pardon 
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of the Crown was extended to him. 
That is a case which occurs pay 
with regard to persons ch wi 
criminal offences. Of course, if the 
weakness of mind was of a permanent 
character, there would be no likelihood 
of the clergyman being reinstated ; but 
suppose it was simply a temporary 
lapse of intellect, and the ome 
Secretary discovered, on evidence pro- 
duced before him, that at the date of the 
commission of the offence the man was 
under some sort of hallucination which 
impelled him irresistibly to commit 
a felony, or treason, or misdemeanour, 
does the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man really contend that under cir- 
cumstances of that character a 
clergyman should be reinstated in his 
preferment? To provide against such 
cases I propose that there must be a 
certificate of the Home Secretary or of 
some Secretary of State when the pre- 
rogative of the Crown is exercised, 
stating that it was due to the dis- 
covery of evidence which exculpates 
the incriminated clerk. This would 
violate no principle, and I do not see 
why it should not be done. As a 
matter of fact, the Crown does not 
interfere at all. We all know very 
well that it is simply the Home Secre- 
tary who sits as a sort of criminal 
appeal, and investigates such documen- 
tary and other evidence as is laid 
before him, and he comes to the conclu- 
sion, say, that owing to the Court not 
having the full evidence before it, it 
came to a@ wrong conclusion. What is 
there in that state of things to prevent 
the Home Secretary from stating, in 
the document announcing his decision 
and the pardon of the Crown, the 
grounds on which he arrived at that 
conclusion? I simply give the Home 
Secretary the same | oi sitting as @ 
Court of Appeal, as if he were sitting as 
a Court of Criminal Appeal de jure. 

Amendment proposed, 

In page 1, line 24, after the word 
“Crown,” to insert the words “accom- 

ied by a certificate signed by one of 
Her Majesty's Secretaries of State to the 
effect that such pardon was granted on the 

und of the discovery, since conviction, of 
fresh evidence exculpating him.”—(Mr, Lloyd- 
George.) 

Question proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


“That those 
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(8.17.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
I really did hope that after the expla- 
nation that was given in the Grand 
Committee the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber would not again raise this matter. 
I must again point out to him that the 
prerogative of pardon is granted — 
the responsibility of one of Her 
Majesty's Ministers, and that it would 
be contrary not only to the practice, 
but to the whole principle on which the 
power is granted, that any reason 
should be stated at all. It would be 
utterly impossible to state the reasons, 
and it would introduce into our ex- 
ecutive a principle that would be highly 
dangerous. It would be contrary to 
everything connected with the exercise 
of that prerogative ; there may be reasons 
why a pardon should be granted quite 
independently of the discovery of fresh 
evidence exculpating a clergyman. The 
course suggested by the hon. Member 
would be highly dangerous ; it could do 
no good, and would be contrary to the 
usual practice governing the exercise of 
the prerogative of the Crown. 


(8.18.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I 
venture to point out to the learned 
Attorney General that we do not sug- 
gest that there should be such an 
alteration as he seems to anticipate. 
We do not say that in every case the 
Home Secretary should say what were 
the grounds on which the prerogative 
of the Crown was granted. We say 
that where the prerogative is exercised 
and pardon is granted on the discovery, 
after conviction of fresh evidence ex- 
culpating a clergyman, the Secretary of 
State shall give a certificate to that 
effect. I see no difficulty in carrying 
that out. There may be a Secretary of 
State who may transgress the rules of 
the high position he holds. If that be 
so, it would be within the powers of a 
Secretary of State, without any suffi. 
cient ground, through the influence of 
some person of high rank, for instance, 
to give a pardon, without giving any 
reason for it. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do noi 


’ press this Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Notice taken, that forty Members 
‘were not present ; House counted, and 
forty Members being found. present, 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think 
the next Amendment standing in 
my name is one which will com- 
mend itself to the general sense of the 
House. I pro to leave out the 
word “shall,” in order to insert ‘‘ may.” 
As the Bill stands at the present 
moment, the Government propose to 
compel a Bishop to re-institute a clergy- 
man whenever the mercy of the Crown 
is extended to him. I can conceive 
several cases in which a Bishop would 
not consider it in the interests of the 
parishioners to re-institute such a man. 
After all, we must not forget that this 
Bill is not intended to protect the 
parsons, or even to punish them, but it 
is proposed to pes the Church to the 
greatest possible extent; and, as was 
said by the Leader of the House, it is 
brought forward in the interests of the 
parishioners and not of the clergyman. 
It is in the spirit of that declaration of 
the First Lord of the Treasury that I 
propose this Amendment. Take 2» 
case which I mentioned before, and 
which the Attorney General did not 
dispose of. Take the case of a clergy- 
man who gets a free pardon on the 
ground that he was of weak mind at the 
date of the offence. Would you compel 
the Bishop to re-institute that clergyman 
without any option whatever? My 
Amendment gives the Bishop a discre- 
tion. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is going over — 
ments which have been repeatedly 
used to-night. I must caution him 
against repeating himself or the argu- 
ments of other Members. This I have 
power to dounder the Standing Orders. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am very 
sorry if I have in any sense transgressed 
the Rules of the House. I can assure 
you, Sir, that [have doneso unwittingly. 
I do not think any of my hon. Friends. 
in my hearing has ever used this argu- 
ment—that the effect of this clause as. 
it stands is that if the Bishop refuses. 
to re-institute for some reason, a 
mandamus will be issued against him 
to re-institute. Is that a desirable 
state of things? Is it not well that the 
Bishops, who are chosen because they 
are considered to be men of discretion, 
common sense, great ability, and in- 
fluence in the Church, may be safely 





ih 


gars e 


d 


‘sa 0° 


Ir 


a aso 


oa 











Clergy Discipline 
trusted to administer the law and to 
have a discretion to re-institute if the 
think there are circumstances whic 
would justify that refusal ? 


Amendment proposed, 

In 1, line 26, to leave out the word 
« shall,” and insert the words “ may, if he think 
it to be to the interest of the parishioners.” 
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(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
Question proposed, “That the word 
‘shall’ stand part of the Bill.” 


(8.58.) Mr. THOMAS ELLIS: I 
cannot understand why Churchmen, at 
any rate,cannot accept this Amendment. 
I am not quite sure if my hon. Friend, in 
se the Amendment, is quite con- 
sistently showing that unbending 
Liberationist sentiment attributed to 
him by his opponents. It is a very 
remarkable provision to be proposed by 
the Bishops and to be supported by 
the friends of Episcopacy—namely, that 
are should be given to the Home 

cretary to override the decision or 
desire of the Bishops with regard to 
this question. If Churchmen fully 
realised that in this matter the Bishop 
is to be completely set aside in favour 
of the Home Secretary they would vote 
against that provision of a Bill which 
they have hitherto so faithfully and 
consistently supported. I hope the 
Attorney General will see that the pro- 
vision in the Bill is really too drastic. 
I hope that the Attorney General will 
be able to accept this Amendment. It 
would operate, it seems to me, not only 
in the interests of the Bishop and the 
parishioners, but ultimately also in 
that of the clergyman himself. It 
would be very wrong, in my opinion, 
for a clergyman who has been convicted 
of a serious offence to be thrust again, 
by the mere word of the Home Secre- 
tary, upon unwilling parishioners, and 
against the wishes and decision of the 
Bishop of the diocese. 

(9.2.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: [I 
do not wish to go over the ground 
traversed by my hon. Friend. I can 
quite conceive that the clergyman him- 
self, against whom the proceedings had 
been taken, would not desire to go back 
to the same parish. There may be a 
coolness between him and his parish- 
ioners, although many of them may 
regard him as an innocent man. No 
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hardship will be inflicted upon the 
clergyman, because by the words we 
have already adopted in the clause, 
when a free pardon has been granted to 
him, the Bishop need not send him 
back to the same parish, but may prefer 
him to another living. I believe that 
there are many sensitive clergymen 
who would rather go to a living which 
would be of less value than be thrust 
back upon the living where the parish- 
ioners did not see eye to eye with him 
in regard to the charges made against 
him. It is one thing to say thata free 
pardon declares the innocence of the 
cle an, aad quite another to say he 
should be forced back upon his old 
parishioners. This is really the 
firs; Amendment on which we have 
been able to discuss the position of the 
parishioners. They may have @ 
suspicion that the free pardon did 
not whitewash the clergyman, which 
would destroy entirely the influence 
for good which his ministrations 
should possess. On these grounds I 
hope the Attorney General will accept 
the Amendment of my hon. Friend. 


Question put. 
(9.10.) The House divided :—Ayes. 
80 ; Noes 25.—(Div. List, No. 164.) 


On Motion of Sir Rickarp WEBSTER, 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :— 

Page 1, line 26, after “shall,” insert 
“within twenty-one days after receiving 
notice in writing of such pardon.” 

Amendment proposed, in page 2, 
line 1, to leave out sub-section (3) of 
Clause 1.—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the words : 

‘(3.) If any Act required under this section 
to be done by a bishop is not done within’ 
stand part of the Bill, put, and agreed 


to.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I now 
move the following Amendment :— 

Page 2, line 3, at end, add “and if it is not 
done by or under the authority of the Areh- 
bishop within such twenty-one days, the 
perferment shall become vacant at the end of 
that period of twenty-one days.” 

I cannot accept the clause as it stands, 
because it says that the Bishop 
may, or may not, obey the Act of 
Parliament. Moreover, it allows the 
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Archbishop to come in and to interfere 
with the authority of the Bishop, 
which I think Parliament ought not to 
assent to. I have been looking into 
this matter lately, and I have found 
that the great ecclesiastical authorities 
say that the Archbishop ought not 
to be allowed by the Canon Law 
to interfere with the Bishop in any act 
which the latter may think necessary 
for the government of his diocese. 
Therefore it is that I propose that if 
the Archbishop is brought in, and 
nothing is done within twenty-one 
days, the living shall be declared 
vacant. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 2, line 3, at end, add “and if it is 
mot done by or under the authority of the 
Archbishop within such twenty-one days, the 
preferment shall become vaeant at the end of 
that period of twenty-one days.” 


Question proposed, ‘‘That those 
words be there added.”’ 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I would 
ask the Attorney General this ques- 
tion: Supposing the Bishop refuses to 
take action in the matter, and that the 
Archbishop also refuses, which of the 
two can be compelled to perform the 
duty by mandamus—the Bishop or the 
Archbishop? There is nothing in this 
clause to decide the question-—it is not 
«carried to its proper conclusion; and I 
should like to know whether the hon. 
and learned Gentleman intends to make 
it complete by the insertion of words 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. ROBY (Lancashire, S.E., 
Eccles) : I really think the clause re- 
quires re-construction. I consider that 
if the Bishop does not within a cer- 
tain period declare the living vacant 
under such circumstances, it should 
become vacant without action on his 

I should like to hear what the 
Attorney General has to say upon the 
subject. 

Sr RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
matter has been most carefully con- 
sidered. It is intended to make the 
duty imperative. It should be done 
by the Ecclesiastical Authorities. If 
the Bishop does not declare the living 
vacant within twenty-one days it would 
<ertainly devolve upon the Archbishop 
to do so. 

Mr. Samuel Evans 


{COMMONS} 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I now 
propose the next Amendment which 
stands in my name on the Paper— 

In page 2, line 3, at end of Clause 1, to 
insert the words “and if it is not done by or 
under the authority of the Archbishop within 
twenty-one days, it shail be lawful for three 
cle en or five la from the diocese to 
notify such conviction order or finding as in 


this section s , and thereu 

ferment cudltieeas vacant,” Rs ”, 
I venture to say that under the 
cumbrous process proposed in this 
clause the last state of things will be 
worse than the first. If the Bishop 
and the Archbishop refuse to declare 
the living vacant, it should be open to 
clergymen or laymen to take steps to 
bring about that result. That, I think, 
is a reasonable remedy to provide, and 
the best way out of the difficulty. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 2, line3, at end of Clause 1, to 
insert the words “and if it is not done by or 
under the authority of the Archbishop within 
twenty-one days the preferment shall become 
vacant at the end of that period of twenty-one 
days.”"—(Mr. Samuel Evans:) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. THOMAS ELLIS: I am not 
sorry that my hon. Friend did not 
press the last Amendment to a Division. 
I hope that the Attorney General will 
accept thisproposition. It would brin 
deserved scandal on the Church, and, 
think, inflict great pain on Churchmen, 
if a Bishop or an Archbishop had to be 
compelled by mandamus to declare the 
preferment vacant under such circum- 
stances. I believe that the Amend- 
ment will carry out the real purpose of 
the Bill. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I wish to 
ask why the necessity for this proceed- 
ing should be forced upon the Bishop 
or Archbishop? Why not accept the 
Amendment, and thus get over the 
difficulty ? 

Question put. 


(9.30.) The House divided :—Ayes 
9; Noes 79.—(Div. List, No. 165.) 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I must 
accept the decision of the House on the 
last Amendment presented, and the 
Amendment on the top of the page has 








— 


OO Piet FOE. Oe Ch 6 0.0 & le 6 6.6 Gd 8 Oi OH Oh ten tb me bs ia es tk ee i eee 














501 Clergy Discipline 
also been provided for by the Attorney 
General in another part of the Bill. 
Therefore it is unnecessary to move the 
Amendment next standing in my name. 
The House has decided that an adjudi- 
cation in bankruptcy is not to be a 
sufficient disqualification of a clergy- 
man. By passing the first clause it 
has decided that bankruptcy shall not 
be one of the causes which shall ipso 

to declare a living vacant. Now we 
approach that part of the Bill in which 
we institute Courts, and which provides 
the procedure in order to deprive for 
any immorality, immoral conduct, or 
immoral habit. The Amendment Inow 
have to propose would make bankruptcy, 
with certain limitations, immoral con- 
duct within the meaning of the second 
section. The House will know that 
bankruptcy is not a disqualification per 
se, but I propose that it should be an 
act in respect of which complaint can 
be made against a clergyman in one of 
these Ecclesiastical Courts, and so that 
he may either be deprived of his living 
or suspended for a certain period. I 
think it would be a great advantage to 
the Bill if we declared an adjudication 
in bankruptcy to bring the clergyman 
within the possibility of prosecution 
under the section. Bankruptcy alone 
would not be sufficient to prosecute 
upon. If a clergyman can get an 
adjudication of bankruptcy annulled 
within six months, or if he obtains his 
discharge within six months with a 
certificate that the bankruptcy was 
caused by misfortune without mis- 
conduct on his part, then the Amend- 
ment will not apply. I would remind 
the House that this bankruptcy is an 
absolute disqualification with regard to 
all kinds of office. For instance, a 
man must cease to be a Town Councillor 
ora member of a School Board upon 
an adjudication for bankruptcy, and 
therefore I do not think it is too strong 
an order to ask that a parishioner if he 
desires, or a Bishop if he thinks fit, 
should be allowed to found a prose- 
cution upon bankruptcy which has been 
brought about by misconduct. I would 
remind the House that I confine the 
Amendment to cases where a man 
as been guilty of reckless living, 
gambling, and where there is no 
real justification for the course of 
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life pursued, so that a clergyman may no 
longer be bongs in by a sort of benefit 
which precludes prosecution. It is for 
the Court to decide whether the 
bankruptcy has been caused by such 
circumstances as would disqualify 
him. It may not be necessary to 
disqualify, but bankruptcy may have 
been caused by conditions which are 
bad enough to justify suspension for a 
time in order that his living may be 
sequestered. The Amendment is a 
reasonable one, and although there was 
a great deal to be said for ex- 
cluding bankruptcy adjudication 
from the first clause, it seems to me 
that nothing can be urged against its 
inclusion in Clause 2. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 2, line 6, after the word “him,” to 
insert words “or if he is adjudicated 
bankrupt, unless the adjudication of 
bankruptcy is annulled within six months, or 
unless he obtains from the Court his disc 
withim six months with a certificate to 
effect that his bankruptcy was caused by 
misfortune without any misconduct on his 
part.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*“Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: This 
Amendment is not only unnecessary, 
but it would be wrong to insert it. If 
a clergyman were guilty of habitual 
gambling or going to racecourses, or of 
reckless living, the acts will amount to 
immorality, and. he could already be 
prosecuted under the clause as_ it 
stands. The hon. Member suggests 
that if a simple case of bankruptcy 
supervenes, that of itself should 
constitute a right of proceeding inde- 
pendently of the morality of the act. 
The only protection he suggested was 
that the clergyman must obtain a 
certificate that the bankruptcy was 
caused by. misfortune; and not by 
misconduct on his own part. But 
how many persons become surety for 
others when they ought not to, and so 
become bankrupt? It is obvious that to 
insert this kind of clause would not in 
any way protect the parishioners against 
immorality, or even offences against 
ecclesiastical law, but would bring in a 
class of offence or charge founded 
simply upon the fact of bankruptcy. 
The question was amply discussed in 
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Committee by the Gentlemen who have 
conducted the whole of this discussion 
to-night. There are no right hon. 
Members who have again raised this 
question, and therefore I trust we may 
be allowed to proceed without reviving 
the question again and again. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Attor- 
ney General is wrong in attributing the 
discussion in the Grand Committee on 
Law to my hon. Friend and myseif. 
It was practically on a Motion by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Devon. 


*Smr RICHARD WEBSTER: It was 
not moved ; it was merely taken up. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: If I may 
be allowed to say so, the Attorney 
General is incorrect. The hon. Baronet 
did not press it to a Division, but there 
was a discussion on it. I would point 
out that some of the arguments used 
by the Attorney General are outside 
the mark. He has given the case of a 
clergyman who has become bankrupt 
in consequence of being surety for 
another. But surely such a case is 
covered by the last words of the Amend- 
ment of my hon. Friend relating to the 
certificate that the bankruptcy was not 
due to misconduct. I would point out 
to the House that there is a difference 
between a bankrupt clergyman and a 
trader in the same plight, each of whom 
has not kept books. The bankruptcy 
in the latter case would probably be 
attributable to gross negligence, and 
discharge would probably be refused. 
But the non-keeping of books would not 
be sufficient ground for depriving a 
clergyman of his living, or even sus- 
pending him for a term of years, be- 
cause a clergyman would not be called 
upon by any Court to keep accounts. 
I think that in the case of ministers at 
least it has been decided that the fact 
of their not keeping books of account 
is not a sufficient ground for refusing a 
discharge. If the Attorney General 
will take every case in which discharge 
can be refused, he will find that not one 
would be applicable to a cletgyman 
except fraud or extravagance were 
proved. I ask the House whether ex- 
ite oeg or anything of that kind 
would not alone be sufficient to utterly 
Cestroy any spiritual force a clergyman 


possessed ? 
Sir Richard Webster 


{COMMONS} 
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Question put. 
(9.55.) The House divided :—Ayes 
24; Noes 100.—(Div. List, No. 166.) 


On Motion of Mr. Rosy, the follow- 
ing Amendment was agreed to :—Clause 
2, page 2, line 7, to leave out the word 
“misconduct,” and insert the word 
“* conduct.” 


On Motion of Sir Richanp WEBSTER, 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :—Page 2, line 8, to leave out the 
words ‘‘ he is charged with,” and insert 
the word “ of.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg to 
propose to leave out the words ‘ Con- 
sistory Court,” in line 13 of Clause 2, 
in order to insert the words “‘ Provincial 
Court.” My object in moving this 
Amendment is to prevent this House 
restoring to the Consistory Courts the 
power of jurisdiction which they were 
deprived of some years ago, as the 
result of the Report of the Commis- 
sioners sonality | for the purpose of 
inquiring into the condition of Eccle- 
siastical Courts. One of the reasons 
given by the Commissioners for 
depriving these Courts of their 
jurisdiction, was that there was not 
sufficient remuneration td induce a 
capable practitioner to settle down as 
a Judge. Since that time we have 
curtailed the emoluments of these 
Courts enormously, so that the 
objection raised then not only 
holds good now, but is even stronger. 
There are twenty-six different 
Courts ; and in~ order to effectively 
carry out this Bill, if you retain 
the words ‘“ Consistory Court,’’ you 
must have an efficient bar at these 
places to deal with ecclesiastical law. 
Take the case of St. David’s with a 
population of a few thousands. Is it 
not simple folly to establish Consistory 
Courts to try cases of the importance 
you propose shall be tried in these 
Courts in a place like that? It is pro- 
posed in this Bill that cases of immoral 
conduct against clergymen which ma 
result in depriving him of his stipen 
for three years, and perhaps leave an 
indelible stain upon hischaracter, shalt 
be tried in an outlandish place like St. 
David’s, where you cannot get efficient 
counsel without importing them. WhatI 
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pose is that Provincial Courts shall 
7” substituted for those Consistory 
Courts, and I venture to submit that 
they will be found adequate for dealing 
with eases of this sort. 


Amendment proposed, in page 2, 
line 13, to leave out the words ‘‘ Con- 
sistory Court of the diocese,” and in- 
sert the words ‘“ Provincial Court.’’— 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury) : I would point out that three 
or four Welsh Members have been dis- 
cussing Clause 1 for five hours. If we 
go on at that rate the House will be 
unable to adjourn until far into August. 
I do not like to move the Closure 
now, but I will appeal to hon. Members 
opposite to say whether this folly— 
(“Order, order!’’)—whether this course 
of conduct is calculated toraise them in 
the estimation of their friends opposite or 
in the estimation of their constituencies 
in Wales. I maintain that in acting 
as they have been doing they are not 
supported by the Welsh people, and I 
appeal to the House and to you, Mr. 
Speaker, to say if this thing is to 
continue any longer ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have never 
known a Bill on Report debated in 
this way. I have never known such 
elementary and long speeches made on 
every Amendment; and I must say that 


if this sort of thing continues the 


House has the remedy in its own 
hands. 

Mr. S. EVANS: If we do not 
present arguments ourselves sufficient 
to satisfy hon. “Members on this ques- 
tion, I can cite authorities against the 
establishment of these Consistory Courts 
which I think may appeal to them. 
The late Archbishop Thomson, speakin, 
in 1888 of these Courts, sebinel 
in unfavourable terms to them, and 
said there would be difficulty in getting 
them to work harmoniously. That is 
an authority which hons Members 
opposite may perhaps place some store 
by. As the result of the Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to examine 
into these Courts, they were abolished 
at very great expense to the country, 
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and I think the House should con- 
tinue to abide by the recommendations 
of those Commissioners. It seems to 
me that the onus lies upon those 
who wish to re-establish them 
to show that they will admit of 
a simplified procedure and enable 
the law to be carried out effectively. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On Motion of Sir Ricuarp Wes- 
STER, the following Amendment was 
to :— 
line 14, after the word “ 
ma. Ky insert the words “and BE pot 
prosecuted and tried.” 

Mr. 8. EVANS: I propose that sub- 
section (a) of Clause 2 be omitied. One 
great objection I have against this Clause 
is that it places in the hands of the 
Bishop of the diocese the power to dis- 
allow any prosecution. I do not think 
it is likely that any proceedings will be 
instituted unless some good ground exists 
forthem; and I may point out that there 
is a provision in the Bill to the effect 
that the prosecutor may, at any stage 
of the proceedings, be ordered to give 
security for costs. Surely that is a 
strong safeguard against frivolous or 
vexatious proceedings being taken. 
Let the House consider what the effect 
will be of giving power to the Bishop 
of the diocese to disallow prosecutions. 
A particular Bishop may be opposed to 
this Bill, and although the House may 
desire to purge the Church they are 
placing in the hands of such a Bishop 
the power to stop prosecutions, and so 
far render the Bill inoperative, because 
there is no appeal from his decision. 
That seems to me an important matter, 
and | think the sub-section should be 
omitted. 


Amendment proposed, in 
line 16, to leave out sub-section (a) of 
Clause 2.—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question, ‘“‘ That Sub-section (a) of 
Clause 2 stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and agreed to. 

Mr. PHILIPPS: I have to propose 
as an Amendment that Sub-section (b) 
of Clause 2 be left out. The provision 
of this sub-section is that the prosecutor 
may at any stage of the proceedings be 
otdered to give security for costs, 
unless the offence alleged in the prose- 


page 2 


@, 
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cution is one of which. the clergyman 
has been convicted by a Temporal 
Court. I think the reason for leaving 
out this sub-section is sufficiently 
obvious. In mosi cases the prosecutors 
under this Bill will be r men— 
namely, churchwardens, who as a rule 
will be farmers in country parishes and 
tradesmen in small towns. There will 
be great difficulty in getting these men 
to prosecute a io apry for any mis- 
conduct if he is liable at any part of the 
proceedings to be called upon to give 
security for costs, because everyone 
knows what overwhelming evidence 
will be required to obtain the conviction 
of a clergyman for immorality. It 
must be the desire of the Government 
to encourage prosecutions for the pur- 
pose of getting rid of criminous clerks ; 
and I think therefore they should agree 
to omit this sub-section, otherwise the 
Bill will be to a large extent in- 
effective. 


Amendment proposed, in page 2, 
line 19, to leave out Sub-section (b).— 
(Mr. Philipps.) 

Question proposed, ‘That Sub- 
section (b) of Clause 2 stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The only 

ssible reason in favour of a provision 
for prosecutors to be called upon at 
any stage of the proceedings to give 
security for costs has been removed by 
the decision of the House not to deprive 
the Bishop of the diocese of the power 
to disallow a prosecution that he may 
consider to be too vague or frivolous to 
to justify a prosecution. As my hon. 
Friend has pointed out most of the 
prosecutors would be poor men, and to 
provide that such persons shall give 
security for costs out of his own pro- 
perty is ndt a rational course, and J 
shall oppose it. It is to the interest of 
the parishioners that an immoral 
clergyman should be prosecuted, and 
I therefore think that security for 
costs should be given out of the rates, 
if at all. 

Question put. 

(10.30.) The House divided :—Ayes 
124 ; Noes 23.—(Div. List, No. 167.) 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I move, in 
Clause 2, 2, line 25, to leave out 


Mr. Philipps 
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from “‘of whom,” to “ appointments,” 
in line 27. I understand that the 
Attorney General accepts this Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. EVANS: I move, in Clause 2, 
page 2, line 39, to leave out “ either,” 
and in line 30 from “or that” to the 
end of the sub-section. At present the 
verdict may be found by a majority of 
the assessors, of whom theré are five, 
and I desire on behalf of the clergymen 
to make it read that the verdict shall 
be unanimous. I ‘do not, however, 
care very much about it if the Attorney 
General is not anxious to have it in. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 2, line 29, to leave out the word 
“ either.”"—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question, ‘‘ That the word ‘ either’ 
stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed 
to. 


(10.39.) Mr. EVANS: The next 
Amendment that stands in my name is 
one that we consider very important. 
It deals with the procedure to be em- 
ployed. Anybody has the right to 
become a prosecutor, and I propose that 
the parishioners or inhabitants of & 
parish may appear as third parties to the 
proceeding. That is not a very revo- 
lutionary proposal. We know that in 
matters in which Corporations are in- 
terested they can appear as third parties, 
and I see no reason why that principle 
should not be applied in this case. I 
see no argument that can: be used 
against it, and it seems to me that ina 
matter of this kind, where the parish- 
ioners are vitally interested, they 
should be allowed to bé parties to the 
suit. I beg to move the Amendment. 
which stands in my name. 


Amendment proposed, 


At theend of Clause 2, page2, line 39, to insert. 
hora yor y= an In any such prosecution or 
rial, and in all appeals or proceedings ari 
thereout, the parishioners or inhabitants 
the ecclesiastical parish or concerned 


i and may be repre- 
sented bycounsel, and act in all things as such 
parties.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 
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- Ms. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think 
we ought to have some intimation from 
the Government as to the view they 
take of this proposal, because it repre- 
sents a very important principle. In 
an earlier part of the clause there is 
power for a certain number of the 

ishioners to appear before the Court, 
Bat this is a totally different proposal. 
This gives the power where somebod 
else is the prosecutor and the serio 
has not taken the initiative for the parish 
to be represented in Court. This power 
is given in the High Court, and I 
believe in the County Court, and I do 
not see why it should also not be given 
in the Ecclesiastical Court. 


Question put. 


(10.45.) The House divided :—Ayes 
26; Noes 133.—(Div. List, No. 168.) , 


(10.51.) Mr. EVANS: I beg to 
move, in Clause 3, page 2, line 40, 
after ‘‘ may,” to insert “ with the leave 
of the Court.” The first sub-section 
of this clause gives the right to either 
party to appeal from the Consistory 
Court with respect to any matter of 
law. I venture to think it is the duty 
of this House when setting up these 
Consistory Courts to make them strong 
enough to decide questions of law with- 
out the necessity of any appeal. The 
circumstances that have driven the 
Bishops as representing the Church of 
England to this House with Bills of 
this description show that my Amend- 
ment is necessary. The complaint 
against the present procedure is that it 
is dilatory and expensive, and the 
reason of that is the frequent appeals 
on frivolous questions of law. Some 
points of law are material and others 
are not, and I propose that the Court 
should have the power to say whether 
there shall be an appeal—that is to 
say, whether there is a legal point in- 
volved on which it is desirable to have 
the opinion of a higher tribunal. If 
that is not done, the man who has the 
longest purse will be able to starve out 
the opposing litigant. 

(10.53.) Sma RICHARD WEBSTER: 
Before you put that Question, Mr. 
Speaker, I should like to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the Amendment 
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which is moved by the hon. Member 
(Mr. S. Evans) and to ask your ruling. 
I should like to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that with 
reference to this clause there are 
no fewer than twenty-three Amend- 
ments put down in the names of 
two hen. Members. They are, in 
fact, attempts to import into this Bill, 
and have discussed, matters which are 
nothing but matters of practice, and 
which in all other Bills of a similar 
kind have always been dealt with by 
rules. I ask your permission to call 
attention to what has been the result 
of the practice which has been adopted 
by hon. Members opposite. There 
are sitting behind me hon. Gentle- 
men who take a great interest in this 
Bill, who are interested in the Church 
of England, and who desire to see 
this Bill made a useful measure. But 
the result of the mode in which this 
discussion has been carried on has been 
that these hon. Members have been 
reduced to silence, and there have been 
delivered to this House speeches which, 
with all deference to hon. Members, I 
venture to say have been useless for all 
purposes of discussion. They have 
not tended in the smallest degree either 
to improve the Bill or to assist the 
House; and having regard to the 
character of these Amendments, I ask 
your permission to move that the 
Question be now put that Clause 3 and 
Clause 4 down to line 32 stand part 
of the Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I can only put 
part of that Motion. We are now 
dealing with Clause 3, and I can put 
that to the House. 


(10.57.) Question put, “That the 
Question that Clause 3 stand part of 
the Bill be now put.” 


The House divided:—Ayes 137 
Noes 24.—(Div. List, No. 169.) 


(11.5.) Question put accordingly, 
“That Clause 3 stand part of the 
Bill.” 

The House divided:—Ayes 151 ; 
Noes 21.—-(Div. List, No. 170.) 


(11.15.) Mr. EVANS: I beg 
move— 
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Clause 4, page 3, line 19, after “ offence ” 
-—— " py ee when the offence 
shall first have been found out or 
ascertained.” 

I venture to think that this is an 
Amendment which will commend 
itself to the learned Attorney General. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 3, line 19, after the word “ offence ” 
to insert the words “or from the date when 
the offence shall first have been found out or 
ascertained.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and negatived. 


(11.16.) On Motion of Sir Richarp 
Wesster, the following Amendment 
was agreed to:—Clause 4, page 3, 
line 33, leave out ‘‘ in a case in which,” 
ana insert ‘“‘ after.” 


(11.17.) Mr. EVANS: I beg to 
move, in page 3, line 37, to leave out 
“except in the case of a summary 
conviction.” This is an exception 
which weakens the Bill considerably, 
and I fail to see any necessity for it. 


I think this provision should be 
omitted. 
Amendment proposed, 


In page 3, line 37, to leave out the words 
except in the case of a summary convic- 
tion.”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 

Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 


put, and agreed to. 

(11.18.) Sr RICHARD WEBSTER: 

I beg to move— 

line 38, at end, add—“ In the event 
tune prem mation om or finding, by or 
‘before a temporal court, as renders a clergy- 
man liable under this Act, the court shall 
cause the prescribed certificate of the convic- 
tion, order, cr finding to be sent to the bisho 
of the diocese in which the court sits, and su 
certificate shall be preserved in the registry 
of that diocese, or of any other diocese 
to which it may be sent by direction of the 
ge sed, “That th 

Question pro , “Tha ose 
words be there aided.” 

(11.19.) Mr. EVANS: I have no 
objection to this Amendment. I have 
merely to thank the learned Attorney 
General for having now accepted b 
‘the addition of these words an Amend- 
ment which I moved on another portion 
of the Bill. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Samuel Evans 
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(11.20.) Mr. EVANS: I beg to move— 

In Clause line 4 « 
cerned,” toners * be Bde wa onan 
manner by the pari of the parish or 
inhabitants of place concerned, and to the 
wishes of the same parishioners or inhabi- 
tants declared in the prescribed manner.” 

I venture to draw the attention of the 
House to the importance and serious- 
ness of this Amendment. It is declared 
in this section that when a clergyman 
is under the Act adjudged guilty, regard 
shall be had in considering the sentence 
to the interests of the ecclesiastical 
parish or place concerned. I wish to 
ask the learned Attorney General how 
the Court are to decide what is for the 
interest of the ecclesiastical parish or 
place concerned, and what is not. The 
people who are competent to declare 
what is for the interest of the parish 
or place concerned are the parishioners 
themselves or the inhabitants of the 
parish. I know one stock argument 
against this Amendment is that the 
parish contains not only poor Church 
people, but Nonconformists, and that 
it would be necessary to allow Noncon- 
formists to attend the Vestries in 
order to declare what the interest of 
the parish is. Well, we are told that 
we are all members of the Church of 
England. But I venture to say, on 
behalf of the Nonconformists, that 
there would be no difficulty on that 
head at all. We have no desire to 
interfere in the internal arrangements 
of the Church of England. 


Amendment proposed, 
In 3, line 41, after the word “ con- 


ce Wee ttre ey ind ee 
the prescribed manner by parishioners 0: 
the parish or inhabitants of the place con- 
cerned, and to the wishes of the same parish- 
ioners or inhabitants declared in the pre- 
scribed manner.”— (Mr. Samuel Evans,) 


Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(11.21.) Mr. THOMAS ELLIS: I 
hope the learned Attorney General 
having placed at the end of the last 
clause an Amendment which my hon. 
and learned Friend had previously 
moved will, at any rate, not only give 
some consideration to this Amendment, 
but see that the parishioners, whether 
Nonconformists or Churchmen, are 





allowed to have, as they ought to have, 
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some voice in the decision of these 
matters. I hope the learned Attorney 
General will give us some reason why 
he cannot accept this Amendment. 


Question put. 
The House divided:—Ayes 26; 
Noes 147.—{(Div. List, No. 171.) 


(11.33.) Mr. Arrorney GENERAL 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question, ‘That Clause 5 
stand part of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“‘ That the Question, 
‘That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill,’ 
be now put.” 


The House divided:—Ayes 152; 
Noes 26.—(Div. List, No. 172.) 


Question put accordingly, ‘ That 


Clause 5 stand part of the Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes 158 ; 
Noes 19.—(Div. List, No. 173.) 


(11.58.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I 
beg to move, in page 4, line 23, to leave 
out the words, ‘‘ The Rule Committee.” 
I propose this Amendment because I 
consider that the House should not 
delegate to such a body extensive 
powers relating to procedure, practice, 
costs, expenses, and fees. The adop- 
tion of such a course would be 
quite unprecedented, and I am sure 
the House would not be justified in 
sanctioning it. I would also point out 
that the clause says nothing about the 
character of the sentences which may 
be passed under this Act. It simply 
says that the powers shall be delegated 
to a Committee of four or five persons. 
It may be considered that this is 
a matter of utter insignificance, 
but I do not regard it as such. 
I challenge any Member on that side of 
the House to point out a single Bill 
embracing a proposal of this character 
submitted to the House of Commons 
before.: Under the circumstances, I 
am sure it is but right that discussion 


- Should be afforded. Where you have 


& proposal of this unexampled character, 
I think it ought not to be handed over 
to the Law Committee. In the Bill of 
last year you had five pages of fourteen 
clauses dealing exclusively, with the 
question of procedure, and now you 
VOL. VV.‘ [FouRTH SERIES.] 
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propose in the course of one clause, 
two sub-sections, and something like 
half a e, to deal with the same 
matter. consider last year’s Billa 
condemnation of the proceedings of the 
Government on this occasion. 


Amendment proposed, in page 4, line 
23, to leave out the words‘‘the Rule 
Committee.” —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Question, ‘“‘That the words ‘the 
Rule Committee’ stand part of the 
Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Lanca- 
shire, N.E., Darwen) : I beg to move, in 
Clause 6, page 4, line 32, to leave out 
from ‘‘ the” to “ appointment,” in line 
34, inclusive. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. EVANS: I should like to know 
from the Government whether they 
propose to leave out from the operation 
of the Rule Committee the appoint- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Consis- 
tory Court. In the multifarious duties 
entrusted to the Rule Committee by 
the Bill is the appointment of Deputy 
Chancellor. I agree that the powers 
given to the Rule Committee under 
this section are absolutely unprece- 
dented; there is a complete delega- 
tion of the work of Parliament with 
reference to these various matters. 
They are even allowed to decide where 
the Consistory Court shall sit. 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I am 
much surprised to hear what has fallen 
from the hon. and learned Member. 
The hon. Member, having put down in 
his own name a new clause to the same 
effect as the Amendment now before 
the House, I communicated with him, 
and [ proposed to accept the Amend- 
ment of the noble Lord on this ground. 
Inasmuch as the Bishop appoints the 
Chancellor, it was thought right that the 
same authority should. appoint : the 
Deputy Chancellor. I madethat under- 
standing with the hon. Member, and 
he was satisfied with it. Certainly he 
indicated no objection of the kind he 
has we inf I should not have 
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asked the noble Lord to move it except 
that I thought I was keeping faith. 


Mr. EVANS: I was not aware that 
this had any connection with any other 
Amendment of the noble Lord. It is 
true that a communication 
between the Attorney Sonal clad 
rayself, the result of which was that I 
said I would not move a certain Amend- 
ment. But this is the exclusion of the 


words, and not the proposition on an 
Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


The ATTORNEY GENERAL rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the 
Question ‘ That Clause 6, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“‘ That the Question 
‘ That Clause 6, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


(12.7.) The House divided :—Ayes 
152; Noes 23.—(Div. List, No. 174.) 


Question put accordingly, ‘That 
Clause 6, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


(12.20.) The House divided :—Ayes 
159 ; Noes 18.—(Div. List, No. 175.) 


The ArrorNEY GENERAL rose in his 
ewe and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the 
estion, ‘ That the words of Clause 7, 
down to the word “‘ Act,” in page 5, line 
30, stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“‘ That the Question, 
‘ That the words of Clause 7, down to 
the word “ Act,” in e 5, line 30, 
stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


(12.30.) The House divided :—Ayes 
149; Noes 28.—(Div. List, No. 176.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the words of Clause 
7, down to the word ‘ Act,’ in page 5, 
line 30, stand of the Bill,” put 
accordingly, and agreed to. 


On Motion of Sir Ricuarp WEBSTER 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :— 

Clause 7, page 5, line to leave out 
the word “misconduct,” and insert “ con- 
duct” ; and after the word “habit,” to insert 
the words “ or of any offence against the laws 

iastical being an offence against morality, 
and not ‘& question of doctrine or ritual.” 


Viscount CRANBORNE: As a con- 
sequential Amendment on what we 
Sir Richard Webster 
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have already passed, I beg to move as 
an addition to this clause— 

“The Bishop may appoint chan- 
chancellor a writ or poh the seven 


years’ standing, or the holder of a judicial ap- 
pointment.” 

Mr. EVANS: Ona point of Order, 
Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask if 
that can now be moved? It is down 
as an Amendment to a previous clause 
which has been carried by the Closure. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
is in order. It was put down to the 
previous clause by mistake. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 7, line 32, at the end of Clause 7, to 
insert, as a new sub-seetion, the words “(5.) 
The Bishop may appoint as a deputy chan- 
cellor a barrister of not less than seven years’ 
standing, or the holder of a judicial appoint- 
ment.”—( Viscount Cranborne.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. EVANS: I should like to know 
how this is to be added to the clause ? 


Srrm RICHARD WEBSTER: Thisis 
a@ new sub-section. 


Mr. EVANS: It is not down asa 
new sub-section, and it seems to me 
that it will make the clause read ina 
nonsensical fashion. 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
Amendment as it was shown to me 
before it was handed to the Table was 
prefixed by the numeral “five,” and 
commenced with a capital letter. It 
is intended as a new sub-section. 


Mr. EVANS: We do not know what 
is handed in at the Table. We only 
know what is down on the Paper. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: On the 
merits of the Amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
I must say something. I do not think 
so important an appointment as this 
should be left to the Bishop. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I rise 
to order, Mr. Speaker. I beg to ask 
whether this Amendment is not purely 
consequential ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is consequential. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: What I 
object to, Mr. Speaker, is that this 
appointment should rest with the 
Bishop. It is a very important ap- 
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pointment, because the Chancellor has 
not only to judge of questions of fact, 
but also of —t of law. You are 


very about the appointment of 
the assessors ; but when it comes to the 
appointment of an officer who must 
necessarily have legal qualifications, it 
is left in the hands of the Bishop, who 
has absolutely no legal knowleged 
whatever. The proposal is unreason- 
able and inconsistent with what we 
have always passed. 


Question put. 
(12.47.) The House divided :—Ayes 
146 ; Noes 23.—(Div. List, No. 177.) 


On Motion of Sir Freperick MILNER, 
Clause 8 omitted. 


Mr. ArToRNEY GENERAL rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question, ‘That the words 
of Clause 9 down to the word “ disci- 
pline,” in page 6, line 14, stand part of 
the Bill,’ be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question, 
“That the words of Clause 9 down to 
the word “discipline,” in page 6, line 14, 
stand part of the Bill,’ be now put.” 


(12.56.) The House divided :—Ayes 
146; Noes 25.—(Div. List, No. 178.) 


Question, ‘“ That the words of 
Clause 9 down to the word ‘ discipline,’ 
in page 16, line 14, stand part of the 
Bill,” put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Amendment, proposed, 

In Clause 9, pase 6, line 14, after “ disci- 
pline,” add—* expressions ‘immoral act, 
*immoral misconduct,’ and ‘immoral habit’ 
shall include such acta, conduct, and habits as 
are prescribed by the seventy-fifth and one 
bun and ninth canons issued by the Con- 
vocation of the Province of Canterbury in the 
year one thousand six hundred ont Gea 
(Mr, Lloyd-George.) 

Question proposed, 
words be there added.” 

(1.9.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I 
do not object to the definition, but I 
cannot allow the opportunity to pass 
without a protest against the insertion 
of the admission in an Act of Parliament 
that these Canons have any force at 
all. Iam surprised that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for by is 
not here to join in the protest. I have 


“That those 
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read the Canons, and I must say the 
contain bad definitions of immo 
acts and misconduct. My only cbjec- 
tion is to the admission of them as 
Canons. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Words added. 


Mr. Arrorney GENERAL rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the 
Question ‘ That Clause 10 stand part 
of the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That Clause 10 stand part of the Bill,’ 
be now put.” 


(1.10.) The House divided :—Ayes 
144; Noes 25.—(Div. List, No. 179.) 


Question, “‘That Clause 10 stand 
part of the Bill,” put accordingly, 
and agreed to. 


Mr. Arrorney GENERAL rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the 
Question, ‘That Clause 11 stand 
of the Bill’ be now put;” but i 
SPEAKER withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question, 
remarking that there was notice of but 
one Amendment. 


Amendment om oa in page 6, 
lines 33 and 34, to leave out the words 
‘‘three months,” and insert the words 


‘seven days.” —(Mr. Philipps.) 


Question, ‘‘That the words ‘three 
months’ stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and agreed to. 

Amendment pro , in the Title, 
to add, at the end thereof, the words 
“of the Church of England.” — (Mr. 
Samuel Evans.) 


Question put, ‘“‘That those words 
be there added.” 


(1.20.) The House divided :—Ayes 
35; Noes 130.—(Div. List, No. 180.) 

Motion made, and Question pat, 
“‘ That the Bili be now read the thi 
time.” —(Mr. Attorney General.) 

(1.30.) The House divided:—Ayes 
145; Noes 17.—(Div. List, No. 181.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL (No. 292). 
COMMITTEE. 

Order for Committee read. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): This 
is a non-contentious Bill so far as Irish 
Members are concerned, and I invite 
the right hon. Gentleman to take the 
Committee now. 

Bill considered in Committee, and 
reported, without Amendment; to be 
read the third time To-morrow, at Two 
of the clock. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL.—(No. 342.) 

Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL.—(No. 340.) 
Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL.—(No. 352.) 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; to be read 

the third time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL (No. 2) 
BILL.—(No. 298.) 

' Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed] ; to be read 

the third time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) 
BILL.—(No. 343.) 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


THEATRES AND PLACES OF ENTER- 
TAINMENT. 

Report from the Select Committee, 

with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 


and read 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be prieted. 


[No. 240.} 
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| CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL: 


Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow, at Two of the clock. 


CORPORATIONS (STAMP DUTIES) 
BILL.—(No. 338) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


MOTIONS. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (NO. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 397.] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 398] 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) [GRANT]. 
Committee to consider of authorising the 
Payment, out of moneys to be provided by 
arliament, of am annual Grant in Aid of 
Education in Elemen Schools, under the 
visions of any Act of nt Session to 
improve National Education in  [relandi 
(Queen’s Recommendation sigzaified), To- 
morrow, at Two of the clock, 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) [BILL]. 
Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 396.} 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Secretary Matthews, Bill 
to amend and consolidate the Acts relating to- 
ro yan Ceneets Bowe Britain, ordered 
to t in r. Secre Matthews 
and Mr Beaart Wortley. ws 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 401,}; 


REFORMATORY SCHOOLS BILL. 


On Motion of Mr, Secretary Matthews, Bill 
to amend and consolidate the Acts relating to 
Reformatory Ssoools in Great Britain, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Matthews 
and Mr. Stuart Wortley. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 402.j 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, 3rd June, 1892. 





The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





MERSEY AND [RWELL (PREVENTION 
OF POLLUTION) BILL (by Order). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Order of the House of the 17th 
day of March, 1892, ‘ That, in the case of Bills 
reported from the Committee on Police and 
Sanitary Regulations, three clear days shall 
intervene between the date when the Report 
of the Committee is circulated with the Votes 
and the consideration of the Bill,’ be suspended 
in the case of the Mersey and Irwell ven- 
tion of Pollution) Bill, and that the Standing 

84, 214, 215, and 239 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now taken into consideration, 
provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited.”—(Mr. M‘Lagan.) 

(2.15.) Sm HENRY JAMES (Bury, 
Lancashire): I have to oppose this 
Motion for the suspension of the Stand- 
ing Orders, though I am afraid there are 
not many Members present whom I 
can hope to influence in opposition to 
the Motion. The Bill has been con- 
sidered by the Police and Sanitary 
Regulations Committee, and if the 
Standing Orders are suspended now, 
and the Bill is carried through its 
stages now, it will not receive that 
attention which, under the peculiar 
circumstances, it ought to receive. The 
Bill is promoted by the Lancashire 
County Council, which has certain 
powers conferred upon it by the Rivers 
Pollution Act of 1876; but without any 
attempt to put those powers into ex- 
ecution, the Committee of the Council 
have introduced this Bill, which is of 
&@ very exceptional character. Of 
course, I cannot go through the 
evidence given before the Committee, 
which goes to show that the River 
Irwell does require relief from pollution. 
That something should be done to 
relieve the river from _ pollution 
there is no doubt; but the Rivers 
Pollution Act of 1876 gives the 
power to deal with it to the Local 
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Authority under the authority of 
the Local Government Board. The 
Board is the impartial authority in the 
interest of the public, but this Biil 
seeks to get rid of this impartial 
tribunal in reference to these rivers, 
leaving the matter entirely with the 
County Council. The Local Govern- , 
ment d has reported on this Bill 
that it is of a very exceptional character 
in many respects, and that it proposes 
to put in force in this area to which 
it relates provisions altogether differing 
from those in operation in other parts 
of the country; that it proposes to 
confer powers of a very stringent 
character far in excess of the ordi 
powers of County Councils an 
Sanitary Authorities under the general 
law, and that it removes the safeguards 
Parliament has provided under the 
Rivers Pollution Act of 1876 in the 
interest of manufacturers and others, 
transferring the powers of the Board 
under that Act to a Joint Committee of 
the County Councils of Lancashire and 
Cheshire. The Police and Sanitary 
lations Committee, though they 
had this Report of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, yet have sanctioned this 
Bill; so far as I can see, the only 
reason they have for saying that this 
Act of 1876 is inefficient is that a lo 
period has elapsed since 1876, but 
scarcely think this is sufficient to alter 
the general law for a particular district. 
I wish to speak with the greatest 
respect of the judgment of the 
Committee, and I am sure the 
Chairman (Sir Francis 8. Powell) acts 
on that Committee with the greatest 
impartiality, but I think he naturally 
is disposed to regard with favour the 
views of the County Council of Lan- 
cashire. Now it happens that we are 
asked to set aside the general law, and 
that hurriedly, in the absence of the 
President and Secretary of the Local 
Government Board and of the Chair- 
man of Committees. So we have not 
a single representative of those whe 
are specially entitled to speak on a 
matter of be s kind. Sag = 4 
that anything is to i 
pressing forward the Third i 
now, and Task the House not to 
the Standing Orders, because I think 
— ould have due notice of 
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what is proposed to be done. Ona 
Motion for dealing with the Standing 
Orders, I cannot, of course, discuss 
the merits of the Bill, but I may 
say that my constituents are anxious 
that the river should be secured from 
pollution, but they wish that this 
should be done under the general law ; 
and with the mitigating authorit 
of the Local Government Board. 
They do not wish that legislation 
should be hurried through, and they 
fear that the incidence of the rating 
under the Bill will throw an undue 
proportion of the burden upon the 
occupiers. No doubt the hon. Baronet 
the Chairman of the Coramittee (Sir 
Francis S. Powell) will insist on the 
necessity of something being done, 
seeing that the river is in such a bad 
state; but while I assent to that, I 
am bound to say the feeling among my 
constituents is so strongly against this 
exceptional mode of dealing with the 
question that I shall, if I get a Member 
to tell with me, take the sense of the 
House on this Motion. 

*(2.23.) Sm FRANCIS SHARP 
POWELL (Wigan): As Chairman of 
the Committee I may be allowed to 
say that I did not in Committee say 
that the Act of 1876 was to be con- 
demned because it was passed 
sixteen years ago; but I did say 
that the defects in that Act were 
well known, and had been remedied 
partly by the passing of Local Acts and 
partly by the Public Health Act of 
1890. The latter Act limits the re- 
strictive features of the Act of 1876. 
It has been adopted by the authorities 
of various areas, including within their 
jurisdiction nearly 14,000,000 of people, 
among others, by the Corporation 
of Bury. More thar that, there 
is a representative of the Corpora- 
tion of Bury upon this Joint Com- 
mittee, and to that extent the Gorpo- 
ration of Bury sanctioned the Bill. 
This fact was not without influence 
upon my mind when we came to a con- 
clusion in favour of this Bill. My 
right hon. Friend has referred to 
the Report of the Local Government 
Board, and I think it is scarcely a 
proper use of those Reports to bring 
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them thus before the House of 
Commons. Such a Report is not a 
os yen Reports Sigh 
for guidance and suggestion. ey are 
cen evaaal in athe cniguhen eal 
I have had on other occasions to soothe 
the susceptibilities of Members of the 
Committee who have taken exception 
tothe departmental phraseology, which, 
I know, means far less than is 
said. It is the duty of the Committee to 
investigate all the circumstances of each 
case, including the suggestions in the 
Local Government Report ; and this we 
did in the present instance. The Report 
says the Bill is of an exceptional 
character in many respects, and no 
doubt it is; but the whole circum- 
stances are of an exceptional character, 
and require an exceptional remedy. 
The health of large populations is 
affected by the state of the river, which 
existing legislation has not been found 
effective to, deal with. I sincerely 
hope the Bill will not be lost, for 
it is a matter of the greatest concern to 
Lancashire. It has the unanimous 
support of the County Council and of 
the Joint Committee, who have found 
the Rivers Pollution Act ineffective 
owing to its restrictions, and, indeed, 
that Act may be almost said to be 
a dead letter. It is the strong opinion 
of all having any local responsibility 
that the state of the river is dangerous 
both to the health and moral condition 
of the people near it, and that no time 
should be lost in dealing with the 
danger. The Bill does contemplate 
some diminution of the power of the 
Local Government Board, but the 
power it will confer on the County 
Authorities will, I believe, enable them 
to deal effectually with the evil, avoiding 
in this urgent condition of things long 
controversies with the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I am anxious not to 
occupy the time of the House, for time 
under present circumstances is precious. 
I am most anxious that this Bill should 
not be lost. I speak with a full sense 
of the urgent need of this legislation ; I 
speak on behalf of the County Council. 
of the Joint Committee, and I am glad 
to speak on behalf of thousands—aye, of 
millions—of that working class whom I 
represent here, and whose lot I desire 
to ameliorate. I am quite sure that 
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the Bill will be of the greatest benefit 
to the poorer populations, and that it 
will be regarded as a calamity if the 
Bill should be lost for this Session. I 
hope the House will, by a suspension 
of its Standing Orders, allow the Bill to 

its remaining stage, and it will, I 
ae lead to a speedy removal of the 
evils under which the people have so 
long suffered. 


Mr. JACOB BRIGHT (Manchester, 
$.W.): It would be a matter of 
extreme regret if the Bill were lost. 
As we have been told, the County 
Councils of Cheshire and Lancashire, 
and the Corporation of Manchester, 
and many other important places are 
in favour of it. The condition of the 
rivers Mersey and Orwell is an absolute 
scandal, and the necessity for the Bill 
cannot be questioned, so that I hope 
it will be allowed to pass. 


(3.31.) Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, 
N.): I should like to say a few words 
on the matter from a general point of 
view. I think it is most unfortunate 
that a Motion to suspend the 
Standing Orders should be brought 
forward in the way this has been 
brought forward. The House should 
never agree to any alteration of the 
general law of the land in favour of 
any particular district unless the 
strongest possible case is made out for 
it. I agree with the right hon. 
Member for Bury (Sir H. James), and 
think the people of Bury are entitled 
to some consideration in the matter. 
It cannot be said that the people of 
Bury are not anxious to do what is 
right, for the fact is proved by their 
having adopted the provisions of the 
Public Health Act, 1890. If exceptional 
treatment is to be dealt out, let it be 
done after full consideration, and I 
invite the House, not so much in the 
interests of the people of Bury as of 
the community at large, to hesitate 
before, in a hasty and ill-considered 
manner, they agree to the action of the 
Police and Sanitary Committee in 
settin; aside the general law of the 
land in this case for the purpose of 
put.ing pressure on the people of Bury. 
I shall be pleased to follow the right 
hon. Gentleman into the Lobby as a 
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protest inst what I consider a 
hasty and ill-considered attempt to 
force the House to proceed in an 
unnecessary way in the case of B 
which would establish a dangerous 
precedent. 


(3.37.) Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, 
Mid): As I understood the arguments 
of the right hon. Member for Bury 
(Sir Henry James) they were in great 
part based on the fact that, owing 
to the existing system of rating, 
the Bill might press unfairly on a cer- 
tain portion of the population. Even 
if it be so, as a Member of the Com- 
mittee which sat on the Bill, I believe 
the evil is such a great one, that a ques- 
tion like the incidence of taxation in 
Bury is a small one in comparison. I 
have no connection with Lancashire, 
Cheshire, or any of the districts 
affected, and I say that if the House 
had heard the evidence it would recog- 
nise that the Bill is a necessity. It is 
no figure of speech, but a plain fact to 
say that the rivers of the district are 
open sewers. The population on the 
rivers’ banks is increasing, and manu- 
facturing works are proceeding rapidly, 
so that the evil is a growing one which 
must be dealt with. The Committee 
examined the matter carefully and im- 
partially, and came to the conclusion 
that the existing law is inadequate to 
deal with it properly, and that in order 
to secure the health of the district the 
Bill is an absolute necessity. I hope 
the House will allow the Bill to pass. 


(3.41.) Mr. ROBY (Lancashire, 
S.E., Eccles): I believe this Billis a 
matter of urgent necessity for the dis- 
trict. I happen to have a certain in- 
terest in the Bill,as I believe my works 
send dye stuff into the river, and so far 
we may come under the Act. But, 
whatever inconvenience it may cause to 
us and other manufacturers, it is of 
urgent importance to Lancashire. The 
Manchester Ship Canal cannot be 
worked unless the Bill is passed. 
No attempt has been made to put 
an end to the pollution of the streams, 
and no hindrance ought to be put in 
the way of their improvement. 

U 2 
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: (3.48.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 
Mid): As another Member of the 
Committee I listened to the speech 
of the right hon. Member for Bury 
(Sir Henry James) with considerable 
interest, and after doing so and 
hearing the speech of the hon. Baronet 
opposite, I have come to the absolute 
conclusion that nothing remains for 
the Members of the Committee but to 
stand by oneanother. I was unable to 
be in the Committee the last two days, 
but the evidence I did hear tended to 
show that the Manchester Ship Canal 
would be nothing less than an open 
sewer unless the Bill were passed. 
Evidence in support of that was given 
by the County Councils of Cheshire 
and Lancashire, and I shall, therefore, 
support the right hon. Baronet. 


Sm HENRY JAMES: I wish to 
correct one point of fact. The hon. 
Baronet said that the representatives 
of the Bury Council before the Com- 
mittee had agreed to the scheme. As 
a matter of fact, a very able represen- 
tative, Mr. Maxwell, dissented from it. 


Question put. 

(3.46.) The House divided :—Ayes 
71; Noes 6.—(Div. List, No. 182.) 

Sm HENRY JAMES: After this 
rather decisive majority, I shall not 
pursue the matter further. 


Bill considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


QUESTIONS. 





POLICE IN MILITARY UNIFORM. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
ghan, N.): I begtomsk the Financial Sec- 
retary to the War Office whether he is 
aware that, on the 22nd instant, whena 
battery of Royal Artillery were quar- 
tered in Newcastle West, two police 
constables, named M‘Garry and Dougal, 
obtained and wore military uniforms 
for the purpose of obtaining drink at 
prohibited hours; and whether it was 
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with the knowledge of the officers of 
the Royal Artillery that these uniforms 
were given to the police, or how did 
they get them ? 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
to THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropricr, 
Surrey, Guildford): On the day in 
question a battery of Artillery, prac- 
tising at Gienbeigh, was billeted at. 
Newcastle West, and the police station 
was used as a guard-room. Several 
constables are reported to have tried on 
the men’s jackets ; but none were seen 
to enter a public-house, and no report 
on the subject was made to the coms 
manding officer. 


Mr. O'BRIEN: If beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether Constables M‘Garry 
and Dougal, who on the 22nd in- 
stant at Newcastle West put on 
military uniforms belonging to the 
Royal Artillery for the purpose of 
inducing certain licensed victuallers to- 
supply them with intoxicating drinks 
at prohibited hours, were acting in 
accordance with the rules of the police 
service in so disguising themselves 
without the authority of their officers ; 
and, if not, whether any and what 
punishment will be inflicted? I should 
also like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he is aware that M‘G 
was twice fined for breach of the police 
rules? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
No, I cannot say that I am aware of 
anything of the kind. I do not know 
anything about it. The constables, in 
disguising themselves in the manner 
referred to by the hon. Member, were 
not acting according to the rules of the 
police service. The whole p i 
appears to have been undertaken solely 
on their own responsibility. The con- 
stables have been warned against & 
repetition of the proceedings. 


ALLEGED INSOLVENCY OF AN 
IRISH MAGISTRATE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to: 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it has 
come to the knowledge of the Lord 
Chancellor that Mr. Thomas Ferguson, 
J.P., of Banbridge, is one of the 
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principals in the firm of Dixon, Fer- 

and Company, linen manu- 
ete of Banbridge ; whether he is 
aware that this firm compounded with 
their creditors, paying only twelve 
shillings in the pound; and whether, 
under these circumstances, he intends 
4o continue Mr. Ferguson in the Com- 
mission of the Peace and vice-guardian- 
ship of the Poor; how long has Mr. 
Ferguson absented himself from Petty 
Sessions; and for what reason did 
he neglect his magisterial duties in 
Court while acting as Vice Guardian of 
the Poor Law Board? 


Mr. JACKSON: I am _ informed 
that the reply to the inquiry in the 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
negative. It is not a fact that the firm 
mentioned compounded with their 
creditors, paying only twelve shillings 
in the pound. Mr. Ferguson does not 
appear to have attended Banbridge 
Petty Sessions for some time past, but he 
may have performed other magisterial 
act. The Banbridge Petty Sessions are 
well attended by the local Magistrates ; 
and this gentleman is not a Vice 
Guardian of the Poor Law Board. 


Mr. O'BRIEN: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman aware that, although this’ 


arrangement has been made, this 
gentleman continues to act as a Justice 
of the Peace, and whether the Lord 
Chancellor intends to take any action 
in the matter? 


*“Mr. JACKSON: I have answered 
the question as it stands on the Paper. 
I do not know anything of the local 
circumstances ; but I think, unless the 
act complained of was done in Court or 
in connection with the discharge of 
magisterial duties, the Lord Chancellor 
‘would not interfere. 


THE REV. EDWARD BURDETT 
HAWKSHAW. 


Mr. COBB (Warwick, S.E., Rugby) : 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he can 
now state the full result of the inquiries 
into the case of the Rev. Edward 
Burdett Hawkshaw, the Chairman of 
the Ross Bench of Magistrates; 
wl: 2ther Mr. Hawkshaw has been asked 
if i: is or is not true that for a number 
of years he knowingly wore the hood of 
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a Master of Arts in conducting the 
services of the church, although he 
knew that he was only a Bachelor of 
Arts, and what reply he made ; whether 
Mr. Hawkshaw has also been asked if 
he continued this practice until he was 
obliged to take the degree of Master of 
Arts inorder to qualify himeelf for the 
prebendal stall in Hereford Cathedral ; 
and if in the first instance he accepted 
the offer of the stall without disclosing 
to the Bishop that he was only a 
Bachelor of Arts, and what reply he 
made ; and whether, if no information 
has yet been received as tothese allega- 
tions, further inquiries will at once be 
made ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MartruHews, Birmingham, E.): I must 
refer the hon. Member to an answer I 
gave him on the 23rd of last month, to 
which I have nothing to add. The 
Lord Chancellor informs me that he 
has not made the particular inquiries 
suggested by the hon. Member, and he 
does not propose to make them; con- 
sidering that they should, if made at 
all, be made through the Ordinary. 


Mr. COBB: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the opinion which he 
gave uson the 23rd of last month on 
the Fifteenth Canon is contrary to 
the opinion of the Archbishop of .Can- 
terbury? May I also ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he can give 
any other instance in which a clergy- 
man, who has for years practised such 
a deception, and has rendered himself 
liable to suspension, has been allowed 
to remain on a Bench of Magistrates? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: If the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury has expressed @ 
different opinion from that which I 
have given as to the interpretation of 
the Fifteenth Canon, I have no doubt 
that he is right and that I am wrong. 
But the hon. Member goes on to 
whether, essuming certain things, I 
approve or do not approve of something, 
All I have to say is that it is no part 
of my duty as Home Secretary to 
express any opinion as to breaches of 
the Canon Law. 


Mr. COBB: Perhaps the right hon, 
Gentleman willaskthe Lord Chancellor 
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to express an opinion as to whether 
a man who has practised a gross 
deception for years is fit to be the 
Chairman of a County Bench of Magis- 
trates. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Send 
him over to Ireland. 


LETTER BOXES IN OMAGH. 


Mr. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General why the 
postal authorities refused to erect 
receiving boxes in Gortmore and 
Campsie, Omagh, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Omagh Town Commis- 
sioners, and on whose application they 
removed the receiving box from George’s 
Street to High Street, which removal 
the Commissioners recommended only 
contingent on the erection of a new box 
at Gortmore; and why this box has 
been removed from George’s Street to 
& position further from Gortmore than 
formerly ? 


_ Toe POSTMASTERGENERAL (Sir 
James Fercusson, Manchester, N.E.) : 
According to the usual rule of the 
Department, the circumstances would 
not have justified the erection of addi- 
tional letter boxes at Omagh; in the 
positions recommended by the Town 
Commissioners. The distance from 
existing receptacles is only about 120 
(Campsie) and 220 (Gortmore) yards 
respectively, and the number of letters 
likely to be posted is very small. The 
pillar box in George’s Street was incon- 
pexenra 4 situated, and was, moreover, 
too small for the correspondence posted 
in it. It was, therefore, removed, and 
a larger box was placed in a prominent 
position in the High Street, only 25 
yards from the original site. 


HOURS OF LABOUR IN CONVICT 
PRISONS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention 
has been called to the inequality that 
prevails as regards the hours of work, the 
rate of pay, and the annual leave of the 
warders in English and Irish Convict 
Prisons ; whether the hours of duty 
in Irish prisons average 80 per week, 
and are fixed at the pleasure of the 

Mr. Cobb 
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Governor of each prison; how many 
warders in Mountjoy Convict Prison 
asked for their paces | leave in the year 
1891, and how many obtained it; and 
whether the Government will consider 
the desirability of shortening the hours 
of duty, and increasing the pay and 
the annual leave of the wardersin Irish 
prisons, so as to put them on an 
equality in those respects with the 
warders in English prisons? 

Mr. JACKSON: I daresay it is a 
fact that the hours of work and the 
rate of pay will not correspond in all 
respects in the English and [Irish 
convict prisons. With regard to the 
annual leave, I am informed that a 
comparison of the rules shows that the 
leave is greater in Ireland than in 
England ; and I am told that there is 
no case, where the circumstances have 
justified it, that leave has not been 
given. The hon. Member asks me how 
many warders have asked for and have 
been granted annual leave in Mountjo 
Convict Prison in 1891. I am tol 
that there were fifty-two warders in 
Mountjoy Convict Prison who applied 
for annual leave in 1891. Of these 
forty-seven obtained leave, four obtained 
it when their turn on the rota arrived, 
and one was removed to another prison 
before leave was granted. So far as I 
can judge, there is nothing in the cir- 
cumstances of the case to call for any 
alteration. Of course, the question of 
the hours of work and the rate of pay 
are questions upon which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer may have something 
to say. I am not aware that there is 
any real grievance in the matter. In 
fact the matter, I believe, has been 
already considered. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the matter 
was considered some time ago, and 
that certain recommendations were 
made some years ago which have not 
been carried out yet? I further wish 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whe- 
ther he has any objection to allow 
warders in the convict prisons to come 
over from Ireland to give evidence 
before the Labour Commission; and 
whether he will give them a guarantee 
that they will not be punished by the 
Government when they go back for the 
evidence they may give ? 
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*Mr. JACKSON: No, Sir; I do not 
think that the labour performed by men 
in the position of warders in prisons in 
Treland is a subject which should be 
brought before the Labour Commission. 
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ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONERS. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I be 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is now the 
number of pensioners of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary receiving a lower 
pension than that to which they claim 
to be entitled by reason of the general 
adoption of the recommendations of 
the Commission of 1872, with respect 
to increase of the rates of pension 
payable to men at that time serving in 
the force ; what is the annual amount 
involved in the claim of this particular 
class ; whether they correctly represent 
that, whilst the recommendation in 
their regard as to pension has been dis- 
regarded, the recommendation as to 
pay had been acted upon during their 
continuance in the service; and whether 
their case will be re-considered ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Perhaps the hon. 
Member wili be good enough to repeat 
the question, as, owing to the number 
of circumstances to be inquired into, I 
am not prepared to answer it at 
present. 


SHEERNESS FISHING GROUNDS. 
Major RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) had 
notice of the following question: To 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he has now decided on any 
course with reference to Government 
lighters discharging mud on the fishing 
grounds off Sheerness; whether he 
will take steps to put an end to this 
wanton destruction of nets and gear ; 
and whether he is aware that private 
and municipal barges are prohibited, 
under heavy penalties, from discharging 
on these fishing grounds, and that 
Dockyard lighters alone are privileged 
to create this nuisance ?—The hon. and 
nt Gentleman said: I have been 
informed that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty will not be present till after 
the Recess, and as the matter is urgent 
I beg to give notice that on the Navy 
Estimates I shall move a reduction of 
the Vote. 
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ROBURITE IN MINES. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that the Coroner’s jury at the inquest 
held at Atherton on Friday, 12th Feb- 
ruary, 1892, and the local medical 
doctor who attended Edward Sandiland 
before his death, stated that death was 
primarily due to inhaling the fumes of 
an exploded shot of roburite; is he 
aware that, when certain experiments 
were being made by the Lancashire 
colliery managers, who compose the 
Geological Society, into the safety or 
otherwise of roburite, at which Mr. H. 
Hall, Mines Inspector, was present, 
they came to the conclusion that in 
such experiments at the moment of 
explosion they had seen a “glare’’; 
and if he ean explain why Mr. Hall 
(Inspector) is now pressing the use of 
roburite on the colliery managers of 
Lancashire, in some cases against their 
wish and the wish of the miners, as, in 
their judgment, it entails not only a 
serious monetary loss, but is entirely 
unnecessary, and a serious injury to 
their health ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Yes, Sir, as I 
informed the hon. Member himself on 
the 29th of last April, I received a 
Report from Mr. Gerrard, the Inspector 
of the district concerned in this case, 
the effect of which I communicated to 
the House. The hon. Member only 
placed this question on the Paper last 
night, and I have had no opportunity 
of inquiring into the statements made 
in the second and third paragraphs of 
it. But I have no reason to believe 
that roburite, when used with the 
proper precautions to which I referred 
in my former answer, is injurious to 
health; and I know nothing which 
confirms the imputation made against 
Mr. Hall by the hon. Member. 


LABOURERS COTTAGES IN IRELAND, 


Dr. TANNER: J beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any, and, if so, 
what, steps have been and are being 
taken to provide labourers cottages 
and allotments for labourers in and 
around the village of Kill, County 
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Kildare; whether the majority of 
houses occupied by labourers have been 
condemned by Sanitary Authorities 

years past as unsanitary and in- 
¢ommodious ; and whether he is aware 
that the main opposition to allotments 
and erection of such cottages proceeded 
from tLe local landowner; and; if so, 
whether steps will be immediately 
taken to provide the required plots and 
cottages ? 

Mr. JACKSON : The hon. Member 
has been good enough to put several 
questions down to-day on the subject 
of labourers cottages. Iam sorry to 
say I have not had time to get answers 
tothem. I need hardly say that these 
questions were only put down last 
night, and this morning I telegraphed 
over to the Local Government Board 
for the information ; but I think with 
regard to most of these questions the 
Local Government Board will have to 
communicate with the Local Autho- 
rities. 

Dr. TANNER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be good enough to tell me 
what has been done about labourers 
cottages in Antrim ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I believe there is 
a question put to me on that subject. 

rm. TANNER: I wish to ask the 
ight hon. Gentleman whether it is not 
a fact that the labourers in the Bally- 
mena Union to the number of two 
hundred and fifty have presented a 
Petition with the view of getting some 
cottages built in that Union ; and also 
whether he is aware that the labourers 
in Antrim complain that they are being 
treated by the various Unions in 
Antrim like dogs, as is stated in a 
document which I have in my hand, 
signed by the representatives of three 
hundred labourers in Antrim ? 
[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Committee appointed 
by the Board of Guardians of Bally- 
mena Union to inquire into the repre- 
sentations made under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts from various Electoral 
Divisions in the Union recommended 
the erection of a number of new houses; 
that on the 2lst May the Board of 

Dr. Tanner 
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mended by the Committee for the 
Electoral Divisions = Ballyscullion, 
Ahoghill, G rm, Lisnagarron, and 
Port a ee the Board of 
Guardians have adopted any scheme 
for any Electoral Division ; and, if so, 
which Division; whether the Local 
Government Board has received copies 
of the representations made to the 
Ballymena Union, and the reasons of 
the Board of Guardians for not acting 
upon them; and whether, in view of 
the dissatisfaction existing amongst the 
labourers at the action of the Board of 
Guardians, the Local Government 
Board will direct a local inquiry to be 
held and a Report to be made with re- 
spect to the correctness of the repre- 
sentations and the matters connected 
therewith ? 


Mr. JACKSON: It appears that 
the Guardians of Ballymena Union 
adopted on the 19th April their Com- 
mittee’s Report recommending the 
erection of twenty-eight cottages, but 
at their meeting on the 21st May last, 
for the purpose of making the necessary 
improvement scheme, a majority of the 
Guardians present rejected the pro- 
posal. The Local Government Board 
are, however, advised that it is im- 
perative on the Guardians, when a 
resolution in favour of an improvement 
scheme has been passed, to proceed 
with the scheme and give effect to it. 
The Local Government Board are now 
addressing the Guardians to this 
effect. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any steps have 
been taken in the Mallow Union to 
carry out Scheme 6 under the La- 
bourers (Ireland) Acts ; and, if not, for 
what reasons ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I am sorry I have 
not been able to get information with 
regard to this matter, and that I am, 
therefore, unable to answer the ques- 
tion. 


Dr. TANNER: I will put it down 
again for next Thursday. 

Mr. JACKSON : I would prefer that 
it should be put down for Monday. 





ss 6 orm 4a 6 oo ee &® & eet a tH eS OA St & a & & & a ee a a ae cee ee a 


SB ae 4 
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POLICE AS RIVER BAILIFFS. 


Ds. TANNER: I have a number of 
other questions addressed to the Chief 
Secretary, and I want to know which 
ones he will answer. 

Mr. JACKSON: I am not sure 
which questions the hon. Member 
wishes to have answered besides the 
questions which he has put about 
labourers cottages. Does he wish the 

uestion about the fisheries answered ? 

Dr. TANNER: Yes, I wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether 
policemen in Ireland are now per- 
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mitted to summarily arrest men 
charged by the police effecting the 
arrest with alleged poaching; and 


whether it is the duty of men in 
the Royal Irish Constabulary to act 
as river bailiffs of salmon fisheries ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I have applied to 
the Fishery Commissioners for informa- 
tion on this subject, and I have to say 
that under several Acts it is the duty of 
the police to act as river bailiffs in 
certain cases ; and I believe they have 
power under certain Acts also to make 
arrests. ; 

Dr. TANNER: The right hon. 
Gentleman cannot have read my 
question. I wish to know whether 
it is the duty of the police to act as 
river bailiffs of salmon fisheries? Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that, 
with regard to Bandon River par- 
ticularly, certain District Inspectors 
have taken an important fishery ; 
and the men under their command 
are’ being taken away from their duty 
to act as bailiffs for the protection 
of the salmon fishery of the dis- 
trict ? 

Mr. JACKSON : It is not the duty 
of the police to act as river bailiffs 
with reference to the protection of 
private interests; but it is their duty 
under certain Acts to act in certain 
cases as river bailiffs in defence of 
public and general interests. 


RUSH HARBOOR. 


Mk. PATRICK O’BRIEN (for Mr. 
Cuancy, Dublin Co., N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will now advise the Government to 
make a grant for the purpose of 
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executing the improvements necessary 
to render Rush Harbour, County of 

Dublin, a source of safety to the 
fishing boats which are in the habit of 
frequenting it, as well as to those boats 
owned by fishermen living in Rush ; 
whether he is aware that at present 
the Rush boats are obliged to take 
refuge in Howth or Skerries during 
the months from November to May, 
over 100 fishermen being thus com- 
pelled to walk several miles to and 
from their boats each time they land 
during that period ; and whether there 
is now any money left of the Sea 
Fisheries Fund of 1883 which might 
be applied to the purposes of Rush 
Harbour ? 

*Tue SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Sir J. Gorst, Chatham): The 
right hon. Gentleman has asked me to 
answer this question. I have made 
enquiries, but I have not been able to 
verify the accuracy of the second 
paragraph. There are no funds 
available under the Fishery Piers Act 
of 1883 for the improvement of Rush 
Harvour; and my information leads 
me to conclude that, should funds 
become available, this is not the most 
pressing case which would demand the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he is 
aware that my hon. Friend the Meme 
ber for North Dublin applied to the 
Chief Secretary and had a long corre- 
spondence with him on the subject 
when he was Secretary to the 
Treasury ; and I think that the facts 
will be found to be—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


GREYSTONES HARBOUR. 


Mr. SEXTON (for Mr. Timorny 
Heaty, Longford, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary tothe Treasury whether 
the original estimate for the Greystones 
Harbour, County Wicklow, by the 
Engineer of the Board of Works, was 
£10,000 ; that, to make up this sum, 
the Piers and Harbours Commissioners, 
under the Act of 1883, 46 & 47 Vie. 
c. 26, made a free grant, out of the 
£250,000 granted by that Act, of 
£8,500, and that the balance was made 
up according to the Report of the In- 
spectors of Fisheries for 1890 by @ 
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contribution of £500, and a loan secured 
by the locality of £1,000; while, ac- 
cording to the Return to Parliament, 
dated 5th April, 1892, No. 153, the 
expenditure on this harbour was 
£17,870, and a further sum of £2,087, 
estimated to complete the works, mak- 
ing a total of nearly £20,000 instead of 
£10,000 as originally contemplated; 
and was this additional *£10,000 given 
as a free grant out of the £250,000 ; 
and, if so, has it been made on the re- 
commendation of the Piers and Har- 
bours Commissioners, to whom the 
allocation of this £250,000 was en- 
trusted by the Act of 1883, or were 
they consulted in the matter; and, if 
not, on whose authority has it been 
done ? 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The original 
sanction was for £10,000 — namely, 
£8,500 free grant, £1,000 loan, and 
£500 local contribution. Aun expendi- 
ture of £2,957 over the estimate was 
authorised by the Treasury on the 16th 
December, 1889. The erection of the 
north groyne, a separate work not at 
first contemplated, was authorised by 
the Treasury in August, 1890, at a cost 
of £7,000, from the balance of the Sea 
Fisheries Fund, with the concurrence 
of the Irish Government. The Piers 
and Harbours Commissioners ceased to 
exist under the Act 52 & 53 Vic. c. 71, 
So that the further expenditure was not 
incurred on their recommendation. 





INTERPRETERS IN THE RUSSIAN 
ARMY. 


Cotonet HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central) : I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
if it is a fact that the standard required 
for qualification as interpreter in the 
Russian language was raised in the 
recent examination without notice, and 
that, in consequence, no officer quali- 
fied; and having regard to the time 
and money spent by them in the study 
thereof, if the unsuccessful candidates 
will be allowed to present themselves 
again at the next Army language ex- 
amination, and be afforded such 
facilities as are possible for local study ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, the 
standard of qualification for Russian 
interpreters has not been raised. Un- 
successful candidates can present them- 

Mr. Sexton 
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selves at any future examination. As 
regards facilities for iocal study, iia 
leave of absence for six months is 
allowed by the Queen’s Regulations to 
officers qualifying for interpreters. The 
question of extension beyond this 
period has been refe to the 
Adjutant General for the consideration 
of His Royal Highness the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 


THE GLOVE CONTEST AT THE 
NATIONAL SPORTING CLUB. 

Mr. COBB: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention, or the 
attention of the police, has been 
directed to the details given in the 
reports in the London and sporting 
papers of 3lst May, of the prize fight 
for £2,000, between Jackson and Slavin 
on the previous day at the National 
Sporting Club; whether he is aware 
that the gloves which the combatants 
use in these fights are merely for the 
purpose of evading the law, and that in 
some respects the blows given by them 
are more severe and injurious than if 
they fought with bare fists; and 
whether he wili give instructions to the 
police to put a stop to these fights, 
and to prosecute those who promote 
and attend them? Having regard to 
the answer given to the question which 
was asked yesterday on this subject, I 
shall only ask the second part of the 
question now. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have nothing 
to add to the answer which I gave 
yesterday upon this subject, except 
that the police, as the Commissioner 
informs me, were not present on the 
occasion. 

Mr. COBB: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he is aware that 
Lord Lonsdale, who presided on this 
disgraceful occasion, was so ashamed 
of the whole proceeding, especially as 
to the number present, that he asked 
the representatives of the Press not to 
state the number of those who were 
present ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


THE HURRICANE AT MAURITIUS. 

CotoneL HOWARD VINCENT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if, having regard to the 
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difficulty of obtaining adequate chari- 
table contributions at the present time 
owing to financial depression and the 
expenditure of over £1,000,000 upon 
the General Election, and the limited 
number of persons having a personal 
interest in Mauritius, the Government 
propose to seek a Parliamentary sub- 
vention towards the relief of the wide- 

read ruin in the Colony caused by 
the recent hurricane ? 

THe CHANCELLOR or THe 
EXCHEQUER (Mr. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): I will 
answer this question on behalf of 
my right hon. Friend. The Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies 
has received from the Government of 
Mauritius a request that Her Majesty’s 
Government would guarantee a loan of 
£600,000 for the purpose of meeting the 
wants and necessities created by the 
recent hurricane and providing funds 
for certain public works. Her Majesty’s 
Government have taken this request 
into consideration without a moment’s 
delay, and they have decided to ask 
Parliament to grant assistance in the 
manner asked by the Government of 
Mauritius. The decision of Her 
Majesty’s Government will be commu- 
nicated to the Government of the 
Colony without delay. 


THE WISHAW BUILDING SOCIETY. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer by which section of the 
Building Societies Act, or by which 
clause of the Treasury Regulations, is 
the Wishaw Building and Investment 
Society obliged, in order to obtain regis- 
tration of a complete alteration of its 
rules, to change its name to the 
Wishaw Investment and Building 
Society ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: There are no 
Treasury Regulations applicable to 
Building Societies. By Regulation 5 of 
the Secretary of State’s Regulations 
“the Registrar before registering a new 
set of rules ’—termed in the regulations 
a complete alteration—“ shall ascertain 
that it is in conformity with the Build- 
ing Societies Acts.” By Section 44 of 


‘the Building Societies Act, 1874, and 


the Schedule of forms, the rules are not 
in conformity with the Acts unless the 
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last words of the name are “ Building 
Society.” 


CIVIL SERVICE PROMOTIONS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will have any objection to grant a 
Return of promotions from the second 
division of the Civil Service to Staff 
or other appointments in Ireland, 
giving the position to which ap- 
pointed, the rate of salary attached 
thereto, the present salaries of the 
occupants, their years of service, and 
the rates of salary of the different 
grades opened up to them by their 
promotion from the second division ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: I do not con- 
sider that such a Return would serve 
any useful purpose, or justify the 
labour which its preparation would 
involve. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he will soon be 
in a position to state what steps, if any, 
will be taken to deal with the present 
very serious dearth of officers in the 
Volunteer Service ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: My right hon. 
Friend the Secretary of State has. 
given personal attention to this sub- 
ject; and as he is now abroad and 
cannot be present, perhaps my hon. 
Friend will kindly put the question to- 
him on his return. 


THE DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 


Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs is Captain Lugard,. 
now reported to be in Uganda, a com- 
missioned officer; is he under the 
orders of the Foreign Office, the War 
Department, or any other Government 
Department, or is he exclusively under 
the instructions of the East Africa 
Company ; do his instructions from any 
Government Department permit him 
to levy offensive war, or do they con- 
fine him to purely defensive operations ; 
and has he received any special in- 
structions from the Foreign Office, or 
from any Government Department, as: 
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to his conduct towards the Catholic 
tribes or towards any Catholic mis- 
‘sionaries who may be in Uganda? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FORBZIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith): Captain Lugard, D.S.O., is 
a Captain in the Norfolk Regiment, 
from which he is absent on leave 
oe by the Commander-in-Chief. 

é is exclusively under the instructions 
of the British East Africa Company, 
and has received no special instructions 
as to his conduct from any Government 
Department. 


Contonet NOLAN: I now wish to 
ask whether Captain Lugard and Cap- 
tain Williams held regular commissions 
from the East Africa Company; and, if 
so, whether the Company have power 
to grant military commissions ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: This ques- 
tion may arise out of the answer I pre- 
viously gave to the hon. and gallant 
Member ; but I think he will see that 
it is a question upon which we should 
have to refer for information to the 
British East Africa Company. It would 
be impossible to answer the question 
until it appears in proper course upon 
the paper. 

Coronet NOLAN: Has the Com- 
pany power to grant commissions ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: That again, I 
take it, is a matter of the construction 
of the Charter of the Company, and 
would require some consideration. I 
should not like to answer it offhand. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL, 


Mr. MACLEAN (Oldham): I beg 
to ask the Under Sacretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, seeing that 
in the proposed Provisional tions 
the Suez Canal Company restrict their 
authorisation for the passage of bulk 
petroleum steamers on the canal to 
vessels built under Lloyd's and 
Bureau Veritas Registers, thereby ex- 
cluding all vessels built under the 
Registers of Austria and Hungary, 
Germany, the Netherlands, Italy, the 
United States, and Norway, he will 
now see in this a locus standi for Her 
Majesty’s Government to interfere and 
prevent force and effect being given to 

Colonel Nolan 
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the Provisional Regulations, and 
whether the Inter-Departmental Com. 
mittee pe poem by the British Govern- 
ment called attention to this exclusion; 
and whether the attention of the 
Maritime Powers has been called to 
this alleged misuse of its charter by 
the Suez Canal Company ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The condi- 
tion which the Suez Canal Compan 
must observe is to treat the flags of 
nations equally. If this condition is 
not satisfied by the Provisional . 
lations, it would not be for er 
Majesty’s Government, but for the 
Government of the Power which con- 
siders its interests to be injured, to take 
such steps as may be necessary. The 
consideration of this question did not 
fall within the scope of the functions of 
the Inter-Departmental Committee. 


Mr. JOHN KELLY (Camberwell, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
having regard to the fact that the 
petition against the admission of 
petroleum tank steamers into the Suez 
Canai was signed by nearly all the 
English firms of shipowners, Her 
Majesty’s Government, as representing 
the nation having four-fifths of the 
whole of the traffic through the canal, 
would be willing to use its influence, 
as by far the largest shareholder, to 
obtain the withdrawal of the provisional 
regulations recently issued by the 
Board of Directors of the Canal Com- 


“i. 

rn. J. W. LOWTHER: There has 
been no petition against the admission 
of petroleum tank steamers into the 
Suez Canal. The petitions presented to 
Her Majesty’s Government have been 
against the regulations under which 
the passage of petroleum tank steamers 
is to be conducted. If the action 
suggested by the hon. Member were to 
be successful, and if the provisional 
regulations were withdrawn, petroleum 
tank steamers would claim to pass 
through the canal without any regula- 
tions whatever. 


THE PERSIAN TOBACCO CONCESSION, 


Mr. KING nag Central): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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for Foreign Affairs what post Major 
A. C. Talbot now occupies in Persia ; 
what was the date of his appointment ; 
whether he had — served in 
any post on the Persian Gulf; what 
office he held in March, 1890; and 
whether there is any truth in the 
allegation that he made use of his 
official position in Persia to obtain a 
concession for the purchase and sale of 
tobacco in that country? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Major A. 
C. Talbot now occupies the post in 
Persia of Consul General for the 
Provinces of Fars and Khuzistan and 
for the coasts and islands of the 
Persian Gulf. He resides at Bushire. 
He was appointed in December, 1891. 
He had not previously served in any 

t in Persia or on the Persian 
Gulf. In March, 1890, he was 
Acting Consul General at Baghdad. 
There is no truth whatever in the 
allegation that he made use of his 
official position to obtain the con- 
cession referred to, which was granted 
a year and nine months before Major 
Talbot’s appointment in Persia. 
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INDIAN OFFICERS’ FURLOUGH 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. KING : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India whether 
the attention of the Secretary of State 
has been drawn to the hardship 
imposed upon officers of the Indian 
Army, and other officials of the Indian 
Government, by the payment of their 
furlough allowances in this country 
quarterly in arrear; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of sub- 
stituting monthly for quarterly pay- 
ments ? 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): Yes, Sir, the 
subject has been for some time under 
consideration, and I hope to be in a 
position to announce the decision 
before long. 


MORTALITY OF INDIAN SOLDIERS. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for India if his attention has 
been drawn tothe Indian Medwal Record 
Calcutta, 1st April, 1892, page 129, 
second column, which contains the 
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following extract from the Presidential 
Address of Deputy Surgeon General C, 
Sibthorpe, Indian Medical Service, to 
the Burma Branch of the British 


Medical Association :— 
“Dr. Donelly says close on 6,000 (six 
thousand) through the General 


persons 
Hospital, native troops and followers 
400 (four hundred) recovered to return to 
their duties in the field. The condition of their 
followers is described as being deplorable, and 
this was not always due to malaria or actual 


disease, but was in a measure produced 
by a want of food suitable for persons no 
longer in robust health ” ; 


and whether he will give the matter 
his serious attention ? 

Mr. CURZON: The Secretary of 
State has not seen the paper referred 
to, but he will send a despatch on the 
subject to the Government of India. 


PWLLHELI POST OFFICE, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan, 
Mid) (for Mr. Luoyp-Grorez, Carnar- 
von, &c.): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether three men employed 
at the Pwllheli Post Office, and who 
had been in the Postal Service ten, 
three, and two years respectively, 
recently received notice of dentenh ; 
whether they were dismissed in spite 
of the postmaster’s remonstrances ; 
whether they were well conducted and 
efficient employees ; and what were the 
grounds of their dismissal ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
growth of business at the office in 
question rendered it expedient to place 
it on a more regular footing ; that is to 
say, that most of the persons employed 
should be salaried by the Department, 
instead of the postmistress receiving a 
large allowance to expend on assistance 
at her discretion. Nothing is known 
in the Department to the effect of the 
second, third, and fourth paragraphs ; 
on the contrary, it was understood 
the assistants had been frequently 
changed ; but inquiry will be made. 


THE INLAND REVENUE OFFICERS’ 
PETITION. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 
Limerick, W.): I beg to ask the 
hancellor of the Exchequer whether 

he can state when an official reply 
will be given to the Petition of the 
supervisors, officers, and assistants, of 
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the Inland Revenue, which was for- 
warded to the Board of Inland Revenue 
for transmission to the Treasury on 
27th May, 1891? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I hope it may be 
ssible to send an official reply at no 
istant date. 


SHILLELAGH UNION ELECTION. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
ghan, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Local Government Board refused to 
grant a sworn inquiry asked for by 
Mr. Terence Byrne, a candidate at the 
last election of Guardians at the Shil- 
lelagh Union, into the conduct of that 
election, on the ground that the Board 
considered the explanations of the 
Returning Officer satisfactory ; whether 
he is aware that Mr. Byrne made cer- 
tain charges against the Returning 
Officer of having disallowed eight votes 
duly recorded for him, and allowed 
certain other votes which he alleges 
were illegal for his opponent, Mr. 
Casey, who was declared elected 
by a majority of two votes, and 
that Mr. Byrne charges the Returning 
Officer with having acted as a 
partisan of Mr. Casey, and states his 
willingness to support his charges and 
allegations on oath if the inquiry is 
granted ; whether, under these circum- 
stances, he will recommend the Board 
to re-consider their decision, and grant 
@ sworn inquiry as in the case of Cork, 
where, as in this case, forgery and 
other malpractices are alleged; and 
whether he is aware that since the 
refusal of the Board to grant the in- 
uiry, Mr. Byrne, the defeated candi- 
ate, has sent to the Local Government 
Board a sworn delaration in support of 
his charges, and that Mr. Thomas 
Kingston, whose votes were disallowed 
by the Returning Officer on the ground 
that they were signed with his mark, 
and which, if allowed, would have given 
Mr. Byrne a majority of legal votes, 
has also forwarded to the Board a 
sworn d>:laration that he could not 
write, a11 that his votes were filled 
for Mr. Byrne by his authority, and 
his mark attached to each ? 
Mr. William Abraham 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. JACKSON: I am not able to 
answer the question, and I should be 
glad if the hon. Member would put 

own the question for another day. 


DIRECTIONS TO UNION CLERKS, 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I 
to ask the Attorney General for I 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the decision in the case of 
** Lyons v. Champey” by the Court 
of Appeal in Ireland in Novem- 
ber, 1889, where the headnote pre- 
fixed to the Report of the case sa 
that ‘the town clerk may and should 
insert the successive premises in his 
list’; and whether, if so, he will now 
re-consider his determination to give no 
directions to the clerks of Unions to 
obey the law as laid down by the Court 
of Appeal ? 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin Uni- 
versity) : I have referred to the 
authorised Report of the case mentioned 
by the hon. Member in his question, 
and I find that he has been entirel 
misinformed. There is no such head- 
note as he speaks of. 


POLICE PROTECTION AT KILKENNY 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. C. 
J. Kenealy, newspaper editor, of Kil- 
kenny City, has applied for and 
obtained special police protection ; 
what was the date of Mr. Kenealy’s 
application, and the grounds upon 
which he sought police protection ; and 
whether the cost, or any portion of it, 
is to be borne by the ratepayers of Kil- 
kenny? 

Mr. JACKSON: I do not feel that 
I should be justified in giving details 
of the applications made from time to 
time. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA IN DUBLIN. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Go- 
vernment have yet decided to extend 
the scheduled area of Dublin, so as to 
allow the Dublin cowkeepers to send 
their stock to grass ; and, if not, 
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to compensate them for their losses 
from not being allowed to use the grass 
for which they have paid in advance 
before this Order was made, and the 


additional cost of having to feed their 
. stock at greater cost within doors ; and 
whether the Government have con- 
sidered the advisability, both in the 
interest of the public health of Dublin 
and of the cattle trade, of having all 
dairy cattle removed outside the city 
and giving compensation to the cow- 
keepers ? 
rn. JACKSON: The Government 
have decided that it will not be possible 
to extend the scheduled area of Dublin 
soas to allow the Dublin cowkeepers 
to send their stock out to graze in the 
manner suggested. There have been 
continuous outbreaks within the 
scheduied district, and I am sorry to 
say that even within the area in which 
there is grazing within the scheduled 
district we have had several serious 
outbreaks which are evidently due to 
the fact that the cows have been 
allowed to be sent into that district. So 
far as I am advised, it is absolutely ne- 
cessary to endeavour to restrict the area 
as much as possible. We are taking every 
precaution possible to stamp out the 
disease, and I did hope that we were 
making some progress. I have heard, 
I regret to say, of another outbreak in 
the district of Belfast, near to Lisburn ; 
we have had several outbreaks within 
the scheduled area, and at present it 
would be quite impossible for the Go- 
vernment to relax the Orders. They 
must rather be enforced even more 
stringently with the view to trying to 
stamp out the disease in Ireland. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Is 
this outbreak of an infectious or non- 
infectious description ; and has the right 
hon. Gentleman only got to assist him 
the veterinary authorities of Dublin 
Castle, who are two young gentle- 
men ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I think the hon. 
Gentleman is extremely unfair to the 
medical officers at Dublin Castle. I 
have the greatest confidence in their 
ability and judgment — they have 
devoted themselves to their task, as I 
can state of my own personal know- 
ledge, with the most assiduous attention. 
Not only have they worked on lines 
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laid down by themselves, but we have 
been in constant communication with 
the Board of iculture, who have 
most willingly p at our disposal 
all the information and assistance they 
could give us; and I am certain that 
nothing has been left undone by the 
Irish Office. So far, therefore, from 
receiving blame in this House, they 
deserve the greatest praise. The 
pleuro-pneumonia existing in the Dublin 
District is that known as contagious 
pleuro-pneumonia, and is not of a non- 
infectious character. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Is it not the fact 
that Dublin is the seat of the disease, 
and would it not be possible to have 
the cows removed outside the city into 
buildings better suited to them? Did 
the deputation which waited upon the 
right hon. Gentleman state their 
willingness to do so on reasonable 
compensation being given; and would 
it not be a wise application of the funds 
at the disposal of the Government if 
they took that step at once ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I think the House 
will see that the hon. Gentleman raises 
a very large question, because if real 
effect were to be given to his sugges- 
tion—I do not say that it is not a 
suggestion that might be in itself effec- 
tive—it would involve, in the first place, 
that the Government should build 
outside the Dublin scheduled district 
new sheds for all who have buildings 
in that district, and should compensate 
them for the property which they 
possess in Dublin; but I think we 
should have to go a step further before 
we were certain that we had got rid 
of the disease and that step would be 
the slaughter of all the cattle within 
the scheduled district. That is a very 
serious step, and I believe we are not 
entitled to expect from those who have 
the cattle in the scheduled district—I 
am making no complaint against them 
in saying this; they have given great 
assistance to us—that they are pre- 
pared to take that step, however much 
it might be to their interests, and still 
more largely to the interests of Ireland, 
that we should do everything possible 
to stamp out the disease. 

Dr. TANNER: Have the Castle 
authorities taken any outside evidence 
as regards this question of infection ; 
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and is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that certain veterinary surgeons in 
Dublin have given it as their opinion 
that the disease is of a non-infectious 
character ? 

Mr. O'BRIEN: How is_ the 
Veterinary Department to stamp out 
the disease—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must call the attention of the House to 
the manner in which the hon. Gentle- 
man is asking questions. He not only 
asks questions, but he makes a speech, 
and puts a great number of arguments 
into his supplementary questions. It 
is Bovcaler to carry on questions if 
every hon. Member abused his right in 
the .way in which the hon. Member 
does. 

Mr. O'BRIEN: Perhaps you will 
allow me to say—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


DETECTIVE SUPERINTENDENT 
BLACK’S REWARD. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether Detective 
Superintendent Black, of Birmingham, 
was specially rewarded by the Home 
Office for his services in a Government 
prosecution; and, if so, what was the 
case, and whether it is usual for the 
Home Office to reward constables 
under the control of Provincial Corpora- 
tions; and whether Superintendent 
Black has yet taken any legal proceed- 
i inst the newspapers that cir- 
wiel reports veiuting on his 
character in connection with a proposed 
public testimonial to him, which the 
romotérs abandoned; and, if not, 
whether he proposes to cause a sworn 
inquiry to be held into these charges ? 
. MATTHEWS: In 1883-4 a 
Supplementary Vote was granted by 
Parliament to pay rewards awarded by 
Government to police and others 
through whom persons concerned in 
dynamite outrages were detected and 
brought to justice. The Vote was dis- 
tributed among various police forces, 
including Birmingham, and Mr. Black 
received £100. The grant of such 
rewards to officers of Provincial Police 
Forces is exceptional. Mr. Black, in 
April last, commenced an action for 
libel against the newspaper in which 
Dr. Tanner 
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appeared the defamatory statements.to 
which the hon. Mem for South 


Tipperary (Mr. John O’Connor) called 
attention in this House. Iam informed 
by Mr. Black’ssolicitors that an apology, 
at the expense of the defendants, has 
been published in the London, Birming- 
ham, and Manchester papers, express- 
ing regret for the untrue statements 
made against Mr. Black, and that the 
defendant newspaper has paid all Mr. 
Black’s out-of-pocket expenses and the 
costs of the action which he had 
commenced. 


LIMERICK FISHERIES. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether hisatten- 
tion has been drawn to the report in the 
Irish Daily Independent of the 30th 
ultimo, of a meeting held in Limerick 
on Sunday, 29th ultimo, in connection 
with the unsatisfactory state of the 
Limerick Fisheries, and whether he 
can say when the sworn inquiry 
promised by the Irish Government 
will be held, and when the election for 
the two vacancies on the Board of Con- 
servators will be held ? 


Mr. JACKSON : I am informed that 
the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries will 
hold an inquiry into the application of 
the Shannon fishermen to be permitted 
to use large nets at as early a date as 
is practicable. The Inspectors have no 
power to interfere with regard to the 
election of Conservators. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN: That is exactly 
the answer given by the Fishery 
Authorities two years ago, and the 
inquiry has not been held yet. 


IRISH SLATES. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether, in view of future contracts 
for slates for barrack buildingsin Ireland, 
he will consider the propriety of giving 
a preference to the Killaloe slate 

uarries in the interest of promoting 
rish industry, provided their slates 
are found to satisfactorily compete 
with those of the Welsh quarries as to 
price and quality ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : In ali building 
work in Ireland for military purposes 
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Trish materials are used, as far as 
possible, when they can be obtained of 
sufficiently good quality ; and if Killaloe 
slate is found equal to Welsh slate we 
shall be most happy to use it. 


THE NEW POST OFFICE AT 
LONGFORD. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) (for Mr. 
Tmotny Heaty, Longford, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General what is 
the cause of the delay in proceeding 
with the new post office at Longford ; 
and when will the work be completed ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : It has 
been necessary to obtain fresh plans of 
the proposed post office building at 
Longford, and these are now being con- 
sidered. As soon as they have been 
settled the maiter will be pressed 
forward. 


THE LATE POSTMASTER AT 
LENAMORE., 


Mr. SEXTON (for Mr. Trworny 

Heaty): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General if he will explain on what 
grounds Mr. Henry Doran, who for 
nearly forty years was postmaster at 
Lenamore, County Longford, and who 
was obliged to retire through old age, 
has been refused a pension ; and, if so, 
why ? 
Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: No 
application for pension has been re- 
ceived. The sub-postmaster resigned 
on the 21st December last, owing, as 
he stated, to failing health. Under 
the circumstances of his employment, 
it would not be possible to obtain a 
pension for him. 


THE PROPOSED NEW FOREST 
RIFLE RANGE. 


Sm JAMES BAIN (Whitehaven) 
Mr. Jerrrevs, Hants, Basingstoke): 

beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he can now 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Report of Mr. Pelham on the proposed 
rifle range in the New Forest ? 

Mr. BRODRICK : I laid the Report 
upon the Table this afternoon. 


THE ALLOTMENTS RETURN. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board when 
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the Return of land obtained by Rural 
Sanitary Authorities or County Coun- 
cils under the Allotments Acts will be 
issued ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror tae HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Sruart Wortzey, Shef- 
field, Hallam) (who replied): I am 
desired by the Local Government Board, 
in the absence of the President, to say 
that these Returns are not yet com- 
plete, although in the case of postponed 
Returns no less than three applications 
for thera have been made. The Local 
Government Board are not in a posi- 
tion to specify the date when the 
Return will be issued. 


THE CASE OF WALLER AND STREET. 

Baron DIMSDALE (Herts, Hitchin): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
received a memorial signed by more 
than a thousand residents in Hitchin 
and its neighbourhood, with affidavits 
annexed thereto, respecting the convic- 


‘tion of George Waller and Charles 


Street for the unlawful possession of 
partridge and pheasant eggs; and 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
in the matter, either as to recon- 
sideration of the decision of the Hitchin 
justices or the mitigation of the 
unusually severe sentence passed on 
the two men, neither of them having 
been convicted on any previous 
occasion ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have received 
a memorial respecting the conviction 
of Waller and Street. After full 
consideration of the various statements 
made in it, I regret that I am unable 
to modify the opinion which I expressed 
in answer to the question of the 
hon. Member for Leicester on Monday 
last upon the evidence in this case, or 
to recommend a mitigation of the 
sentence. 


DUTIES ON FOREIGN WINES. 

Baron DIMSDALE (on behalf of 
Mr. Seacer Hunt, Marylebone, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, in the event of 
the Spanish Treaty not being renewed, 
and the unfortunate contingency of 
reprisals being necessary by taxing 
more highly the wines consumed in 
the United Kingdom at a moment 
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when many foreign wines, already in 
Her Majesty's bonded warehouses, 
have been shipped specially to meet 
the present scale of duties, which, for 
the most part, would only be suited 
for exportation if the duty were 
changed, he would minimise the 
disturbance to trade by at least con- 
ceding to such wines, landed in 
England previous to 30th June 
instant, the same advantage that Spain 

poses in regard to British goods 
om mae into Spain prior to that 
date, and allow them to pay the same 
rate of duty imposed at the period of 
their importation, thus avoiding the 
thorough disorganisation of the wine 
trade, and leaving the merchant free in 
future to ship such wines only as 
would be suited to the changed scale 
of duty ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) : My right hon. Friend has desired 
me to answer this — No 
change in the duties can be made with- 
out legislation, and it does not appear 
probable that any such legislation 
could be passed during the course of 
the present Session. 


COUNTY COURT OFFICIALS. 

Mr. COBB: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General whether he is aware 
that the registrars’ clerks and officials 
of County Courts, in which more than 
six thousand plaints are issued in one 
year, are under the complete control of 
the Treasury; whether in May, 1888, 
when the County Courts Bill was before 
the House, he authorised the late Mr. 
Bradlaugh to inform the Committee of 
County Gourt Officials that it was the 
intention of the Government to deal 
with the question of superannuation 
allowances generally by a separate Bill, 
and that, in consequence of this assur- 
ance, Mr. Bradlaugh refrained from 
pressing the claims of the County Court 
officials before the Grand Committee ; 
and whether he proposes to carry out 
what was then arranged ; and, if so, 
when ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wesster, Isle of Wight) : I 
am informed that none of the registrars’ 
clerks or officials of County Courts are 
under the contro! of the Treasury. I 
believe that the only communications 
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between the late Mr. Bradlaugh and 
myself were public statements made in 
the Grand Committee on Law, — 


which I stated, upon the authority 


the Treasury, that the question of 


superannuation allowances was to be 


dealt with by a separate Bill; but I 
do not know whether the late Mr, 
Bradlaugh took any action in conse- 
quence. No arrangement of any kind. 
was made to which I was a party. 


PARLIAMENTARY WRITS. 
Mr. ROBY (Lancashire, §S.E.,. 
Eccles): I beg to ask the Attorney 
General whether his attention has been 


called to the judgment delivered in the- 


Queen’s Bench Division on 30th May, 
in the case of the “ Queen v. H. T, 
Boddam andothers,” to the effect that,. 
where more than one Municipal 
Borough exists within the limits of a 
Parliamentary Borough, the writ of 
election should be addressed to the 
Mayor of that borough which has the 
largest population; and whether the 
Clerk of the Crown, in issuing the writ, 
would be bound to act in accordance 
with that judgment ? 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: My 
attention has not been called to the 
judgment referred to by the hon. 
Member, but the matter is controlled 
by Statute, and I am not aware that 
any difficulty has hitherto arisen. 


MESOPOTAMIAN ANTIQUITIES. 


Mr. T. DOLLING BOLTON (Derby- 
shire, N.E.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he could state 
to the House how many missions Mr, 
Budge has undertaken to Mesopotamia,. 
and what has been the cost of them; 
what antiquities he has brought back ; 
from whom did he purchase them; and 
where is it alleged they were dis- 
covered ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Mr. Budge 
has made more than one journey to the: 
East for the British Museum, the costs 
of which have been defrayed out of a 
special grant. I hope the hon. Gentle- 
man will not press for particulars on 
the subject, because I think that the 
utility of any action Mr. te may 
take in the future will be considerably 
impaired, to the great detriment of the 
Museum and of public learning, if his: 
conduct were discussed in the House. 
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Ms. BOLTON: May I ask the 
tight hon. Gentleman whether he is 
aware that grave doubts have heen 
‘thrown on the researches cf Mr., 
Budge, not only by those well qualified 
to speak on the question in England, 
but also by learned Societies in Ger- 
many and other places abroad. 


Mr. BALFOUR: I have every con- 
fidence in the judgment of the ex- 
perienced officials of the British Mu- 
seum in this matter. Iam not well 
acquainted with the controversy to 
which the hon. Member has referred, 
but I do not think that any real ground 
for scepticism exists in the minds of 
those who are competent to judge. 


‘THE PARLIAMENTARY REPORTING 
COMMITTEE, 

Me. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy, dc.) 
‘(for Mr. Morton, Peterborough): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
when the Select Committee on Parlia- 
mentary Reporting will be called 
together ? 


Sir JOHN GORST : I have made in- 
quiries, and I am informed that the 
Committee will be called together at 
three o'clock on Friday next to choose 
a Chairman, and to determine the 
course of procedure. 


LORD WANTAGE’S COMMITTEE, 

Sir CRAUFURD FRASER (Lam- 
‘beth, N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if hecan now name the day 
for the promised discussion in this 
House on the Report of Lord Wantage’s 
Committee ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
and gallant Friend is aware, the Secre- 
tary for War unfortunately cannot be 
in his place in the immediate future on 
‘account of illness, and I am afraid the 
discussion will be shorn of a great deal 
of its interest and value in consequence ; 
ibut a full opportunity will be given to 
my hon. and gallant Friend on Friday 
mext for raising any point he may desire 
to raise on the Army Estimates. I 
prop»se to put those Estimates down 
as the first Order for that day, and to 
tak » first the particular Vote on which 
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EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES 
BILL. 


Mr. KELLY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is aware that, though two attempts 
were made to form a quorum of the 
Standing Committee on few yesterda 
the 2nd instant, at half-past twelve an 
again at half-past one, the Chairman 
had, in consequence of only ten Mem- 
bers out of the whole number of eighty- 
three being present, to declare the 
Committee adjourned ; whether he is 
aware that the Committee now stands 
adjourned sine die; and whether, in 
view of the fact that it is now im- 
possible for the Evidence in Criminal 
Cases Bill to pass this Session, he will 
take the necessary steps for causing 
that measure to be withdrawn from 
further consideration by such Standing 
Committee ? 


CotoneEL HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): Before the right 
hon. Gentleman answers this question, 
may I ask whether, having regard to 
the great importance of this Bill, and 
also the length of time it has been 
before Parliament, the right hon. 
Gentleman will make every possible 
effort to pass it into law this Session ; 
and further whether he would give 
directions for the issue of a Govern- 
ment Whip for the sitting of the 
Committee ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am very 
desirous that this Bill should pass into 
law. Ié is, no doubt, a fact that at the 
last meeting of the Standing Committee 
no quorum was made. I do not 
absolutely give up all hope of passing 
the measure, but we all know that any 
delay which occurs at such a critical 
period must greatly imperil the final 
passing of the measure. 

Coronet HOWARD VINCENT: 
Will the Grand Committee sit on 
Thursday next ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: I doubt whether 
the Grand Committee will be fortunate 
enough to get a quorum on Thursday 
next. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): 
May I ask a question 


Mr. SPEAKER: Upon the same 
subject ? 
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Cotonet NOLAN: I want to ask 
whether Captain Lugard 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 





CAVAN GUARDIANS’ COSTS. 


Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the ‘ecretary to the Treasury 
whether he can now state the result of 
his consideration of the claim of the 
Cavan Guardians, set out in a Petition 
to this House, in the matter of ‘‘ Ryanv. 
the Guardians of the Cavan Union” ? 

Sm JOHN. GORST: The Local 
Government Board, Ireland, have 
satisfied me that there are sufficient 
reasons for postponing the considera- 
tion of this question till the collection 
of the August instalment of seed loan 
iscomplete. I cannot, therefore, add to 
what I have already said in answer to 
similar questions. 

Mr. SEXTON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether the liability 
will be discharged ? 

Sir JOHN GORST: That would be 
raising another question. 

Mr. SEXTON : What other question 
could be raised except as to discharging 
the liability ? 

[No reply was given. ] 


STEAM TRAWLING IN IRISH 
WATERS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (for Mr. 
Cuancy): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn tothe complaints made by the 
fishermen of Howthand Rush, County of 
Dublin, and of other places on the east 
coast of Ireland, as to the practice of 
steam trawlers running deliberately 
through their lines; and whether, if 
those complaints are well founded, he 
will consider the desirability of devising 
some remedy for the hardship and loss 
thus inflicted on the fishing com- 
munity ? 

*Mr. JACKSON : I must make 
further inquiries with regard to this 
matter before I can reply to the ques- 
tion of the hon. Member. 


PROPOSED RAILWAY ROUTES TO 
THE HIGHLANDS. 
Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): I beg to ask the First 
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Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government have arrived at any de- 
cision with regard to the recommenda- 
tions of the Special Committee ap- 
pointed to report on the various pro- 
posed railway routes to the Western 
Highlands of Scotland ; if so, whether 
he will inform the House what that 
decision is; and, if not, when he ex- 
pects to be in a position to do so? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUOR: This matter 
has been engaging the attention of the 
Treasury, and negotiations in regard to 
one particular Railway are now in 
an advanced stage. Questions have 
arisen in the course of the negotiations, 
partly owing to the inherent difficulties 
of the case, and partly owing to the 
very natural view taken by the Rail- 
way Company in regard to their in- 
terests in the matter. 


ROADS AND BRIDGES IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether his attention has been 
drawn to the great inconvenience 
caused to the localities concerned by 
the delay in passing into law the Roads 
and Bridges (Scotland) Act Amendment 
Bill, brought from the Lords, and 
which had its Third Reading in this 
House as long ago as 16th May last; 
and when it is proposed to give the 
Royal Assent to Bills that have arrived 
at that stage ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ithink I can 
assure the hon. Member that imme- 
diately after the House resumes its 
Sittings attention will be called to the 
Bill. 


THE IRISH EDUCATION BILL, 

Mr. SEXTON: May I ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland whether he 
has put the Instruction which stood in 
his name on the Paper merely as a 
Notice, or whether he intends to move 
it to-day ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: I think it would 
be for the general convenience that I 
should, in pursuance of the pledge I 
have given on the Second ing, 
endeavour to bring up a clause giving 
power for the compulsory acquisition 
of sites for schools. I find it would 
require an Instruction to the Committee 
to enable me to put that clause in the 
Bill, and therefore, if hon. Members 
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have no objection, I will move the In- 
struction, and go into Committee pro 


forma. 

Mr. SEXTON: I quite approve of 
the Instruction, an consider it 
to be very valuable; but I should 
Fke to ask, after the debate 
ou Monday, and the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, what arrange- 
ments will be made in regard to the 
Bill? 

*Mr. JACKSON: I should certainly 
consult the general convenience of the 
House. 


A POINT OF ORDER. 


Mr. ARTHURO’CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.): I wish to ask the Speaker whether 
it is in Order for the First Lord of the 
Treasury to introduce the Motion for 
Adjournment on the Paper in the 
middle of the Orders of the Day? It is 
necessary that a notice of that kind 
should be taken at the commencement 
of business. I would draw atten- 
tion to the fact that on Tuesday, 24th 
May, 1880, the Adjourned Debate on the 
Parliamentary Oaths Bill stood first 
on the Paper, and that Mr. Speaker 
Brand then held that the Motion for 
Adjournment over the Derby Day, 
which stood lower on the Paper, had 
the precedence. A singular disadvan- 
tage would be attached to the 
arrangementif the matter were brought 
on at ten minutes to seven, and any 
hon. Member wished to move an 
Amendment to it. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The ruling of my 
predecessor was given in 1882; but 
since that time, in 1888, a Standing 
Order has been passed allowing the 
Government to arrange its business, 
whether Orders of the Day or Notices 
of Motion, as they think fit, and that 
course has been followed on several 
occasions. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: May I ask 
whether the Motion could be proceeded 
with if it were taken at ten minutes to 
seven, and were unopposed ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: No. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have put the 
Motion for Adjournment down where 
it is, not in the least with the view of 
excluding discussion, but simply in 
order to advance a stage with a large 
number of Bills on which only small 
Points of controversy arise. If the 
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hon. Gentleman desires to raise any 
pestonier int, I am quite ready to 

ring the Motion on, say, at six o'clock. 
It would be very inconvenient if the 
present Sitting of the House extended 
beyond seven o’clock. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





EDUCATION (IRELAND) BILL, 
COMMITTEE. 
Order for Committee read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
that they have power to insert in the Bill 
Clauses providing for the compulsory acquisi- 
tion of at for the purpose of sites for 
schools.”—(Mr. Jackson). 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W): I trust 
the right hon. Gentleman will accept 
as an Amendment the addition of these 
words ‘and residences for teachers.” 
If there are no compulsory powers to 
acquire sites for the residences of the 
teachers at the schools the law will 
be rendered nugatory. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
am sorry to say that that addition 
would be an enlargement of the 
Instruction which would require notice. 

Mr. SEXTON: May I explain that 
without the addition I greatly fear the 
effect would be to defeat the object of 
the scheme of the Government? If 
notice be necessary, I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to postpone his 
Instruction. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Probably the pre- 
ferable course would be to put off the 
Instruction until the Amendment can 
be moved. Will the hon. Gentleman 
give notice now ? 

Mr. SEXTON: Yes, I give notice 


now. 


Debate adjourned till Monday 13th 
June. 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL.—(No. 277.) 
comMITTEE. [Progress 23rd May.] 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 


On Motion of Mr. Kenny (Camber- 
well, N.) the following Amendment was 
agreed to :—Page 1, line 7, to leave out 
the words “ or partially.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 2. 


Mr. KELLY: I desire to move an 
Amendment to make the Bill non- 
retrospective; but if the Attorney 
General says there are not many 
<ases—— 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicnHarp Wesster, Isle of Wight): 
From the information I have received 
I believe there are only three cases 
altogether to which the Bill will apply 
retrospectively. 

Mr. KELLY: Then I will not 
move the Amendment. 


_ Clause agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered upon Thursday next. 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 276.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“« That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
=) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : 
I should like some explanation of this 
Bill, because it is rather a novel pro- 
posal. What it provides is that the 
travelling expenses of Irish Poor Law 
Guardians should be paid in certain 
instances in which the Unions have 
been combining together for the pur- 
pose of building district schools. I am 
not aware at present of any case where 
Poor Law Guardians are paid for any 
purpose in Ireland, and the House will 
see that to introduce a proposal that 
the expenses of persons elected to do 
public duties should be paid out of the 
Union is a proposal which is novel, and 
one that must be considered and in- 
uired into before giving it acceptance. 
he Bill provides that the travelling 
expenses of not only the Clerk, but also 
of the Guardians, should be paid out of 
the rates of the Union. I admit there 
is considerable protection in the fact 
that it must be submitted to the vote 
of the whole Board, and therefore the 
expenses of individual Guardians are 
likely to be keenly scrutinised ; but I 
should like to have some further 
explanation from the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite as to the number of 
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combinations of Unions now existing to 
which this Bill would apply; andI 
should like to know whether he would 
be prepared to lay before the House a 
Memorandum or Statement, in some 
definite form, of the probable number of 
cases in which the expenditure would 
arise ? 

*(4.9.) Tas CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.); 
The provisions of this Bill at present, 
so far as existing schools are concerned, 
would only apply to one school—— 

Mr. SEXTON: Is it an industrial 
school ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: I beg the hon, 
Member’s pardon. I will state that 
just now. Under the Act there is 
power for Unions to combine together, 
and to provide what they call a joint 
school to which children from the 
workhouse may be sent in order to get 
them out of the atmosphere of the 
workhouse. When the Act was passed 
it was expected that a very large appli- 
cation would be given to the powers 
under this Act. Asa matter of fact, 
there has been, up to the present time, 
only one such school*in Ireland. In 
fact, I believe it was an old gaol that 
was turned into a school for the pur- 
pose. I think there are five Unions 
which have joined together to form this 
school. What happens is this: The 
school is managed by a Joint Board 
representative of the contributory 
Unions. The Guardians of the Union 
in which the school happens to be 
situate have, of course, no difficulty 
in attending the meetings of the 
Joint Committee; but with the Guar- 
dians in the other Unions the case 
is different. They have to travel 
distances varying from twelve to 
twenty-five miles, and as a consequence 
there is great difficulty in getting men 
to attend with punctuality. I believe 
it is partly owing to this cause that 
more of these schools have not been 
established. The Local Government 
Board have been memorialised to allow 
the locomotion expenses of Guardians 
who have to travel these long distances, 
and it has been thought only right to 
include the Clerk to the Board also. I 
may say that I have had letters 
from two Roman Catholic Bishops in 
Ireland strongly advocating the estab- 
lishment of a Lager number of these 
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schools. This Bill, I have pointed out, 
will do something in that direction. 
There is a general consensus of opinion 
that if the children of persons in work- 
houses are removed into a separate 
school—— 

_ Mr. SEXTON : Do the children live 
at the schools ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: Yes, Sir. They 
are taken away from the workhouses 
altogether, and I believe there is a 
general consensus of opinion that for 
the children themselves this is a great 
benefit. It is to enable Guardians, 
who have to travel long distances, to 
discharge their duties as members of 
the Joint Committee, that the ex- 

nses I have referred to are allowed. 

ere is a similar power to that con- 
ferred in the Bill already existing in 
this country. It will be a very small 
matter in Ireland, but I think it is im- 
portant, inasmuch as it will, in my 
opinion, lead to the establishment of 
more of these combined schools. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
think this Bill, although a small one, 
will prove to be useful. The fact is, 
some of the more efficient Guardians 
live several miles away from the place 
where the Joint Committee meet, and 
they have to incur considerable expense 
for travelling. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that the proposal to allow them 
their travelling expenses is a step in 
the right direction, and I hope the Bill 
will be allowed to pass. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday, 13th June. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 396.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. SEXTON: This Bill, as I 
understand, is introduced in redemp- 
tion of a pledge given last year. The 

t Commissioners who hold their 
Office in virtue of the Act of 1881, have 
a salary of £3,000 a year, andthe Land 
Purchase Commissioners, who derive 
their tenure from the Act of 1885 have 
a salary of £2,000'a year, and it is in 
order to amend, as I believe, the dis- 
parity between the salaries of these 
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two classes of Commissioners, whose 
functions are similar, that this Bill is 
introduced. I wish to ask if this Bil! 
will really equalise the salaries of these 
different Commissioners ? 

*Mr. JACKSON: In reply to the 
hon. Member I may say that this Bil? 
is introduced, if not to redeem a pledge . 
at all events on the understanding come 
to in 1891 that when the duties of the 
Fair Rent Commissioners and the Land 
Purchase Commissioners became the 
same, and, in fact, interchangeable, 
there should be an equality in the pay. 
I believe it is the object of the Bill to- 
carry into effect that understanding, 
and it is provided that each class of 
Commissioners have the option of re- 
ceiving £3,000 a year without a pension, 
or £2,500 a year with a pension. Of 
course, it is possible to equalise matters 
in one of two wavs, either by raising 
the one or lowering the other. We 
have decided on the former method, 
but we hope to effect some economy 
later on, because when a vacancy occurs 
the number of the Commissioners will 
be reduced by one, and in that way we 
shall practically provide the money 
necessary to equalise the salaries. 

Motion agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday, 13th June. 


ALKALI, &c. WORKS BILL.—(No. 264.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.): I wish to say that strong objection 
is entertained by the London and 
other Chambers of Commerce, and the 
trade generally, to the provisions of 
this Bill, which are very restrictive, 
and calculated, it is thought, to unduly 
harass the carrying on of business. 
I, therefore, express that opinion, and I 
hope some material alterations will be 
made in the Bill in Committee. 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wesster, Isle of Wight) : 
The object of the Bill is to add certain 
other works to those specified in the- 
Schedule of the Alkali, &. Works 
Regulation Act, 1881, and I think m 
hon. Friend will agree with me that it 
is desirable that at least some of the 
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works included in the Schedule should 
be subject to certain restrictions. 
Motion agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Thursday. 


CIVIL BILL COURTS (IRELAND) BILJ.. 
(No. 313.) 


SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University) : Perhaps hon. Members 
would like me to say a few words with 
regard to this Bill. I may say that it 
does not deal with all the questions in 
the Irish County Courts, but it is use- 
ful as far as it goes. My attention was 
called by representatives of the mer- 
cantile community of England and 
Ireland to the difficulty and delay 
which arises in practically undefended 
cases in obtaining judgment for the 
recovery of small debts. This difficulty 
is of two kinds, both of which are 
attempted to be dealt with by the Bill. 
The first difficulty is that the Courts 
are not continuously sitting. An 
attempt is made to meet that by pro- 
viding machinery by which a decree by 
default may be entered up in the office 
of the Clerk of the Peace for the amount 
of the claim ; and, secondly, that in 
practically undefended cases, where the 
plaintiff lives at a distance he may, with 
the process, serve a notice in writing 
that he intends to rely in proof of his 
claim upon an affidavit made by him- 
self or some other person mentioned, 
and call upon the defendant to state 
whether he requires the personal 
attendance of the plaintiff or of a witness 
on his behalf at the hearing. I am 
aware that a certain portion of the 
mercantile community wish to have 
more extensive reforms than this Bill 
provides ; but my object has been to 
remove, as far as ome the prineipal 
existing evils without making the Bill 
of such a contentious nature as might 

vent its passifg. However, I shall 
fis seedy to consider in Committee any 
—_ which may be offered on 
of the mercantile community 

and others. 


Sir Richard Webster 
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Mr. SEXTON : I admit the difficulty 
of the subject with which the right 
hon. Gentleman has had to deal, and 
Iam not aware of any sufficient reason 
for opposing the Bill in its present 
stage. I would like, however, to recall 
to the mind of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the interview which took place 
between himself and the representatives 
of the Dublin Mercantile Association, 
when the right hon. Gentleman 
admitted that the views of the 
mercantile community deserved the 
utmost consideration at the hands 
of the Government. Now, it is 
obvious that unless a Bill of this kind 
is satisfactory to that community it 
might as well not be passed. Since the 
right hon. Gentleman has introduced 
this Bill representatives of that Associa- 
tion have communicated with me, and 
it does not appear from their com- 
munications that he has satisfied them 
in either of the matters to which he has 
alluded. They complain with energy 
that the Bill still leaves them in a 
position vastly inferior to those who 
have to go to the Courts in England and 
Scotland. Amongst other things, they 
ask for far more frequent systematic 
sittings of the Courts ; and, secondly 
for the issue of decrees in undefended 
cases without going into open Court. 
The right hon. Gentleman only pro- 
vides that the plaintiff nay make an 
affidavit, whereas they ask that the 
defendant should be allowed to do so 
also. I believe this Bill is a well- 
meaning attempt to meet the difficulties 
urged by the representatives of the 
Dublin Mercantile Association, and, 
therefore, I shall not oppose it ; but I 
respectfully s st to the right hon. 
Gentleman that be will do well, before 
the Bill reaches the Committee stage, 
to confer with the representatives of 
that Association, as the further pro- 
gress of the Measure may depend upon 
the degree of concurrence which may 
be arrived at. 

CotoneEL NOLAN: The hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) 
is, no doubt, well acquainted with the 
views of the mercantile community of 
Dublin ; but, at the same time, I look 
upon this Bill with a considerable 
amount of suspicion. I do not thirk 
it is a Bill should be hurried 
through the House of Commons before 
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farmers and others have been able 
to express their opinion about it. 
A complete change in the process of 
the law might be very injurious to a 
large number of people, and I do not 
think the Attorney General ought to 
make the action of the Bill retrospec- 
tive. In my opinion it should only 
apply to debts incurred after the pass- 
ing of this Act. It seems to me that 
this Bill as it stands might produce 
very unpleasant consequences, and I 
should not like to be responsible to my 
constituents for its provisions. If we 
were going to take the Committee stage 
in about a month there would be time 
for the country to consider it ; but that 
is impossible, and I suggest to the 
Attorney General that he should take 
out the retrospective part of the Bill. 

(4.33.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 

Mid): It appears to me that this Bill 
may be utilised for the recovery of rent, 
and if that is so it is certain to meet 
with most uncompromising resistance. 
I should like the Attorney General to 
make that point clear. 

*(4.34.) Sm ALBERT ROLLIT 
(Islington, 8.): This question was 
raised at the meeting of the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce in Dublin. It 
was introduced by the Dublin Chamber, 
and the Bill only seeks to effect an 
alteration in procedure. It gives no 
additional powers. It was said in 
Dublin that there was great delay in 
the recovery of debts ; that the sittings 
of the Courts were infrequent, and 
they have not the same processes of 
recovery as we have in England. This 
Bili is intended to still further assimi- 
late the law in England and Ireland. 
The law has worked very well in Eng- 
land, the County Court process bein 
speedy, cheap (except as to fees), a 
effective, and it is thought that what 
has been beneficial here will be bene- 
ficial elsewhere. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill read a seeond time, and com- 
mitted for Monday, 13th June. 


MOTIONS. 





ADJOURNMENT (WHITSUNTIDE 
RECESS). 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 
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Thursday, the of Jane.” —( r™ A J, 

Balfour.) 

(4.37.) Conronst NOLAN (Galway, 
N.): I should like to ask the Govern- 
ment whether they will take any steps 
to give us more information about 
Uganda? The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs the other 
day declared that he expected 
despatches, but he did not say what 
ground he had for expecting them, and 
it appears to be very difficult to get in- 
formation. I should like the Govern- 
ment to give us some idea of the 
position. Howdo they know that any 
news ison the way home? Will the 
Government, when this House meets 
on Thursday next, be able to give us 
any information ? At present the state 
of things is most painful and distressing. 
We have got one side of the story from 
Continental sources, and according to 
the Continental journals this appears to 
be a most disgraceful affair. It appears 
as if the natives have been urged on by 
one side to massacre the Christians on 
the other. That, of course, is only the 
Continental statement. But, on the 
other hand, we have no information 
either to confirm or to contradict 
that statement. I think we ought 
to know what instructions Captain 
Lugard and his officers had. One 
would have thought that Captain 
Lugard would have been most anxious 
to send off despatches after events of 
this kind ; and it is most painful that 
we should be compelled to listen to 
these allegations of the Continental 
Press without being able to make any 
reply whatever. I hope the Govern- 
ment will take whatever steps are 
necessary to secure information. If 
special messengers are necessary, the 
country would not grudge the expense, 
and I hope the Government will soon be 
able to place information before us. 

(4.42.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
quite sympathise with the feelings of the 
hon. Member as to the absence of in- 
formation, and I agree with him that 
it is very embarrassing, while state- 
ments are received of what has occurred 
in Uganda, or rather of what is alleged 
to have occurred, we have no means of 
checking the truth of these statements, 
I have no reason to complain of the 
way in which the hon. Member has 
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treated this matter—I think he has 
dealt with the subject in a _ proper 
way. He has attached no ence to 
the reports received through the Ger- 
man territory, and has treated them 
merely as rumours the value of which 
we are unable to test until we have 
received official information from 
Captain Lugard and those with him. 
But I must point out that we have no 
absolute security that we shall receive 
any information at an early date. We 
cannot invent the means of securing 
that information, and we have no 
reason to believe that we can do any- 
thing to accelerate the arrival of the 
despatches. It is a very difficult 
matter to make an estimate as to the 
arrival of the information which we all 
desire, and the only thing we can do 
is to wait for it. I must say I think 
the curiosity of the House upon this 
matter is perfectly natural; but, un- 
fortunately, we are not in a position to 
satisfy it. We see no means by which 
the information sought for can be ob- 
tained ; we see no means by which the 
advent of that information can be 
hastened; and, under these circum- 
stances, I can only ask the hon. Gen- 
tleman to do what we shall be com- 
pelled to do—wait till the information 


arrives. 

(4.44.) Sm WILLIAM HAR- 
COURT (Derby): Nobody will, of 
course, assume that a case has been 
made out against the administra- 
tion of the East Africa Company until 
we have heard both sides of the question. 
But what must have occurred to every- 
body, quite apart from the main 
issue on which we want information, is 
that you have a Chartered Company 
which assumes the responsibility—and a 
very great responsibility it is—of ad- 
ministering an immense territory. What 
we have a right to expect of a company 
exercising authority of that description 
is that it should be itself informed, and 
that the Government should be in- 
formed of what is being done under its 
authority. This is one of the first 
duties of a company which assumes the 


= taken up by this company. 
ey have puta certain number of 
armed men in,a savage country, and 
they, of course, are responsible for what 
takes place under the authority of their 
agent. I called the attention of the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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House some months to the con- 
dition of things in Uganda as described 


in a ’s first Report. It 
showed that religious feuds were in 
full blast at that =e ae & most. 
alarming report, and distinctly suggested 
the ty that Uganda was - the place 
where the ry ts j ought to maintain 
a permanent chief settlement in East 
Africa. That was information whick 
the company possessed more than 
twelve months ago, and that knowledge 
imposed upon them the responsibility of 
keeping themselves well informed as to 
what was going on in those territories. 
What has happened there, or what is 
said to have happened, is exactly that 
which was foreshadowed in the early 
despatches from Captain Lugard—a 
sort of religious civil war. Of course 
we have no accurate knowledge, but it 
is stated that, in addition to Captain 
Lugard and his men, there are a large 
number of men who are the remnants 
of the force commanded by Emin Pasha 
in Equatoria ; and I need not say that 
this is a very formidable force at 
Uganda. What has been the conduct 
of this company? I do not attribute to 
them any evil motive, but it does appear 
to me that they are far too weak for the 
business they have undertaken. No. 
doubt there is a certain expense attach- 
ing to these caravans and convo 
which, from time to time, bring inte 
gence from the interior, and which 
bring intelligence, as we understand, 
through the German sphere of influence.. 
I asked the other day how it is that 
intelligence comes apparently so easily 
through the German sphere, and not at 
all through the British sphere. I do 
not think the answer I got from the 
Under Secretary was at all satisfactory. 
He said, in effect, ‘‘ You will get more 
news when the railway is made.” Are 
we to have no information till then? Is 
there a railway in the German sphere? 
Why is it this company gets no intelli- 
gence for nine months through 
its principal agent? ft is curious. 
to note that in the papers he 
presented Captain Lugard gave an 
estimate of the time rm eost of these 
caravans, and he estimated that a 
caravan could be sent down from 
Uganda to Mombasa and return within 
six months. We have beenj nine 
months without a despatch from 
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Captain Lugard. Why is this? Is 
it because the company are not disposed 
to undertake the cost of communi- 
cation? It might have been supposed 
that, as no caravan arrived from Captain 
Lugard, the company would them- 
selves have sent a caravan with the 
object of securing information. Now 
that the survey is being made for the 
railway this would surely be an easy 
matter. The tribes are friendly, and 
you can march through their territory 
as easily as you can go through 
Scotland. We are told that at this 
moment the surveying officers are 
within a hundred or a hundred and 
fifty miles of the lake. Where is the 
enormous difficulty in getting across that 
one hundred or one hundred and fifty 


‘miles? Information can be sent from 


the lake through the German sphere 
of influence; how is it they cannot 
manage to get information across that 
one hundred and fifty miles of country 
and send it through the British sphere 
in connection with the Railway 
Survey? The responsibility seems to 
me to rest on the Company. I do not 
blame the Government in the matter. 
They had a right to assume—and I 
suppose they did assume—they gave 
this company unlimited authority 
over this vast territory that they had 
the means of fulfilling the obligations 
and the responsibilities they had taken. 
So long as they leave not only this 
country, but the countries in Europe, 
in ignorance of what they are doing in 


‘that territory, they are not fulfilling the 


obligation they entered into when they 
undertook the responsibility of the 
administration of this territory. They 
are in Uganda with the British name 
at their mercy. If they have done 
wrong it is we who shall be held 
responsible for it, and the Government 
which gave them the authority will be 
responsible for it. I think there is an 
entire failure to keep the obligation on 
their part, due really, I believe, to that 
weakness the Company have shown 
throughout. When the company began 
to operate in that territory, they went 
as traders, to open up trade in East 
Africa, and it was represented that the 
trade was to be of enormous advantage 
to the people of this country. What 
trade have they done? I understand, 
on good authority, they have done no 
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trade at ali; that they have not 
attempted to do trade of any descrip- 
tion in the whole of this great district 
for which they accepted the responsi- 
bility. The conclusion I arrive at is 
that this company is not in a position to 
do what it has undertaken. If it is to 
open up trade, why has it not done it ? 
1! it is tc administer the country, why 
does it not keep the Government in- 
formed of the nature of the administra- 
tion and the manner in which it is con- 
ducting the government of that district 
under the authority of the British 
Crown? If the condition of things is 
such at Uganda that within nine months 
we cannot get a despatch, it is totally 
different to what we were led to under- 
stand in the last Debate. We were 
told that this was a country where the 
British emigrant was to go and work 
and thrive, and British trade was to be 
abundantly developed. The present 
state of things is inconsistent with that 
description. Without casting any blame 
on the Government, I think it is quite 
right that we should hold them re- 
sponsible for the position in which we 
now find ourselves, in which we are 
unable to answer these imputations— 
which I hope to be unfounded—which 
are cast on the honour of the British 
name. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
[INVERNESS] BILL. 

On Motion of The Lord Advocate, Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order under “The 
General Police and Improvement (Scotland) 
Act, 1862,” relating to the Burgh of Inver- 
ness, ordered to be brought in by The Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193a be 
suspended and that the Bill be read the first 
time.—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 403.] 


MINING BOARDS BILL. 

On Motion of Mr Bousfield, Bill to provide 
for the constitution of Mining Boards, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bousfield 
and Mr. John Kelly. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 404] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
(No. 298.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
(No. 343.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL.—(No. 342) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL.—(No. 340.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL.—(No. 352.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 10) BILL.— 
(No. 375.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL.—(No. 368.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL.—(No. 369.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
rted, without Amendment; to be read 

the third time upon Thursday next. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL.—(No. 377.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
to a Select Committee. 


TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
ION) BILL.—(No. 219.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [3lst March], 
“That the Bill be now read a secon 
time.” 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Thursday next. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(No. 351.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday next. 
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MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 361.) 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday next. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL, 
(No, 363.) 
Considered in Committee, and 
reported, without Amendment; read 
the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL.—(No. 385.) 

Read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday next. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL 
(No. 292). 

Read the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL, 
(No. 359.) 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday next. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, and an 
Appendix, brought up, and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 246.] 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) [GRANT]. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by 
Parliament, of an Annual Grant in aid of 
Education in Elementary Schools, under the 
provisions of any Act of the present Session 
to improve National Education in Ireland.— 
(Mr, Jackson.) 

Resolution to be reported upon Thursday 
next. 





ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn,”—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfowr,)—put, and agreed to. 

House adjourned at five minutes 
before Five o'clock till 
Thursday %h June. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Thursday, 9th June, 1892. 





QUESTIONS. 


_ THE DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 


CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.)}: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if Captains Williams 
and Lugard hold regular commissions 
from the East Africa Company, and if 
these are military commissions ; if such 
commissions have been published in any 
Gazette ; if the East Africa Company 
has the power of conferring commissions 
and do such commissions confer the 
ree of levying war ; and if Captains 

ugard and Williams have infringed on 
the rights of the subjects of other 
European Powers, is the Foreign 
Office responsible ? 

“Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith) : Inquiry has been made as to 
the position of these officers from the 
British East Africa Company. They 
have replied as follows :—Captains 
Williams and Lugard do not hold 
regular commissions from the East 
Africa Company, but are fulfilling the 
terms of a Treaty concluded by the 
Company with Mwanga on the 26th 
December, 1890. In December, 1889, 
Captain Lugard proceeded to East 
Africa for a holiday trip, and whilst 
there the administrator ascertained 
that he would be willing, if permitted 
by the War Office, to serve the Com- 
pany for a time. Negotiations were 
therefore opened in London with the 
Commander-in-Chief, resulting in the 
loan of Captain Lugard for one year 
from the =a of January, 1890,and this 
has since been indefinitely extended. 
These preliminaries bei settled, 
Captain Lugard was deputed to proceed 
to Machakos for the purpose of finding 
the best road to the Victoria Nyanza. 
Owing, however, to a change of plan 
consequent = the Anglo-German 
Agreement, in Lugard, whilst 
waiting at i, received instruc- 
tions. on the 1 October to proceed 


VOL. V.  =[rourrs sErres.]} 


{9 June, 1892} 





in Uganda. 578 


without delay to Uganda to conclude a 
Treaty with Mw . He was informed 
that the district , under the above- 
noted Agreement, passed under the 
control of the rey ma and it was im- 
pressed upon him that the then existi 
religious dissensions must cease, 
that full religious liberty to all denomi- 
nations must be granted, every effort 
being made to impartially reconcile the 
conflicting interests. hese instrue- 
tions were fulfilled, and a Treaty, a copy 
of which is to be found in the recent 
Blue Book, entered into between the 
Company and Mwanga on the 26th 
December, 1890. A reference to this 
document will show that the adminis- 
trative power vested in the Company’s 
representatives is clearly defined, and 
it is under this Treaty that Captain 
Lugard and his staff are acting, assisted 
by Captain Williams, whose services 
have also been lent by the War Office. 

Cotonet NOLAN: I do not think 
the hon. Gentleman has answered the 
last two paragraphs of my question— 
namely, whether the Company has the 
power of conferring commissions ; whe- 
ther such commissions confer the 
power of levying war ; and if Captains 
Lugard and Williams have ~~ 
on the rights of the subjects of other 
Powers, is the Foreign Office respon- 
sible ? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: I have told the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman exactly 
the circumstances under which Captain 
Lugard was appointed 

Coroxe. NOLAN: Yes; but has 
the Company the power of granting 
commissions carrying with them the 
right to levy war? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: I have told the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the cir- 
cumstances under which Captain 
Lugard was appointed, and I cannot 
tell him anything more. He may form 
his own conclusions from the facts. As 
to the last paragraph of the hon. and 

t Gentleman’s question, of course 

am unable to say whether the rights 

of the subjects of other Powers have 

been infringed, for up to the present I 

am not aware what action Captains 

Lugard and Williams may have taken 
in the matter. 

Coronet NOLAN: I think I shall 
have to put a question to the Atto: 
General as to the responsibilities of this 
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country in such a matter, but I appre- 
hend he wili not be prepared to answer 
such a question now. 


CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
has the War Office at present any con- 
trol over Captains Lugard and Williams 
beyond that of being able to cancel 
their leave ; or is the Commander-in- 
‘Chief, or the Secretary of State for 
War, in any way responsible for the 
public or official acts of these gentle- 
men in relation to Africans or to the 
subjects of other European Powers ? 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
vo THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropnrick, 
Surrey, Guildford): These officers having 
been seconded for service under the 
British East Africa Company, neither 
the Secretary of State or the Comman- 
der-in-Chief has control over them, nor 
ean either accept responsibility for 
their proceedings. 


EMPLOYEES IN ROYAL PARKS. 
Sm RICHARD TEMPLE (Wor- 
ester, Evesham): I beg to ask my 
right hon. Friend ‘the First Commis- 
sioner of Works a question of which I 
have given him private notice, and 
that is whether he will take into con- 
sideration the complaints of the men 
on the establishment at the Royal 
Gardens at Kew and at other Royal 
Parks? 
‘*Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER 
or WORKS (Mr. Puunxert, Dublin 
University): I am aware of the great 
interest taken by my hon. Friend in 
this question, and, as the House knows, 
on more than one occasion during the 
present Session my hon. Friend has 
endeavoured to press it upon the 
attention of the House. I have since 
conferred with my hon. Friend on the 
subject ; and while I am not prepared 
‘to admit that the alleged grievances of 
the staffemployed at Kew are really so 
substantial and well-grounded as my hon. 
‘Friend thinks they are, still, as I know 
that a good deal of feeling exists on, 
the subject in the neighbourhood of. 
Kew, and, to some extent, among the 
‘employees there, and as I am desirous,’ 
if i can, to set at rest such discon- 
‘tent or uncertainty as may exist, I 
‘think on the whole that the best 
: plan will be to appoint a small Depart- 
Colonel Nolan 
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mental Committee to investigate these 
questions. The appointment of such 
a Committee is, I believe, what the 
employees at Kew desire, and it ‘is 
not objected to by the Director of the 
Gardens. The case of the staffs em- 
loyed in the other Royal Parks in the 

etropolis will also be submitted to 
this Committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
Stirling, &c.): Does the right hon, 

entleman think it would be desirable 
to put on the Committee both the 
candidates for the representation of 
the Kingston Division ? 

*Mr. PLUNKET: I have not the 
least intention of doing so; but if the 
right hon. Gentleman is desirous of 
serving on this Committee, which will 
conduct its investigations while the 
General Election is in progress, I 
shall be happy to nominate him. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Mid- 
dlesex, Uxbridge): Will the case of 
the employees at Hampton Court be 
included in the inquiry ? 

*Mr. PLUNKET: Yes. 


FACTORY INSPECTION, 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary say when the 
appointment of the additional Inspector 
for the textile trades, mentioned by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bury (Sir Henry James) in a speech a 
few days ago, is likely to be made? 

“Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Mattuews, Birmingham, E.): I have. 


decided that, in order that the various 
trades may have full advantage of the 
Act of last Session, it is desirable that 
an additional Inspector should be ap- 
pointed for the textile trades, with 
special functions dealing with technical 
matters. The arrangements are nearly 
completed, and the appointment will, [ 
hope, be made in a few days. 

Mr. FENWICK: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman cause inquiry to be 
made as to whether there can be found 
a workman in the trade possessing the 
necessary qualifications and fitness for 
such an appointment ; and, if so, will 


'|the right hon. Gentleman take into 


favourable consideration the claim of 
such @ man to the position of In- 
spector? - ei 
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.*Mz. MATTHEWS: I have endea- 
youred to find a fully-qualified person 
experienced in the practical work of 
the trade for this appointment. 

Mr. SUMMERS (Huddersfield) : 
Will the appointment be for a particular 
district, or for the trade generally ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: For the whole 


country. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Will there be an increase in 
the staff of assistant Inspectors ? 

*Mr. MATTHEWS: The question of 
an increase in assistant Inspectors is 
now under consideration, together 
with the question of re-casting the 
districts. 

Mr. OCTAVIUS MORGAN (Batter- 
sea): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
state if it is his intention to appoint a 
female Inspector as to which I ad- 
dressed a letter to him a few days 
ago ? 

EMR. MATTHEWS: This subject is 
also included in matters which have 
been referred to the Chief Inspector for 
information apon facts, and I have not 
yet had the Report I expect. There 
will, I anticipate, be some difficulty in 
finding a district for the adequate em- 
ployment of a female Inspector where 
women are largely employed. 

Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, &c.) : May 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman is it 
contemplated that this special Inspector 
shall have jurisdiction over textile fac- 
“tories in Scotland and Ireland as well 
as England ? 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): Will the rule as to age and the 
other qualifications apply in the 
appointment of this additional In- 
spector ? 

- *Mr. MATTHEWS: It is a little 
difficult to answer these questions in 
detail with reference to a matter still 
under consideration. What I have in 
view is not the appointment of an ordi- 
nary Inspector, but of a special agent ; 
and the rules in relation to the appoint- 
ment of an ordinary Inspector would 
not apply in this case. As to what 
has been asked by the hon. Gen- 
tleman — (Mr. Sinclair), I may 


“say that I have not yet decided whether 
‘the gentleman to be appointed will 
have time or will be able to visit 


the factories in Scotland as well as in 
England. No grievances, so far as I 
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am aware, have been reported from 
Scotland, but I will certainly endea- 
vour to meet any that may be shown 
to exist. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury now state the 
intention of the Government in regard 
to the Orders standing Nos. 4 and 5 
for Monday—the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill and the Irish Education 
Bill? 

Tae FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A.J. Baurour, Manchester, 
E.): The Irish Local Government Bill 
will not be taken on Monday; but as to 
the Irish Education Bill, I desire to 
consult with my right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary before I make a definite 
statement. I do not propose to put it 
as first Order on Monday.~ I then 
propose to ask the House to take the 
remaining stage of the Scotch Equiva- 
lent Grant, and to proceed with 
the Scotch Burgh and Police Bill. It 
will, perhaps, be more convenient to the 
hon. Member and his friends if I set 
down the Irish Education Bill as first 
Order for a later day? 

Mx. SEXTON : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to apply to that 
Bill the Resclution which is down in 
his name to be moved to-day? The 
Bill, if it is proceeded with in the form 
in which it is now before the House, 
will have to be carefully and fully 
debated on matters of principle raised 
by many important details, and I do 
not think it will be reasonable to insist 
upon proceeding with such a Debate 
when there are only a few Members 
present after midnight. 

Mr. BALFOUR: Certainly the 
Bill is proposed to be included in the 
operation of the proposal I shall pre- 
sently have to make to the House, but 
I may say it is not intended to ask the 
House for any very ss Sitting, 
nor do I think it will be necessary in 
regard to any of the Government 
measures. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne): I think it was rather 
expected that the right hon. Gentleman, 
in making his Motion for taking the 
whole time of the House for Govern- 
ment Business, would tell us what are 
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the measures the Government intend 
4o proceed with, and what they propose 
to estan Further, I think we should 
have an assurance that all private 
Members’ Bills will be discontinued 
and will not have any advantage from 
the suspension of the Twelve o’Clock 
Rule 


Mr. BALFOUR: It would not 
be right, I think, that under cover of this 
Motion additional facilities should be 
given for private Members’ Bills, but, 
at the same time, it would be rather 
hard that a private Member having in 
c an ‘unopposed Bill-—a Bill to 
which there is general assent—should 
be deprived of the opportunity of 
bringing on that Bill, which he would 
have if such a Motion were not passed. 
I draw a distinction between opposed 
and unopposed Bills, and will give an 
undertaking that, so far as the Govern- 
ment are concerned, we shall not allow 
opposed Private Bills to be taken after 
arbre o'clock. It would be hard to 
mete out the same measure to Bills 
which are not opposed. 

Mr. MORLEY: Then those Bills 
should be announced. 

Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): But if the question is 
raised as to which are the unopposed 
Bills it will be very difficult to answer 
it, because it may be that Members 
who have objections to urge may not 
be here. When the Government take 
the time of the House for their Bills, 
I have always understood it is usual 
for the Government to move the 
adjournment after their business is 
dis of. If the Government are 
satisfied that there are Bills introduced 
by private Members which are of such 
importance that they should pass these 


remaining stages, and that they will 
56 be 


do so without opposition, then the 
Government may adopt these Bilis, 
marking them with the star; but if they 


are left open for opposition to be}. 
expressed, then we simply leave open, 


the a for the difficulty we wish to 
avoi 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) : May I say a word in reference to 
the Bills introduced by private 
Members? Some of these are entitled 
to more consideration than others, and 
I would that those Bills which 
have arriv: 


Mr. John Morley 
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at the stage of progress in 





Committee might be allowed to pass. 
I may illustrate what I mean 
reference to a Bill to which I hope 
some will be had 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
There is no Question before the House. 

Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): The Access to Moun- 
tains Bill is set down for Monday, but 
it will be for the convenience of Scotch 
Members if it is not taken until Tues- 
day or Thursday. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I will put it 
down for Thursday. As to the sug- 
gestion of my hon. Friend (Sir Albert 
Rollit), that we should regard as unop- 
posed those Bills which have passed 
their Second Reading—such, I think, 
was his suggestion ?—— 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: 
still unop 

Mr. BALFOUR: It is an imprac- 
ticable suggestion, inasmuch as it would 
include the Wednesday Bills. But I 
think it is ‘well worthy of consideration 
whether, when Bills are really desired 
by the ‘House, that they should be 
added to the Government list, and 
then we could carry out the proposal 
that progress with cther Bills should 
be opposed by the Government after 
twelve o'clock. 





And are 


MOTION. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS), 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, for the remainder of the Session, 
Government Business do have priority 
day, may be entered upon at any hour sai 
opposed, and be not interrupted unde 
provisions of any Standing Order 


Three of the clock.”—(Mr. A. 7. Balfour. 


(3.49.) Mz. JOHN MORLEY: I do 
not at all wish to object to the Motion 
or to press the right hon. Gentleman at 
the moment, but I suppose we may 
take it for granted that not later than 
Monday the right hon. Gentleman will 
be prepared to make a statement as to 
the course of business—what Bills the 
Government intend to persevere with ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: That is so. 
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Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rusheliffe): I do not for a moment 
the Motion ; but I think the right 

hon. Gentleman will be the first to 
admit that, while it is necessary to 
take all the time of the House in the 
way indicated to secure that which we 
all desire—a s y end to the pro- 
ceedings of this Parliament—it will 
also be n to clear the Order 
Book from some of the Bills which now 
stand upon it. On the Orders of the 
Day there are no less than twenty- 
two Government Bills, three of which 
have passed through Committee, eight 
are in that stage, and eleven stand for 
Second Reading. I would call attention 
to the fact that a number of these 
eleven Bills which have to pass a 
Second Reading raise some very 
debatable points, which, undoubtedly, 
demand considerable discussion, and I 
put it to the right hon. Gentleman that 
it is very desirable he should without 
delay —if not to-night, then on Monday— 
inform the House distinctly which of 
these Bills the Government mean to 
proceed with, and which they intend 
to drop. There is also the Bill in 
reference to which we passed a Resolu- 
tion just now—the Telegraphs Bill. 
When that Bill was brought forward 
I ventured to say it raised extremely 
important questions in regard to the 
telegraph system ; and although the 
Government propose to refer that Bill 
to a Select Committee, that Committee 
is not yet nominated, and cannot sit 
for some days, and matters will come 
before it that will undoubtedly demand 
very careful consideration, especially as 
the Bill was read a second time with- 
out any debate. There are other Bills 
to which the same remarks apply. We 
are to have a statement on Monday, 
and I do not press the question now, 
but I would suggest to the Government 
that they should clear the Order Book 
of some of the Bills which have not 
attained the st. of Second Reading. 
(3.52.) Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: 
There is one Bill in favour of which I 
hope an exception will be made because 
of its exceptional character—the Tech- 
nical and Industrial Institutions Bill. 
The Bill has come down from the other 
House, and now stands for Second 
Reading. It has for its object facili- 
tating the acquisition of sites for 


{9 Juxx, 1899} 





(Government Business). 586 


technical and industrial schools, and is 
of special interest to my constituency. 
The result of the Bill not i 
be that the establishment the 
Clerkenwell Polytechnic will be — 
for a considerable time, and pro’ ya 
valuable and eligible site will be lost. 
This has been offered by Lord North- 
ampton, but owing to want of power 
under settlements the transfer cannot 
be carried out. The Bill comes to us 
from another place with the high 
authority of Lord Macnaghten, and I 
trust the House will allow it to pass 
through its stages this Session. 

3.53.) Mr. PICTON Sa og 
I think the Government may be fairly 
——_ to give an indication of the 

i 


they intend to proceed with. It 
is quite obvious they cannot pass 
all these measures unless the 


House sits until Christmas. I will 
not take upon myself to say which 
measures should be taken, but I think 
we may ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that measures which are met with 
genuine and earnest opposition shall 
not be pushed. I suppose we shall all 
agree that we ought to carry through 
these stages those Bills which are 
esteemed as of national importance; 
but there are some Bills of which this 
cannot be said, as for instance the 
Archdeaconry of Cornwall Bill. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
not think it his duty to press this Bill 
after midnight ; the exemption of the 
rule should not be applied to a Bill of 
this kind. Again, the Industrial 
Schools Bill and the Reformato 
Schools Bill are not yet printed, and t 
presume it is not intended to move the 
Second Reading until we can see the 
Bills in print. I think it is generally 
understood that we accept this Motion 
only as applying to Bills of urgent 
importance, and as to which there is 
general agreement. 

rag Mr. SEXTON: With this 
Motion before us I think the time has 
come when we should have a definite 


understanding upon the important 
Irish Bills. The Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill had a position of importance 


in the Queen’s Speech, and I think, for 
the convenience of Members who have 
to travel a long distance to attend the 
House, there should now be,a formal 
statement of that which is pretty well 
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understood—that this Bill will not be 

with. As to the proposal to 
take Government Business at any hour, 
all I have to say is that I have no 
desire to put any obstacle in the way 
of winding up the business of the 
Session, and I should be willing even 
that Irish Supply should be taken at 
any reasonable hour after midnight. 
As to the Irish Education Bill, as [ 
have already conveyed, unless it is 
made matter of arrangement and 
general consent, it will have to be 
regarded as an exceptionally con- 
tentious measure and be subjected to 
debate ; and I do not think that such 
a debate should be relegated to after 
midnight with the presence of only 
_ a very few Members on this side of the 
House, with the Chief Secretary and 
the Attorney General for Ireland on 
the other side. The Debate should 
not be continued beyond midnight, or 
such a time subsequent as may appear 
reasonable to Members taking an in- 
terest in the subject. As I understood 
just now, the right hon. Gentleman is 
disposed to accept this view. I do not 
press the matter further. 

(3.57.) Mr. MORTON  (Peter- 
borough): I do not propose to offer 
opposition to this Motion, because I 
understand there is a desire to wind 
up our proceedings here and get to 
work elsewhere. But I would suggest 
that to meet the object we have in 
view it would be more convenient to 
meet at two o’clock every day, and then 
we might, by an hour, + Bare our pro- 
ceedings after twelve o'clock ; certainly I 
should prefer such an arrangement. I 
now only desire to express regret that 
so much of the time of the Session 
should have been wasted by the Go- 
vernment upon Bills which apparently 
they had no intention of passing, and 
which were possibly—I may say 
probably — electioneering Bills. I 
think we have just cause to complain 
of this, seeing that it will necessitate 
our scampering through all the ques- 


tions having relation to national ex- | 


nditure, as now, I suppose, we shal! 

ave to do. However, I share the 
general desire to have matters brought 
to a conclusion in view of the General 
Election ;*but I think we should have 
a clear understanding that the Bills of 
private Members will not be allowed to 


Mr. Sexton 
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‘be pushed through in the early hours 
of the morning, and with only a few 
Members present. I hope we may be 
able at least to consider some matters in 
connection with Supply, beeause there 
are some few matters which even now 
want consideration. But, generally 
speaking, I shall be only too pleased to 
assist the Government in getting the 
business done, so that the people of 
this country may have an opportunit 
of expressing their opinion with egusl 
to the Government. 


Mr. BALFOUR: The hon. Gentle- 
man, I think, cannot have been in the 
House a few moments ago, when I 
made some remarks with regard to 
questions relating to private Members. 
With regard to what the hon. Member 
for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) has said, 
I regret that my right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland cannot be 
in his place to-day ; and in his absence 
I am unwilling to make any specific 
pledge with regard to the Irish Educa- 
tion Bill, to which special reference has 
been made. At the same time, I may 
repeat my own opinion that the object 
of the suspension of the Twelve o’Clock 
Rule is not to unduly prolong the 
Sittings of the House, but to avoid the 
arbitrary suspension of business at that 
particular moment. Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will be good enough to wait 
for a final reply on this matier till I 
make a general statement on Monday 
with regard to all the Bills which the 
Government hope to be able to proceed 
with. 


Mr. SEXTON : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman state now whether the Irish 
Local Government Bill will or will not 
be proceeded with this Session ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: As the hon. Mem- 
ber is aware, there is great opposition 
to this Bill, and under the circum- 
stances J do not see any probability of 
its being carried through during the 
| present Session. 


Mr. PICTON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say if Orders 13, 14, and 
18 will be taken to-night ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: I know nothing 
about 13 and 14. With to 18, 
it shall not be taken to-night after 





twelve o’clock. 
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589 Supply—Navy 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That for the remainder of the Ses- 
sion Government Business do have priority 
every day, may be entered upon at any hour 

and be not interrupted under 
the provisions of any Standing Order regu- 
lating the Sittings of the House except on 
Wednesday. That the provisions of Standing 
Order 56 be extended to the other days of the 
weex; and that, unless the House otherwise 
order, the House do meet on Tuesday and 
Friday at Three of the clock,—(Mr. Balfour.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SUPPLY—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1892-3. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


1. £1,215,700, Victualling and Cloth- 
ing for the Navy. 


2. £125,000, Medical Establishments 
and Services. 


3. £11,400, Martial Law, &c. 
4. £75,800, Educational Services. 
5. £60,000, Scientific Services. 


6. £159,000, Royal Naval Reserves. 


‘(4.5.) Apmrrat FIELD (Sussex, 
Eastbourne): One word upon this 
Vote. I wish to make another appeal 
to the First Lord of the Admiralty, and 
to ask him to give me an assurance 
with regard to a question of very great 
importance, which I alluded to in the 
discussion which I had the honour to 
take part in earlier in the Session—the 
ae of the personnel of the Service. 

wish to emphasise the remarks which 
I then made, and to call the attention 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty to 
the subject. With regard to the effi- 
cient seamen service of the Fleet at the 
present time, there is a great waste, 
and there is no effort made by the 
Admiralty to prevent that waste. When 
the period of service of ten years or 
twelve years has expired the men are 
allowed by the regulations to re-engage 
for a further period. They are allowed 
twelve months, during which time they 
may exercise the option of re-engaging 
or not re-engaging. But a great many 


of them are lost to the Service and 


<lisappear. It is with respect to this 
latter thet I wish to press the First 
‘Lord of the Admiralty to give us 
‘some assurance. I do not want 


{9 Junn, 1899} 
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in any way to harass or em- 
barrass him at all, but simply to ask 
him to give us a pledge that this matter 
will be considered as it ought to be 
considered. Naval men feel very 
strongly that this waste ought not to 
goon; and it would be easy to prevent 
it by granting these men lute 
liberty of action and holding out some 
inducement to them to remain in the 
Service. I asked the First Lord of 
the rs give us a Return of 
the men who disappeared last year, 
but I could not get that Return, and 
I am obliged to make a rough estimate, 
Roughly speaking, I think we may take 
the waste of men at one thousand a 
aren Why should these thousand men 

wasted—these men who have cost 
the country so much on their training, 
who are a most valuable body of men, 
who are ably trained, and who are good 
seamen and good gunners? If a 
suitable inducement were held out to 
these men I am sure they would join 
the Fleet Reserve of a superior class, 
When these men leave the Service they 
take engagements in civil employments ; 
many of them take engagements in the 
Fire Brigade of London and other large 
towns. As I say, they are a most 
valuable body of men, and why should 
not some effort be made to retain them? 
If I might venture to make a suggestion 
it would be that at the expiration of 
the period of service, say of twelve 
years, they should be able to re- 
engage, or that they should under- 
take to serve so many years in the 
First Class Naval Reserve. That 
could be made a binding engagement ; 
and thus these men might be tempted 
to join the Naval Reserve by offering 
them either short service pensions or 
some other inducement. All I ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty to do now 
is to consider this whole question in all 
its bearings. I know that the First 
Lord of the Admiralty has dene 
much with his colleagues to bring 
the Navy itself to such a state of 
perfection as to meet all the demands 
that may be made upon it. I know he 
is aware that naval men are not satis- 
fied that the present condition of the 
personnel of the Navy is such as tomeet 
the strain if war come upon us. I ven- 
ture to ask him to give us a pl that 
something will be done, whether by 
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requiring the parents of boys to give an 
engegement on their behalf that at the 
age of eighteen they shall re-engage in 
the new Naval Reserve or by some 
other means, to put a stop tothis waste 
of valuable men. 

oe Tae FIRST LORD or THE 
ADMIRALTY (Lord GeEorGE 
Hamitton, Middlesex, Ealing): What 
my hon. and gallant Friend suggests 
practically amounts to this: that in the 
case of men who engage for the first term 
of service some inducement should be 
offered to them in order that they should 
enter the Naval Reserve. My hon. and 
gallant Friend will see that this is not 
a matter of which there can be an easy 
solution. If you make the terms so 
good as to offer a superior inducement 
to a man to go into the Naval Reserve 
after his first term of service, inall pro- 
bability many men would decline to 
enter into a second term of service. 
Therefore, the matter must be very 
carefully considered ; and the induce- 
ment held out must be such as not to 
interfere with the second term of years 
on the Active List. My hon. and gallant 
Friend states that practically the 

sonnel of the Navy is not in as satis- 

tory a condition as he could wish. 
I only hope that he does not take for 
granted the statements circulated in 
the Press concerning the number of 
men available. The personnel of the 
Navy has been largely increased during 
the last three years. There have 
been 13,000 more men on _ the 
Active List, and 7,000 more men 
have volunteered for the Naval 
Reserve ; and at the present moment, 
so far as our ships are concerned, if 
they were all to be put in commission, 
we have more men than would be 
sufficient to man them. However, I 
will bear in mind what my hon. and 
gallant Friend has said. As he has 
already suggested, the matter is one 
worthy of being carefully investigated. 


Vote agreed to. 


7. £1,866,100 — Shipbuilding, Re- 
pairs, Maintenance, &c.—Personnel. 
(4.16.) Mz. HERBERT KNATCH- 
BULL-HUGESSEN (Kent, Faver- 
sham): I wish to express the great 
satisfaction which my constituency feel 
at the very high standard of work 
Admiral Field 


{COMMONS} 
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which has been done in the Govern- 
ment dock . I believe there can 
be no doubt that the work pee 
there will compare vi vourably 
with the work done in private yards. 
There is one class of workmen in the 
yards—namely, the riggers, who are 
very grateful for the additional pay 
which has been granted by the Admi- 
ralty. While admitting that much has 
been done to improve the condition of 
things, a great deal remains to be done 
with regard to increasing the pay of the 
workmen. There is one icular 
grievance to which I should like to call 
the attention of the First Lord of 
the Admiraity, and that is with ad 
to the system of classification. The 
greatest dislike of the system of 
classification exists. There may be 
much in favour of the system 
of classification; but I believe I am 
correct in saying that it has been found 
from experience that it is impossible to 
introduce the system of classification 
into any private yards at all. I have 
been told over and over again that the 
men almost universally would prefer 
a less rise of pay, and that it should be 
uniform. What they ask is that if the 
ciassification system is to continue it 
should be by seniority, and not as at 
present—by selection. There is the 
greatest dislike and distrust of the 
system of selection ; and if it must be 
continued, the workmen would prefer 
that they should be entitled toa rise of 
wages by seniority. There is another 
grievance felt by the caulkers, who are 
a small body in themselves, and whose 
services are not so much in demand 
now owing to the improvements which 
have been made. Their contention is. 
that if there is to be a readjustment of 
wages they should be placed on an 
equal footing with the rest. I hope 
the Admiralty will see their way 
to favourably consider what appears to. 
me to be the reasonable claim of these- 
men. Then there is the grievance of 
the petty officers, who respectfully ask 
for an increase of pensions. I would 
also respectfully call the attention of 
the Admiralty to the claims of the 
engineers and artificers. Before sitting 
down I hope I may be allowed also to 
express the deep regret which is felt at 
the course which the Admiralty have 
taken with regard to ships built at 
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Sheerness. Formerly the shi 
at Sheerness were commission 
but now I understand it has been 
decided by the Admiralty that they 
should be sent away and com- 
missioned at Chatham. I may be 
told that that is n for 
the purpose of mobilisation. it that 
be so, it is probably useless to e 

inst it. But what I contend is that 
if such a measure is taken without due 
notice, and if there is to be such a dis- 
turbance of trade, there should be some 
compensation. I hope the Admiralty 
will see their way, if this policy is 
adopted, to do something, if not this 
year, on some future occasion, to make 
some adequate compensation for the 
injury which it will inflict upon such 
towns as Sheerness, which depend upon 
dockyard support. 

(4.21.) Captaris PRICE (Devon- 

rt): I desire to remind the House 
that the number of Members who 
represent dockyard constituencies and 
who take interest in dockyard matters 
has been very considerably reduced. 
We have to mourn the loss of a gallant 
officer (Admiral Mayne), who sat for 
some years in this House and who 
took a great interest in all matters 
connected with dockyards and shipping. 
He always spoke with great intelligence 
on the subject, and was always listened 
to with great pleasure and instruction ; 
and we are all exceedingly grieved 
that he should be taken from us in 
such a sudden manner. With refer- 
ence to the remarks which have 
fallen from my hon. Friend who has 
just sat down, I wish to say that I 
endorse what he has said; and I want 
to make one or two remarks on the 
same subject. The subject is one of 
great importance in naval yards. As 
regards the question of the way in which 
the rise of pay has been distributed 
amongst the men, the two largest 
classes in the dockyards are those of 
the shipwrights and the joiners, and 
until the present time they have 
always been given a rate of wages 
which did not vary with length of ser- 
vice or in any other way. They have 
now been classified, and they strongly 
object to it. I understand that the 
Admiralty, in carrying out this large 
measure of reform, have taken the 
average wages given in the private 


built 


{9 June, 1892}. 


there ; 


‘on the average wages 





Estimates, 1892-3. 594 


yards during the course of five or six 
years. Taking the average s at 
36s. 7d. a week for a certain number of 
hours worked, the Government provide 
that the men should work three hours 
a week less than they do in the private 
yards. That is, they work for one- 
eighteenth less time than they do in 
the private yards; and they therefore 
knock off one-eighteenth of the wages. 
One-eighteenth of 36s. 7d. is as nearly 
as possible 2s. 1d., so that that cuts 
down the wages to 34s. 6d. But they 
have again to deduct from that what 
represents the pension the men have to 
look forward to; and that is usually 
calculated at 1s. 6d. a week. Deduct- 
ing 1s. 6d. from 34s. 6d. leaves 33s. a 
week. But, then, the Admiralty takes 
this singular course: They do not say 
that when a man has served his 
apprenticeship he shall be at once put 
which are 
received in private yards, but he is to 
be put on none wages. Instead of 
receiving 33s. a week, he is paid 31s. a 
week. I hold that that is a wrong 
principle. When a man has served his 
apprenticeship he should at once be put 
upon what is the average wages outside. 
en there might be long service or good 
service pay, so that every shipwright 
or joiner in the yard should receive a 
uniform rate of pay, and a certain 
number, fixed by the Admiralty, by 
length of service, or by the recom- 
mendation of their officers, should be 
eligible to receive a small addition im 
the shape of service pay. I do not 
think that would cost very much 
money, and I think it would give satis- 
faction to the men in the yard. [ 
uite endorse what has been said about 
the various other classes in the yard ;: 
but passing from that to another ques- 
tion of more national interest, I want 
to ask the Admiralty if they have again 
studied the question of nalien a large- 
dock in the West of England which 
would be capable of taking in our ships 
at any time of the tide or weather? 
I think this is a most important point. 
I believe that plans for such a dock 
have been before the Admiralty for- 
some time, but they do not seem to be 
inclined to ask for the money to carry 


it out. In case of war, no doubt great 
battles would be _— in the 
Channel, and especially in the 
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western part of the Channel, and 
ships of our Navy would have to 
run into Cork or to Plymouth ; and if 
there is no dock ready at once to 
receive them at any time of the tide 
and weather, there might be a loss of 
some of our large and valuable ships. 
It can be done, and as it is a very impor- 
tant matter I hope the Admiralty may 
be able to say whether they have con- 
widered it, and whether they intend 
before long to ask for the money to 
carry it out? 

Sm FREDERICK FITZWY- 
GRAM (Hants, 8.): I wish to call 
the attention of the Admiralty to the 


se of the men at Priddy’s 
, Gosport. The men are 
classed as skilled and _ unskilled 


labourers, and the work which they do— 
filling shells with gunpowder—is rather 


dangerous on account of the chances of | 


explosion. The circumstances of the case, 
which are very brief indeed, are these : 
‘The men, until lately, belonged to the 
Ordnance Establishment, but they 
were transferred to the Naval Estab- 
lishment, and then, in consequence of 
@ rise of wages in the Portsmouth 
Dockyard, two shillings a week were 
added to the wages of the skilled and 
unskilled labourers on that side of the 
water. The Admiralty, however, have 
consistently refused to give that 
increase to the skilled and unskilled 
labour at Priddy’s Hard which they 
have given to the skilled and unskilled 
labour on the other side of the water. 
In_ consequence of representations 
made, a similar class of workers at 
Woolwich have been given this two 
shillings a week which the men at 
Priddy’s Hard think, and which I 
think, they are fairly entitled to. 
*(4.35.) Apmrrat FIELD: I have 
«considerable sympathy with my hon. 
and gallant Friend the Member for 
Devonport (Captain Price) and the 
hon. Member for the Faversham 
Division (Mr. Herbert Knatchbull- 
Hugessen). I aw glad to say I am not 
embarrassed by having a dockyard in 
my constituency, fr 1 assure the 


First Lord of the Admiralty and the 
Seeretary of the Admiralty, who have 
taken some interest in this question of 
dockyard classification, that I do not 
‘share the views of the hon. Members 
who have spoken. I think the 


Captain Price 


{COMMONS} 
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Admiralty deserve to be supporied in 
the proposals they have made for 
classification of work in the dockyards, 
and I hope they will adhere strictly to 
it. The whole Naval Service is based 
upon classification afloat, and I think 
the Admiralty are perfectly right on this 
uestion, Hof I hope they will stand as 
m as rocks on the matter. 
(4.36.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): 


I would like to press upon the Govern-: 


ment the advisability of carrying out 


| some of the remarks that fell from the 


hon. Member opposite. It is advisable 
at atime like the present, that these 
Votes should be got as soon as possible 
in order that we should get to our 
constituencies, and I understand that 
an agreement has been entered into not 
to debate these questions at any 
length. ButI h , with a consider- 
able amount of interest, the remarks 
which fell from the hon. and gallant 
Member opposite, who said that, if a 
time of war should arise—and it is 


| quite on the cards that such a time 


may arise, though I hope it will be 
as far distant as possible—and any 
naval engagements were to take place, 
they must of necessity take place in 
the English Channei and at the western 
end of it, and the hon. and gallant 
Member spoke of our vessels having to 
run into Cork or Plymouth. We know 
a good deal of money has been spent 
on the harbour of Cork 

THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
I should have interrupted the hon. 
and gallant Member for Devonport 
(Captain Price), as I now have 
to interrupt the hon. Member for Cork. 
The hon. Member’s remarks are not in 
order on this Vote, but they may be 
addressed to the Committee on the 
Vote for Works, Buildings, and Repairs 
at Home and Abroad. 

Dr. TANNER: I daresay the 
Committee will pardon me _ being 
out of order if the hon. and gallant 
Member for Devonport was out of 
order. But I think any assurances 
which can be given should be given in 
order to help the Government out of 
their difficulty, and enable us to get to 
our constituencies. 

*(4.38.) Mr. JAMES ELLIS (Lei- 
cestershire, Bosworth) : I do not think, 
because we are not to take part in the 





Debate,-it is understood we are not 
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entitled to receive any information 
which may be required. If we are not 
to debate the matter, we should not 
debate it. 

Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
do not desire to take up the time of the 
Committee on these Naval Votes, be- 
cause I am anxious to get to the 
country, but I should like to ask why 
there is this large increase in the Vote 
of over £100,000? I should be glad if 
I can be told that you are going to pay 
the working-men connected with the 
Navy better; those at the top of the 
tree are well paid already—in the Navy 
as in other Departments. The real 
working men, even the officers who do 
the work, I do not consider are too 
highly-paid ; and if this large increase 
is to go to those who do the work for 
the country, I do not say I am going to 
object to it. I want to know why 
there is this increased expenditure, so 
that we may be able to explain the 
position if we are asked. I trust we 
may have some explanation. 

" FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE ADMIRALTY (Mr. Forwoop, 
Lancashire, Ormskirk): If the hon. 
Member will turn to Page 3 of the 
Estimates he will see that no less than 
£96,000 goes to the increase of wages 
paid to the men. 

Mr. MORTON: Does that mean 
more men or increased wages ? 

*Mr. FORWOOD: Partly increased 
wages, but chiefly more men. The 
question of classification, which two of 
my hon. Friends have alluded to, was 
brought before the attention of the 
Committee when the Naval Estimates 
were last discussed ; and I then endea- 
voured to give the reasons which in- 
duced the Admiralty to adopt the sys- 
tem, or rather to continue the system, 
which had been in vogue at the dock- 
yards for many years. As the hon. 
and gallant Member for Devonport 
(Captain Price) has stated, within the 
last two or three days I have had the 
benefit of having an interview with the 
mén themselves in two of the dock- 
yards—Devonport and Portsmouth— 
and I should like to mention to the 
Committee that when the question of 
the wages paid at the dockyards was 
two years ago brought to our notice 
by the ordinary form of a Petition 
from the men, the men themselves 


{9 Junz, 1892} 
‘then begged that the Admiralty would 
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arra: a higher rate of pay, and 
that the higher rate of pay should 
be on a graduated scale. They 
positively asked that any arrangement 
we should make as to the pay of the 
men should have a minimum and a 
maximum—not a a of pay, 
but a progressive rate.of pay. 

Admi “nome it would be very 
desirable to continue what had been 
the practice in all other trades in the 
yard except established shipwrights 
and established joiners—to pay pro- 
gressive or graduated rates of pay. 
The difficulty which has arisen in 
the minds of many workmen in the 
yard is that the graduated rate of pe; 
the classification as they call it, is fixed 
primarily according to the merit and 
competency of the men, and not simply 
according to the number of years they 
may have been in the employ. I sub- 
mit that no great establishment like a 
dockyard could be continued if every 
man was toc consider that when he 
arrived at a given time of service, he 
should thereby become entitled to a 
higher rate of pay, without reference 
to his diligence or skill. I do not 
think it would be possible to con- 
duct a dockyard upon the principle 
of seniority; but there is very great 
care taken in promoting the men from 
one rate of pay to another, and if there 
are two men—one who has been many 
years in the dockyard, and the other 
only a comparatively few years—of 
equal competency and equal diligence, 
the preference is given to the man of 
longer service. I want to refer to the 
fact that there is a very material 
difference between the two classes— 
the established men and the hired men. 
With the hired men it is perfectly 
optional whether they remain or go. 
If they are not satisfied with the rate 
of pay awarded to them on entry, or 
whatever may be given to them from 
time to time, it is quite optional 
for them to remain. It is different 
with the established workman. The 
established workman has, in a sense, a 
vested claim for continuous service, 
and a pension at the end of a given 
number of years, or when he attains a 
given When the established men 
received one uniform rate of pay two 
years ago, both established joiners 
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and shipwrights complained to me 
when I visited the yard that they 
had no chance at-all of promotion. 
There is not the same inducement to 
diligence for the man on the staff who 
is promised continuous work ; there is 
not the same incentive for the man 
who, for the rest of his life, is promised 
constant employment as there is for 
the man whe is on the hired list, who 
may be dismissed, and whose conduct, 
naturally, is more closely watched 
than that of an established man. 
Therefore, in his own interest, as 
well as in the interest of the State, it 
is a very wise plan to have a graduated 
seale of pay. The same remark applies 
to the joiners. The hon. Member for 
the Faversham Division of Kent spoke 
about vessels having removed up to 
Chatham for mobilisation purposes. I 
believe that, in order that the vessels 
may be efficient and ready for work at 
&@ moment's notice, it is decidedly better 
that they should be placed at Chatham. 
But compensation will be given to the 
district which my hon. Friend repre- 
sents in the shape of a School of 
Gunnery, which I hope will at an early 
date be in full swing. In reply to my 
hon. and gallant Friend (Sir Frederick 
FitzWygram), in regard to the wages 
paid at Priddy’s Hard, that matter is 
still under the consideration of the 
Board of Admiralty, and I hope a com- 
munication will be made in reference 
to the Memorial before the Board in 
a few days’ time. 

(4.47.) Caprars PRICE: It is 
perfectly true the men did ask for a 
progressive rate of pay two years 
ago. They are just as anxious to have 
it now, and I am anxious that they 
should have it; the mistake is that 
the progress is downwards. The men 
wish to be paid uniformly the same 
wage as they get in private yards. 

Mr. HERBERT KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN: Will the School of 
Gunnery be established within the 
current year? 

(4.48.) Lorp GEORGE HAMIL- 
TON : It will be gradually developed, 
but I can assure my hon. Friend that 
it will be in full working order before 
the end of the financial year. In reply 
to the hon. and gallant Member for 
Devonport (Captain Price), I would 
point out that every single man on the 


Mr. Forwood 
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establishment is now better off than 
he was before the classification began. 
The essence of the controversy is that a 
certain number—a very limited number 
—of men who are inferior workmen want 
to be put on the maximum rate. If 
we, acting on the representations made 
to us, acceded to the request of the 
men by establishing a progressive wage ; 
and if we took care that the men who 
were on the lowest rate got a certain 
advance, I think we went a good way 
to meet their wishes. 

Mr. MORTON : I saw that item of 
£96,000 in the Estimates. I should be 
glad if the Financial Secretary would 
tell us what proportion of that sum has 
gone to increase the wages of the men, 
and what proportion is due to the 
increase in the number of the men? 
Can the right hon. Gentleman also tell 
us what are the hours of labour in these 
dockyards ? 

*Mr. FORWOOD: An average of 
fifty and one-third hours per week 
all the year through. Of the £96,000 
increased wages, about £40,000 goes to 
make up the additional pay which, 
with the £40,000 voted last year, 
makes the £80,000 added to the pay of 
the men; and the balance represents 
increased numbers. 


Vote agreed to. 


8. £1,615,500, Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, &c.—Matériev. 


9. £1,289,400, Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, &c.—Contract Work. 


10. £1,398,700, Naval Armaments. 


*(4.53.) Apmrmrat FIELD: I wish 
to ask for some assurance with 

to certain guns. I allude to the burst- 
ing of a particular gun on board the 
“ Cordelia ”’ in Australia last year. I 
should like an assurance that these 
guns have been withdrawn from the 
Service once and for ever. I under- 
stand that most of the ships of the 
training squadron that recently re- 
turned from abroad were armed with 
that class of gun. I also hear that 
these guns have been taken out and 
new ones of a superior character put 


in. 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON : The 
guns of this particular mark have all 
been withdrawn. The “ Cordelia” is 
now in dock, and her present arma- 
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‘ment will soon be replaced by a later 
mark. The total number of guns we 
have had to replace is 56. 


Vote agreed to. 


qt) £448,000, Works, Buildings, 
and Repairs, at Home and Abroad. 


Drs. TANNER: I desire to call 
attention tothis matter of Haulbowline. 
On many occasions I have mentioned 
the important fact that a great deal of 
time and a great deal of money have 
been expended in bringing about a 
condition of affairs in Cork Harbour 
which is absolutely the reverse of 
desirable. We find that in places like 
Devonport and Sheerness, where you 
have Gestiartalive constituents, more 
money is being spent on men and works, 
‘and absolute bribery is taking place 
now that hon. Gentlemen opposite have 
to go to meet their constituents. But 
when we turn to this Vote, we find that 
all that is to be done for Cork Harbour 
is that £2,115 is to be expended in 
dredging. The dredging hitherto has 
been inefficiently done; and on the 
Haulbowline side it has filled in again 
and again till it is doubtful whether, at 
the present time, the channel you have 
been dredging would admit a good-sized 
gunboat into the dock. You spend a 
great amount of time in putting up dock 
at Haulbowline, and then you 

t the whole thing go derelict. The 
staff is too small, and cannot capably 
Sermon the duties which this large 

ock entails. You have to pump day 
and night in order to prevent leakage. 
The time may come when you will find 
that this is a strategical position 
of the utmost importance, and 
instead of wasting time and wasting 
money you ought at once to take this 
matter into your serious consideration. 
If the Admiralty officials do not spend 
a little more money on this work, they 
will, in process cf time, allow the 
millions which have already been 
expended to be thrown away. The 
dockyard works have been ing 
at a tortoise-like speed, although I have 
taken every opportunity, in season and 
out of season, of urging upon the Admi- 
ralty officials the necessity of com- 

leting them. I hope that when the 
First Lord of the Admiralty is in 
Opposition—as he soon will be—he 
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will aid me in urging the new 
Administration to finish the work. 
The only way to get it done is to 
hammer away at successive Adminis- 
trations until it is completed. Up to 
the present little or no progress has 
been made, but I hope the First Lord 
of the Admiralty will now be able to 
assure the Committee that no further 
delay will take place. 


(5.3.) Captain PRICE: I cannot 
help rising to support the efforts of the 
hon. Member to get this work com- 
pleted. It has certainly not been 
— forward as it ought to have 

n. It is most important that we 
should have sufficient dock accommo- 
dation in a time of naval warfare, and 
that we should be able, after an action 
has taken place, to bring out a second 
fleet in order that it may deal a 
crushing blow upon the enemy by pick- 
ing up or destroying their disabled 
ships. 

(5.5.) Mr. MORTON : I find that 
there is a sum of money down in the 
Estimate for a racket court and an 
American bowling green. I should like 
to know whether any provision is made 
against gambling in regard to these 
matters ? 

*ApmiraL FIELD: I agree with the 
hon. Member for Cork (Dr. Tanner) as 
to the importance of pushing these 
works forward. I thought the dock 
had been completed, and that every- 
thing was in a satisfactory state with 
regard to it. It is news to me to find 
that that is not the case. I hope no 
time will now be lost in completing it. 
There is another matter to which I 
wish to allude. Some. two or three 
years ago I thought it my duty to im- 
press upon the First rd of the 
Admiralty and the Secretary of State 
for India the importance of providing a 
dock at Bombay. The Government of 
India and the Government at home 
could not then come to an agreement, 
although I understand the Bomba 
Harbour Trust took it up. A promise 
was also made at one time to construct 
a dock at Gibraltar. It is important 
that the coaling arrangements at Port- 
land and Sheerness should be com- 
pleted as soon as possible, because so 
much depends upon coaling in time of 
war, 
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(5.8.) Lorpv GEORGE HAMIL- 
‘TON : The short discussion that we 
have had upon this subject shows some 
of the difficulties that we have had to 
contend with in this minor branch of 
our expenditure. The Vote we are 
discussing only relates to docks at 
home, but we have had proposals from 
the hon. and gallant Member (Admiral 
Field) to build docks at mbay 
and Gibraltar. If the whole of the 
expenditure which has been suggested 
‘by hon. and gallant Members were 
totalled up it would be found to repre- 
sent something between two and three 
million pounds. I only mention this 
_to show the demands which are made 
upon us in regard to this class of 
work. As to the matter to which 
the hon. Member for Cork has 
called attention, I may say that it 
is not being overlooked. The delay has 
largely arisen owing to the difficulties 
in the way of dredging, and the rocky 
character of the site of the dock. The 
amount asked for in the Estimate will, I 
think, be sufficient to enable the work 
to be completed, and I will undertake 
that it shall be pushed forward. I 

uite agree with the hon. and gallant 
Tinker that something should be done 
with regard to Gibraltar. 

Mr. MORTON: The noble Lord has 
not replied to my question. 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: Itis 
necessary to provide some means of 
amusement for sailors, and it is not 
to be supposed that the officers would 
sanction any kind of impropriety. 

Mr. MORTON: Are there any pro- 
visions against gambling in such 
matters? 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: It is 
a matter for the authorities on the spot 
to deal with. 


Vote agreed to. 


12. £148,000, Miscellaneous Effec- 
tive Services. 


(5.13.) Mr. MORTON: I desire to 
ask the noble Lord whether the sum of 
£3,900, which is required for ministers 
of religion in connection with this Vote, 
-will go only to the clergymen of the 
Church. of . England, or to other 
ministers as well? We know that the 
men in the Service belong to different 
sects. I should also like to have some 
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piomnetion Ngo regard to the sum of 
£1,200 which is uired for carrying 
and entertaining Royal personages at 
sea. I do not object to the voting of 
the money for the purpose, but to the 
way in which it is voted, because it ig 
another mode of increasing salaries and 
allowances. 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
amount required for ministers of 
religion is for services to seamen and 
marines in Her Majesty’s ships and at 
establishments at home and abroad. 
With regard to the £1,200, it has been 
the practice from time immemorial to 
convey by sea a certain portion of the 
Royal Household, and the expenses 
have always come under this Vote. It 
has also been the custom to meet the 
cost of conveying Royal person 
between England and Scotland. e 
expenditure under this head sometimes 
varies, but the average of the last few 
years has been £1,200. 

Mr. MORTON : May I ask whether 
the amount required for ministers of 
religion is only for those belonging to 
the Church of England, or for those 
connected with other sects ? 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: It 
goes to ministers of different sects. 

Vote agreed to. 

13. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

ac eres Sa 
er jesty, e e 
Sf the Admiralty” Otic, whieh wil come in 
course 0 on 
the Sist day of Marsh 1880" 

(5.18.) Caprams PRICE: I think 
something should be said with regard 
to this Vote. The Admiralty Board 
should be thoroughly representative of 
the various interests and classes in the 
Service. But there are two classes 
which are not represented on it. One 
is the steam branch of the Service, 
which is growing every year, and the 
other is the Marine Force, which is 
not represented at the Admiralty nor 
at the War Office. An important 
reduction has been made in the 
engineering staff on board our ships, 
the necessity for which I cannot quite 
understand. If there is an accident 


on board a ship it is at once attributed 
to the want of a sufficient engineering 
staff. If the chief of the engineerin 

staff at the Admiralty were a member o: 





Sa 








ar =_:— ms mm « oe ee SU ehOClCU 


COnmpms omer se Ht Oo mee Sst oe OD eS 














_ Supply—Navy 


the Board he would be able to speak 
with authority in regard to this matter ; 
he would also be responsible for the 

licy adopted. There is the same 
nat gir responsibility with regard to 
the Marines. I do not see why there 
should not be some representative 
officer at the Admiralty, or at the War 
Office, to deal with all matters relating 
to the Marines. 

*(5.22.) Apmrran FIELD: I must 
express my strong disapproval of the 
suggestions made by my hon. and 
gallant Friend. They strike at the 
very root of the whole Naval Service. 
However distinguished the Engineer-in- 
Chief may be, he has no right to a seat 
on the Admiralty Board, which is 
responsible for the proper conduct of 
naval operations in time of war; and 
the same remark applies to the Adjutant 
General of Marines. Such duties can 
only be efficiently discharged by naval 
men thoroughly conversant with the 
Service. I, therefore, utter my 
strongest protest against the adoption 
of any such suggestions. 

(5.25.) Mr. MORTON: I notice 
that the Government are continually 
asking for money under one head of 
expenditure and spending it on another, 
although we were told the other day 
that it was illegal. I ask the noble 
Lord why the practice is still con- 
tinued? It prevents the House of 
Commons from having any control 
over the expenditure. The special 
matter about which I rose to speak 
was the salary of the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty, which is £1,000. When it 
came up for consideration last Session 
it was in the middle of the night, and 
we had only afew minutes to deal with 
it. Therefore I did not then attempt 
to take a Division with regard to it. I 
now want to know what are duties of 
the Civil Lord of the Admiraity? I 
have been unable to ascertain what 
they are. So far as I can make out, 
his duties are to go about the country 
making electioneering speeches, and to 
play chess in the smoking-room. 

Hon. Mempers: Order, order ! 

Mr. MORTON : I do not object to 
his going about making electioneering 
speeches and denouncing his political 
opponents, but I do object to our 
paying him for it, especially as hon. 


embers on the other side so strongly: 
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object to the payment of Members. 
I should be satisfied if Members were 
paid less than £1,000 a year, which is 
paid to the Civil Lord. If some infor- 
mation could be given as to the duties. 
of the Civil Lord, Iam sure it would be 
news to the Committee and also to the 
country. I will not further occupy the 
time of the Committee, but will move 
to reduce Item A, Salaries, by £1,000, 
the amount of the salary of the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Item A, Salaries, be reduced by 
£1,000.”—(Mr. Morton.) 


Dr. TANNER: I hope my hon. 
Friend will not trouble the Committee 
further with this trivial matter. I 
would remind him of that picture by 
Leech in which one servant asks his 
feliow, ‘‘ Ham I engaged for use, or ham 
I engaged for hornament?” Let my 
hon. Friend gaze at the Bench opposite 
and he will at once wleenl tan 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty is 
engaged for ornamental purposes. He 
is, as we all know, paid £1,000 per 
year on the distinct understanding that 
while holding his tongue in the House 
of Commons ib may outside speak to 
his heart’s desire. I may say that the 
Civil Lord is the joy of the Primrose 
Dames ; he is the delight of the ladies, 
and wherever he goes his path is strewn 
with flowers. We have occasionally 
had the pleasure of seeing him in the 
South of Ireland, but he journeyed 
thither in the interests of pleasure, and 
he pursued that mission to its utmost 
bent. He attends the House at a late 
period of the evening, when there is no 
Admiralty work to be done ; and as to 
his Department, we have had noanswer 
from him during the last eight or nine 
months. Thus his services are of the 
lightest nature ; they are ethereal, and 
as they will not be required or desired 
much longer, it really would be better 
not to trouble the Committee with such 
avery insignificant subject. Some Mem- 
bers of Her Majesty’s Government have 
important duties to discharge, others 
have not; but in connection with the 
Admiralty it is pre-eminently desirable 
that they should at least}have a Civil 
Lord, and they have a most extra- 
ordinarily Civil Lord in the present 
appendage. When this Government is,. 
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as it shortly will be, succeeded by 
another, I hope there will be an endea- 
vour to secure as Civil Lord some 
Member of the House who is acquainted 
with the duties, so that the salary of 
£1,000 per year may not be thrown 
away upon tomfoolery in the country. 
Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : This 
office has for some years past been 
brought to the notice of the House. 
The office of Civil Lord embraces im- 
portant and onerous duties; and it is 
an office which has been held by Lord 
Brassey and by other gentlemen of 
unquestionable position in regard to 
naval matters. These gentlemen, I 
think I may say, have earned distinc- 
tion, and distinction also for the 


manner in which they have dis- 
charged their duties. I know some- 
thing of what goes on in _ the 


office, and I think that when this 
Government comes to an end—although 
I believe it will not come to an end 
so soon as some imagine—I think it 
will be found that the work done by 
the Civil Lord in respect of the 
Admiralty will contrast well with the 
work done by his predecessors. The 
fact is, my hon. Friend the Civil Lord 
is attacked not because ke inefficiently 


discharges his duties, but because he. 


has the power of making eloquent 
ert and I think it unfair that that 
should be the ground of attack upon 
any hon. Member of this House. I 
read a very effective speech he made 
at Peterborough recently, and there- 
fore I can, in some measure, under- 
stand the Motion. The Civil Lord 
has so contrived to manage the 
business of the Works Department 
that it progresses quietly without 
attracting the attention of Parliament, 
and, consequently, that few questions 
are put in this House is much to his 
credit. I only rise for the purpose of 
protesting against those continued 
attacks upon the Civil Lord—attacks 
which I am certain are not due to any 
mn of his ability to efficiently 
di e his duties, but due simply to 
the fact that he contrives on the 
platform to powerfully illustrate the 
political creed whith he professes. 

Mr. MORTON: What are 
<luties ? 

Dr. Tanner 


the 
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Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
hon. Member is head of the Civil] 
Branch of the Admiralty—that is to 
say that all questions connected with 
pay allowances, and pensions come 

ore him. He has, in addition, the 
control of the Works Branch, the 
management of Greenwich Hospital, 
and of the School and all property 
connected with it. Therefore it is 
quite a mistake to say that because my 
hon. Friend acts outside and in 
different parts of the country that he 
does not adequately and properly dis- 
charge the duties of his office. I also 
desire to utter a word of protest 
against the doctrine laid down by the 
hon. Member for Devonport (Captain 
Price), who seems to think the Board 
of Admiralty is based upon the 
principle of proportional representa- 
tion. I protest against the doctrine 
and maintain that each separate 
branch of the Navy stands equal, and 
that the work of the Admiralty is well 
divided. There is one Lord who is 
the chief adviser to the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, and head of the executive 
service, and under him there are three 
Naval Lords—one at the head of the 
personnel, one at the head of the 
matériel, and the other deals with the 
various subsidiary services connected 
with the naval work. Uader these 
three heads every branch of the Service 
is properly and adequately represented. 
My hon. Friend suggests that the 
Engineer-in-Chief should be a member 
of the Board of Admiralty. He isa 
technical officer, and, however able a 
technical officer he may be, it is not 
advisable that he should be put ina 
position of the highest executive 
authority, because then he would have 
to judge upon his own specifications 
and plans. The present system has 
worked very well. Once only in the 
course of the last twenty years a very 
able expert was brought in from out- 
side and made a member of the Board 
of Admiralty; but nobody isant of 
the working would say that his intro- 
duction tended towards efficiency. The 
Board of Admiralty exists for one pur- 
pose, and one purpose alone, and that is 
to maintain the highest standard of 
efficiency of the Navy practicable in 
conjunction with economical adminis- 
tration. 
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Mr. MORTON: The noble Lord 
has pointed out the civilduties of these 
‘offices ; and if these duties are so 
numerous I desire to know how a Civil 
‘Lord éan, consistently with their 
proper discharge, gallivant about the 
country making speeches to dames, 
Primrose or otherwise. The First 
Lord of the Admiralty made some 
reference to a speech delivered by the 
Civil Lord at Peterborough as influ- 
encing me on this occasion, and in this 
connection it a to me that we 
have made a discovery. The First 
Lord stated that he had read the 
speech, and hence I presume it is the 
duty of the Civil Lord to send his 


speeches, probably before delivery, to 


the noble Lord for his correction 
possibly. From this we may infer that 
speaking in the country is considered 


one of the duties pertaining to the office 


of Civil Lord. I do not propose to proceed 
to a Division, but I trust that the Govern- 
ment if in office any length of time, 
or another Government, will take care 
that the holder of the office will attend 
to the duties set forth to-day by the 
noble Lord instead of wasting his time 
in the country. I beg to withdraw my 
Motion to reduce the Vote. 


Dr. TANNER: I desire to say that 
when I have put questions to the Civil 
Lord they have been invariably 


* answered by someboby else, and that, 


consequently, we have arrived at the 
conclusions we have expressed. I 
now ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether it is or is rot a fact that the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty is paid 
£1,000 per year on the explicit under- 
standing that he does not attempt 
to open his mouth in the House of 
Commons ? 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I 
beg to move to reduce the Vote by £100 
in order not to call attention to a 
grievous hardship which exists among 
our sailors, but to draw attention to 
ano:her subject which has connection 
with this Vote. rok — is 
probably aware e Estuary 
of the icons furnishes a most pro- 
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ductive fishing ground, and that the 
East End of London largely subsist on 
the fish there taken—whelks, flat fish, 
and mussels and cockles. Previous to 
1888, the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
Municipalities generally, and private 
individuals were in the habit of dis- 
charging refuse of all kinds into the 
fishing ground. To use a colloquial 
expression, they simply ‘‘dumped” the 
refuse of London into the fishing 
ground at the Estuary of the Thames. 
In the Sea Fisheries Act of 1888 a 
clause was inserted by which Sea Fishery 


Boards were created with the power to 
bring actions and secure penalties 
against persons who infringed the Act 


by throwing rubbish into a fishi 
ground. The result of throwingrubbish 
into the Estuary of the Thames is that 
nets are torn, and that the fish are 
poisoned and leave the ground. That 
means that the fishers’ occupation is 
taken away, and that the whole fishing 
district is practically ruined, That 
certainly is a grievance, but the one 
to which I desire particularly to call 
the attention of the Committee is 
that whereas the Sea Fisheries Boards 
are able to prosecute and obtain con- 
victions against contractors, municipal 
authorities, and private individuals, 
the authorities at the Admiralty Dock- 
yard are in the habit of discharging 
mud immediately into this fishing 
ground, thus destroying the fish, ruin- 
ing the nets, and practically taking 
away the occupation of the fishermen, 
During the last six weeks I have been 
in communication with the First Lord 
of the Admiralty on this subject, and 
the noble Lord informed me at first 
that he thought the matter was one 
connected with the General Election. 
On another occasion he thought that 
the fish probably rather liked to have 
mud thrown at Bs than not. I could 
get absolutely no sufficient answer from 
the noble Lord on the subject. All we 
ask is that the Admiralty should be 
subject to the same regulations as are 
binding on private individuals. If the 
noble Lord will give me his assurance 
that the mud from the Admiralty 
Dockyard should be conveyed to the 
other side of the Nore I shall be per- 
fectly satisfied, and if he cannot do so 
I shall have to press my Amendment 
to a Division. 
2A 








611 Supply—Navy 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«‘ That Item A, Salaries, be reduced by 


£100."”—({Major Rasch.) 


A LORD or raz ADMIRALTY (Mr. 
AsHMEAD-BaRTLET?T, Sheffield, Eccles- 
rye My noble Friend the First Lord 
of the Admiralty has asked me to 
reply to the hon. and gallant Member. 
I can assure him that neither the First 
Lord nor the officers responsible for the 
conduct of the removalof the mud have 

the slightest desire to injure the 
interests of the fishermen whom he 
represents. The hon. and gallant 
Member will recognise that in con- 
nection with the great Dockyard at 
Chatham dredging must go on. The 
entire carrying out of what he wants 
would involve the country in an in- 
creased expenditure of at least £30,000 
per year. In consequence of the re- 
presentations which the hon. and 
sallant Gentleman has made to the 

irst Lord of the Admiralty upon this 
question, the officers of the Department 
who conduct the dredging have lately 
made further soundings and examina- 
tion, and they discovered that a portion 
of this mud has been deposited con- 
-trary to instruction on certain shoals, 
where possibly it have done some in- 
jury to the fishing. The Admiralty, 
-however, have the greatest desire to 
avoid this for the future. They have 
given instructions that these shoals are 
-to be avoided—while I do not under- 
take that the mud shall be carried as 
.far as the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
wishes—and the mud cast into deeper 
water. They have further given in- 
structions that more complete sound- 
ings should be taken and the whole ques- 
tion considered. I hope the reply I have 
. given will be considered satisfactory. 

Major RASCH: Willthe hon. Gentle- 
man say that the mud should not be 
deposited ? 

Mr. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: No, 
I am not prepared to say that now. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman will 
have remarked that this question has 


already been investigated in consequence | p 


of his representations, and that certain 
advantages have resulted. Directions 
have been given to avoid certain 
shoals which are important to fisher- 
men, and every endeavour will be 
made, consistent with the. public ser- 
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vice, to avoid future injury to the 
fishermen he represents. 

Mason RASCH: If I have the hon, 
Member's assurance that mud shall 
not be thrown on these shoals in 
future, I shall be glad to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. MORTON : The noble Lord hag 
not answered my question with 
regard to money voted under one head 
and expended in connection with 
some other. I should be glad to have 
a little explanation. 


Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
hon. Gentleman does not quite accu- 
rately state the existing practice or 
law. The Admiralty and War Office 
both have power, when they have ob- 
tained sanction, to apply to another 
purpose a Vote obtained under a differ- 
ent head, but they cannot do so on 
their own authority. In some cases it 
is necessary to make formal application 
to the Treasury, and until sanction is 
received no such transfer is made. 
Tam not aware in this connection that 
any reports have been made on the 
action of the Admiralty. The Auditor 
General, however, did on one or two 
occasions call attention to the fact that 
payments had sometimes been made a 
little in advance of contracts entered 
into. The hon. Member will observe 
that in carrying out so much business 
as is connected with the administration 
of the Navy it is impossible to meet 
every want during the year. If un- 
foreseen accidents occur it would be 
necessary to meet the expenditure by 
a supplementary sum, unless the 
Admiralty can meet it out of other 
sections—a proceeding which does not, 
I think, in any way interfere with the 
control of public money by the House. 

Mr. MORTON: I have myself dis- 
tinctly said that it would be impossible 
to carry on the business of the country 
without sometimes spending money not 
reviously voted. In one ease, I 
should like to point out that the 
Treasury or the Auditor General 
said that the matter ought to have 
been brought before Parliament. I 
object to the present system alto- 
gether, although I dm not object 
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to the Government spending the 
money in cases of emergency. The 
tem is bad. If you had to spend 
is money, and then brought it up in 
the form of a Supplementary Vote, the 
House of Commons could become 
acquainted with the circumstances. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


ae) £764,200, Half-Pay, Reserved, 
and Retired Pay. 


(15.) £941,600, Naval and Marine 
Pensions, Gratuities, and Compas- 
sionate Allowances. 


*(6.0.) Apmrran FIELD (Sussex, 
Eastbourne) : I wish to allude to one 
or two points upon which the minds of 
warrant officers and seamen are exer- 
cised, and are likely to be until some 
satisfactory assurance is given by the 
noble Lord (Lord George Hamilton) 
that the matters will be dealt with in 
the way that is desired by them. 
With regard to the petty officers, let 
me say that their appeal to have their 
grievances redressed has not met with 
that encouragement which I think it 
deserves. One burning question with 
them is that, although a seaman may 
have served well and faithfully up to 
within one year of the time when he is 
entitled to his pension, yet, unless he 
can get a character marked “ very 
good ’’ for the last year, he is deprived 
of his gratuity and part of his pension. 
That seems very hard. What they urge 
is that the word “ good” should be con- 
sidered sufficient. Another thing asked 
is that when a man is entitled, on the 
completion of his time, to a gratuity, 
and he enlists to serve a further 
ag it shall be secured to 

im in the same way as_ his 
pension is secured. I come now to 
the vexed question of the chief petty 
officers’ claim to have their position 
recognised by an increased pension. 
’ They respectfully urge the First Lord, 
through me and other hon. Members 
acquainted with their position, to have 
this matter settled once for all. There 
will be no peace on this matter unless 
the First Lord assents, because they 
have been already encouraged to ho 
for a ition of their claim by 
the First Lord, who three years ago 
said that the matter had been carefully 
considered, and that the importance of 


{9 June, 1892} 





Estimates, 1892-3. 614 


making a distinction in their case was 
full ised. I shall, perhaps, be 
told that hae is a difficulty in aniding 
to the pay or pensions of the non- 
effective force. That seems to me a 
most insulting term. These men 
are some of the most effective 
servants of the Crown. We can 
only get at the Treasury through the 
First Lord, with whom the decision of 
the matter rests; and I hope he will 
see his way to grant the concessions 
asked for. If I have the honour to be 
returned to this House again, I shall con- 
tinue te press this matter upon whatever 
Government may be in power. Another 
grievance to which I wish to draw the 
attention of the Committee relates to 
the divisional officers of the Coastguard. 
These men are recognised as being on 
the same footing as warrant officers, 
but their pensions are not awarded to 
them on the same principle. The 
warrant officers’ pensions are calcu- 
lated on the basis of £4 for each year 
served, and 30s. for each year of sea- 
man’s time, whereas the divisional 
officers of the Coastguard get only £1 for 
each year of seaman’s time. The 
grievance is that this extra 10s. is not 
grantedtothem. Another point is that 
the warrant officers obtain an increase 
of pay with every five years served ; 
but the divisional officers of the Coast- 
guard get no such increase, which is 
very unfair. Then the seamen of the 
Coastguard have another serious griev- 
ance, Inasmuch as when they re-engage 
for a further period of service at the 
end of ten or twelve years they are not 
granted the extra twopence per day 
which is awarded to the seamen of 
the Fleet. This matter should be 
adjusted without delay; the country 
relies upon the Coastguard Service 
in time of war, and they ought to 
be treated in a just manner. And 
let me point out that in satisfyin 
the divisional officers the House wi 
be satisfying the men below them, who 
hope to rise to their rank. Anything 
that tends to give satisfaction to the 
seamen of the Fleet, or tothe divisional 
officers of the Coastguard, in the way 
of removing a grievance is, in my 
opinion, worthy of the attention of the 
House, and I hope the noble Lord will 
give due consideration to these repre- 
sentations. 


2A2 
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Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
ee to some extent with the hon. and 
gallant Member (Admiral Field), who, 
having been defeated by the Salvation 
Army, has now turned his attention to 
the grievances of the seamen and 
others. 
*ApmrraL FIELD: We have not been 
defeated yet. 

Mr. MORTON: I think it is only 
ight that the petty officers and others 
ako actually do the work of the Navy 
should be properly paid and receive 
fair and reasonable pensions. But let 
me point out that there is a consider- 
able number of admirals, captains, and 
others connected with the Navy who, 
although fully able to work, are receiv- 
ing large allowances. I think, if we 
were to reduce their allowance—I will 
not say take it away altogether—we 
might obtain in that way a sufficient 
sum to recompense those men who 
have to do the real work. 

Carrain PRICE: With regard to 
this question of pensions for petty 
officers, I may say that I stated their 
grievances in a letter to the noble Lord 
a short time ago. I only now rise to 
say that I fully endorse all that has 
been said by the hon. and gallant 
Member {Admiral Field). The matter 
that has been alluded to with refer- 
ence to the chief petty officers has 
now been before the House for a long 
time, and I think some way out of 
the difficulty should be found without 
further delay. 

(6.15.) Lorp GEORGE HAMIL- 
TON: Sir, I am anxious, as far as I 
can, to meet any grievance that may 
exist in the Service, and to do justice 
to all the men employed in Her 
Majesty’s Fleet; but when the hon. 
Member for the Eastbourne Division 
of Sussex (Admiral Field) lays down 
the proposition that we should give 
satisfaction to all grades of the Ser- 
vice he is making a large demand. 
The hon. Member for Peterborough 
says yonought to reduce the pensions 
of siladeals and captains, and so on, 
in order to pay seamen and petty 
officers better. I do not believe there 
is an officer of any position who does 
not do the actual work of the Navy, 
and I may remind him that if there 


“is any branch of the Service whose 
pay is not increased it is the executive 
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branch. Let me also say that there 
are no retired officers who are fit for 
active work. If these men draw 
pensions, it is in consequence of their 
past service, and it would be a ridiculous 
thing to me ae men of pensions they 
have earned, in order to give pensions 
to others. To go back to the proposi- 
tion my hon. and gallant Friend has 
advanced, I may repeat that I wish to 
meet, with due regard to financial 
considerations, all the grievances of 
any branch of the Naval Service. Let 
us take one of the various grievances 
which my hon. and gallant Friend has 
brought before the notice of the Com- 
mittee. It is quite true that the chief 
petty officers are probably the only 
class whose pensions are not increa 
when rai from a lower grade. 
Owing to that, they allege that they 
are subject to a disqualification which 
other branches of the Service are 
exempt from. But the fact is, the 
grade out of which they are chosen have 
pension rules of an exceptionally favour- 
able character. We looked into the 
question of their pensions carefully, and 
we found it was absolutely impossible 
to increase them without at the same 
time dealing with the pensions of various 
other grades. I may add that if this 
one matter alone were dealt with in 
the way suggested by my hon. and 
gallant Friend it would add £40,000 a 
year to the Pension Vote. This is a 
serious consideration, and I want to 
point out that in these matters there is 
a limit beyond which the Govern- 
ment cannot go. Wherever there 
is the slightest infringement of an 
of the conditions upon whi 
the men have enlisted, the State 
should act liberally; but I am 
opposed to giving a ready assent to all 
the propositions for additional expendi- 
ture for the | pees of giving satis- 
faction on 
difficulty whatever in getting the best 
possible class of men for the Navy, and 
that is not to be wondered at con- 
sidering the advantages which are 
offered to a well-conducted lad, Let 
anyone compare the position of such a 
at forty with that which he would 
have held supposing him to have 
occupied the same station in life as his 
father. I think it will be seen that 
the balance of advantages is consider- 


points. We have no. 
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ably in favour of the lad who enters 
the Navy. This question which my 
hon. and gallant Friend has raised is a 
large one, and must be dealt with on 
its merits. I have had a good many 
representations made to me by hon. 
Members who represent dockyard 
ports and portions of sea counties; 
and I am bound to say that they have 
put before me the claims of those in 
the Service with great assiduity. But 
I have taken the best possible advice, 
and having looked disinterestedly 
into this matter, I feel bound to tell 
my hon. and gallant Friend that I do 
not think it is possible to move in the 
direction he has indicated, unless the 
question of naval pensions is dealt 
with as a whole. Then we might 
possibly be able to make a little con- 
cession here and there, but it might 
be attended by reductions in other 
respects. I know the difficulty in 
which my hon. Friends find themselves 
now that an election is approaching in 
which these questions will, in certain 
localities, assume undue prominence, 
but I wish to impress plainly upon 
them my own opinion, which is, that 
a great mistake will be made—whoever 
is in office—if they think that by 
the pressure of a General Election 
these concessions can be made. There is 
no other wish on the part of the House 
than to deal liberally with the Navy, 
but each question must be argued on 
its own merits, and I do not think it is 
reasonable for the House to give its 
assent to propositions of the kind ad- 
vanced by my hon. and gallant Friend, 
one of which involves an increased ex- 
—" of £40,000 a year, without 
dealing with the whole question in the 
way I have indicated. 

*ApmiraL FIELD: I should like to 
ask the First Lord whether any decision 
has been arrived at with regard to the 
Report of the Committee as to the old- 
age pensions at Greenwich Hospital ? 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: My 
hon. and gallant Friend in his speech 
alluded to the present rules, which re- 
quire the character of chief petty 
officers for the last year of service to be 
marked “‘ very good,” in order to ensure 
the full pension. I omitted to refer to 
that point, but I think that is a matter 
I might look into. With regard to the 
old-age pensions af Greenwich Hos- 
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pital, I may say that the Select Com- 
mittee to whom the interpretation of 
the conditions was referred interpreted 
them in a sense favourable to the pen- 
sioners, and I feel we are bound to give 
effect to their recommendations. e 
first proposal respecting the payment of 
£5,000 per annum rent for Greenwich 
College will be carried into effect at 
once, and that will be an indication 
of the spirit in which we propose to 
deal with the pensioners, but the other 
will require legislation, and cannot be 
carried out this year. It will, however, 
be soon taken in hand, and then I 
believe this long-standing controversy 
as to these pensions will % set at rest. 

*ApmirAL FIELD: I wish to assure 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that I am 
entirely free from all dockyard and 
pensioners’ pressure. What I have 
said I have said as an honest man, and 
not from any ulterior motives. 

Mr. MORTON: I gathered from the 
noble Lord opposite that there were no 
officers in the Navy who were not at work. 
I should like to ask if that is the fact ? 
Are there no men, like Prince Henry of 
Battenberg, for instance, who do no 
fighting ? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: Heis 
not in the Navy, neither does he draw 
any pay- 

Vote agreed to. 


16. £313,700, Civil Pensions and 
Gratuities. 


17. £60,300, Additional Naval Force 
for Service in Australasian Waters. 


Mr. MORTON: I do not know if 
we get this money back again or not, 
and I should like to ask the noble 
Lord how the matter stands. 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: I 
do not think the hon. Gentleman was a 
Member of this House at the time the 
Act dealing with this matter was 
passed. The arrangement was simply 
this :—We undertook to build a certain 
number of vessels at a cost of £850,000, 
which were, for ten years, to be in 
Australasian waters, and the Austra- 
lasian Colonies undertook to pay for the 
cost of their repair and maintenance 
during that time. They also agreed to 
pay five per cent interest on the cost of 
construction, which sum amounted to 
£35,000. In order to repay the 
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£850,000 which was advanced from the 
Consolidated Fund, an annuity of 
£95,000 was added to the Navy 
Estimates for twelve years ; but there 
is an appropriation in aid against that 
which reduces the net amount charge- 
able upon the Navy Votes to £60,000. 
Last year the amount we had to pay in 
the form of annuity was considerably 
less than £95,000, because the amount 
charged to the Consolidated Fund had 
not reached the maximum of £850,000. 
This year the annuity is calculated on 
the whole amount, which accounts for 
the increase of £25,500. ‘The arrange- 
ment with the Colonies is one beneficial 
to both parties. For ten years they 
get additional protection, and at the 
expiration of that period the vessels 
come back to the Imperial Govern- 
ment. 
Vote agreed to. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICES AND RE- 
VENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1892-3. 
Crass I. 


(18.) £60,643, to complete the sum 
for Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens. 


. Mr. MORTON: I should like to 
‘express my opinion that these parks 
should be given up to the London 
County Council, to be managed by 
them at the expense of London. I do 
not see why they should be charged to 
the country. At all events, I think 
they ought to be under the control of 
the London County Council, and 
managed by them in the interests of 
the people. I will not, however, pro- 
ceed with that question now, because I 
do not believe it could be properly 
discussed. 

Me. H. H. FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): As we have now 
reached the Civil Service Estimates, it 
would, perhaps, be convenient if I were 
to say a few words as to the view 
which is held on this side of the House 
‘as to the course which should be 
pursued. I must say, first, that we 
very deeply regret that these Estimates 
should not have been brought forward 
at a very much earlier period of the 
Session, in order that the House 
might have had an opportunity of 
discussing them, especially as that dis- 
cussion has been promised for the last 
two or three years. But we must 


Lord George Hamilton 
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recognise the facts as they are, and it ig 
evident to everyone in the House that 
at this period of the Session it would 
be absolutely impossible for us effec- 
tively or satisfactorily to criticise the 
Civil Service Estimates. The alter. 
natives are that we must either discuss 
them in a very perfunctory way with 
no practical results, or at once recognise 
that per must be passed through this 
year with the hope that next year they 
may be adequately and fully dis- 
cussed. I am aware that it is possible 
to do in 1892 what was done in 1886— 
namely, to take a Vote on Account and 
postpone the discussion of the Civil 
Service Estimates until the new Parlia- 
ment met. But that was not found to be 
satisfactory in 1886: The new Parlia- 
ment was quite as anxious toget thro 
the Estimates as quickly - 
as the Parliament that expired would 
have been. My ows opinion, if I may 
suggest it to my Friends on this side 
of the House, is that we should accept 
the circumstances and pass the Civil 
Service Estimates, reserving the right 
to discuss them on a future occasion. 
This year, owing to circumstances for 
which this House is not responsible, 
it is impossible at this period of the 
Session, and it would be equally im- 
possible at the commencement of a 
later Session in the autumn, to give to 
the Civil Service Estimates that exami- 
nation which they very much need, and, 
so far as we are concerned, I think we 
should afford to the Government every 
facility to wind up that part of their 
work. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN (Walsall): 
Under ordinary circumstances I should 
have liked to have had certain explana- 
tions, both in regard to this Vote and 
some others. It seems to me, so far 
as I have gone through these Estimates, 
that they are most unsatisfactory, and 
if this is a fair specimen of the way in 
which the Estimates are igg gete | 
Her Majesty’s Government, I thi 
that millions of money might be saved 
to the country. I think it is our duty 
to give very careful attention to the 
matter of expenditure, and it is to me 
very unsatisfactory to find that we are 
not going to discuss the Estimates 
properly and effectively. 

Rr. MORTON : I should like to say 
that I quite agree with the right hon. 
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Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton (Mr. H. H. Fowler), but I 
very much regret that it is impossible 
for us to consider these Estimates pro- 
perly at the present moment. It has 
always been understood that the great 
work of a Member of the House of 
Commons is to carefully criticise the 
Estimates whatever Government ha 
pened to be in power. Ihave nodoubt 
we could criticise these Estimates as well 
now as in an Autumn Session, and 
therefore I that it is advisable to 
let them go through as quickly as pos- 
sible. At the same time I think it is 
necessary for us to ask some questions, 
because we are shortly going to our 
constituents, and we ought to be in a 
position to answer any questions which 
may be addressed to us. But I do not 
intend to in any way unnecessarily 
oceupy the time of the House. 


*Mr. JAMES ELLIS (Leicestershire, 

Bosworth): I believe there is a general 
impression in the country that these 
Estimates will never be thoroughly 
overhauled until they are taken in hand 
by the two Front Benches. Private 
Members may struggle in vain, but 
they cannot find their way through 
them, and the time will come when the 
people will demand that the two 
Front Benches shall take them in 
hand. 


Mr. HOLDEN: I differ entirely, 
Mr. Courtney, from my hon. Friend 
who has just sat down. I think the 
two Front Benches should be excluded 
in this matter, and I am confident that 
private Members, if they only give suf- 
ficient time and thought to it will be 
able to effect a very considerable 
saying of money to the country. 


Vote agreed to. 


(6.40.) 19. £25,125, to complete the 
sum for Houses of Parliament Build- 
ings. 

Mr. MORTON : I should like to ask 
why such a large sum of money is pro- 

to be wes 40 the House of 

rds. That is very little used, 
and it does not appear to me that it 
wants re-seating. I think that 
is. a waste of money. I notice 
that there is a reduction of £350 in the 
amount paid for oil lamps; but no in- 
formation is given with regard to the 
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contract, and I am afraid that an 
immense amount of money is 
over theselamps. Then, again, although 
we have voted a larger sum this year 
for the electric light a larger sum is 
asked for the supply of gas. That 
certainly seems rather extraordinary. 
Dr. ¥ARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I should like to ask for an 
explanation of an item of a rather 
mysterious character which ap 
under this Vote. [I have h of 
repairing a table or a chair, or of 
repairing a cart, but I never heard the 
word used in connection with works of 
Art. There is a sum of £250 for re- 
pairing frescoes in the House of Lords. 
I should like to know what is the 
nature of the repairs, and whether they 
are likely to be successful ? 

“Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Puunxet, Dublin Uni- 
versity): I must admit that “repairs” is 
not the most accurate term that could 
have been used. I am afraid I cannot, 
at the moment, give a full scientific 
explanation of the processes to be em- 
ployed for the ee but we have 
taken the best advice that could be got, 
and the object is to preserve those 
valuable frescoes, which are still in 
good condition. With regard to the 
question of the hon. Member for Peter- 
borough (Mr. Morton), he must know 
very well that there is a very elaborate 
style of decoration in the House of 
Lords which needs from time to time 
to be repaired. These decorations 
have not oe repaired for some time, 
and they stand very badly in need of it, 
The time has now come, I think 
he will admit, when it is ne- 
cessary that this expense should 
be incurred, or the whole of these 
decorations will be seriously injured, 
I confess it does seem xtnaiaan 
that while there is an increase in 
the charge for electric lighting there 
should also be a large charge for oil 
iamps ; but,as hon. Members know, the 
electric light has not yet reached that 
part of these buildings where the 
greatest number of these oil lamps are 
used—that is to say, the Committee 
Rooms and residences attached to the 
House. It is in those parts of the 
House that oil lampsare most used, and 
as the electric light pushes its wayinto — 
other parts of the House we may 
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reasonably expect the charge for oil 
lamps will be reduced. With respect to 
the increased ch for gas, I may say 
that just as the Estimates were being 
settled we received a notice from the 
Gas Company to the effect that they 
would be compelled to increase the 
charge for gas by, I think, about eight 

sent., and that accounts for the 
increase in the Estimates. I may also 
say that a very large amount of gas 
was used during the short winter days 
before the House sat in making the 
alterations recommended by the Com- 
mittee which sat last Session on the 
ventilation of the House. These ex- 
nses have not yet been met, and 
they are included in this Estimate. 

Mr. MORTON: What about the 
seats in the House of Lords ? 

*Mr. PLUNKET: The benches are 
in such a condition that they require 
re-seating. 

Mr. MORTON: I do not object to 
the House of Lords being kept in 
order, because it may be wanted some 
day. But the right hon. Gentleman 
Suggested that I could see for myself 
that these repairs were necessary. 
I hardly know where the House 
of Lords is, and it is curious 
to note that when people come 
up from the country they ask where 
the House of Commons is, but they 
never ask for the House of Lords. 
They take no interest in it. With 
respect to the sanitary condition of the 
House, I may say that since the warm 
weather set in I have heard a large 
number of complaints of bad smells. 
{ should like to know if everything 
has been done that can be done to put 
the House in a good sanitary condi- 
tion, and how it is that bad smells 
constantly find their way into the 
House from the east end? Within the 
last few weeks these smells have been 
very bad, and a right hon. Gentleman 
who is now sitting on the Treasury 
Bench told me that he felt quite faint 
in consequence. I think this matter 
should be inquired into. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: As I had 
the honour of serving on the Com- 
mittee which inquired into the sanitary 
condition of this House, I may say 
that the drainage is completely cut off 
from the main drainage outside, so 
that nothing of a bad character can 


Mr. Plunket 
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this House. I think some of the 
smells in the Corridor arise from the 
machinery which has been devised 
for keeping out bad smells. Some of 
the antiseptics do smell 7 strong, 
but they are not unhealthy. Itis quite 
evident from the position of this 
House that occasionally a bad 
smell may penetrate from outside. 
We draw nearly all the air in 
the House from the terrace, and 
it goes without saying that the air in 
the House cannot, therefore, be purer 
than it isin the reservoir from which 
itis drawn. As hon. Members know, 
barges pass up and down the river, 
from which now and again we may get 
an odour that is unpleasant. But I 
do state—and I am sure the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Plunket) will bear me 
out—that the drainage of this House is 
absolutely perfect. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN: I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman if 
he has noticed the condition of the 
frescoes on the way to the Committee 
Rooms? They are in a very bad state, 
but I do not see anything in the 
Estimates referring to them. 

*Mr. PLUNKET: We have frequently 
considered the condition of these 
frescoes. They are, unfortunately, in a 
very bad state, and whether it was 
owing to some infirmity in their 
original construction or whate7er was the 
cause, we have been unable to arrest 
the process of decay, and some of them, 
I regret to say, have got beyond recall. 
With respect to the sanitary condition 
of the House, I entirely adopt every- 
thing that was said by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Aberdeenshire (Dr. Farquharson) 
with respect to the theoretical perfec- 
tion of the drainage. Every suggestion 
that has been made that was considered 
to be an improvement on the system of 
drainage has been adopted. We have 
no means of getting better air than we 
can get on the terrace, and it is evident 
that we must occasionally get unpleasant 
odours from passing barges. That 
cannot be prevented, but every possible 
care has been taken to prevent injurious 
exhalations getting into the House. 
The drainage has been completely 
isolated ; it has no connection what- 
ever with the sewers of the neighbour- 
hood, and is as nearly perfect as it 
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be made. Some com 

w, have reached me during the last 

w weeks. I repeat that everything 
has been done that seemed possible to 
prevent the escape of bad smells. If 
any further suggestion should be made 
I shall be very glad to consider it, but 
the House may rest assured that this 
is the best-drained and best-ventilated 
building in London. 

Mr. MORTON: I should like to 
know if the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Plunket) has been down the 
sewers to see for himself what is the 
condition of things? The hon. Member 
for Aberdeenshire (Dr. Farquharson) 
confessed to me that he has not been 
down the sewers. I have been down. 
I had an invitation from the engineers 
when the works were done about four 
years ago, and I am not satisfied that it 
is impossible for bad smells to get back 
into the House. I dare say I know 
more about the subject than the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I should like an 
undertaking from him that he will go 
down the manhole and see for himself. 
I received no salary from the House to 
look after the business, and as he is a 
paid officer I am sure he should not 
object to see into the matter. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I should 
like to call the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to the fact that the 
bells in the old smoke room are out of 
order and will not ring. I think we 
might have electric bells in the old 
smoke room as there are in the new. 

Mr. PLUNKET: I will inquire into 
that matter. 

Vote agreed to. 


20. £30,200, to complete the sum for 
Admiralty, Extension of Buildings. 


21. £38,946, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great 
Britain. 

Mr. MORTON: I see that under 
this Vote a sum is charged with respect 
to the new Wandsworth Police Court. 
I am told that has been built on a 
leasehold site when a freehold site 
could have been obtained. I should 
like to know how that is. 

Mr. PLUNKET: I am unable to 
answer that question now, but I will en- 

vour to satisfy the hon. Gentleman 
on the Report stage. 
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Vote agreed to. 


22. £21,809, to complete the sum for 
Art and Science . Buildings, Great 
Britain. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: I am un- 
willing to take up the time of the Com- 
mittee, but this is a matter of some 
importance. Several questions have 
been asked with respect to the 
arrangements for Science and Art 
teaching at South Kensington, and I 
think it is time that better accommo- 
dation should be provided. I observe 
in the Estimates an item of £50,000 for 
extension of buildings, and I should 
like to know whether that is to be de- 
voted to the extension of the buildings 
now used for the purposes of Science 
and Art teaching, or whether it is to go 
for what I must consider a much less 
useful object—the erection of am Art 
Gallery which I believe will eventually 
cost about half a million, and we have 
nothing very particular to put into it. 
The claims of science teaching are 
recognised, and I have been told over 
and over again in reply to questions 
that the matter was under consideration. 
Thope now that something has been done, 
and I hope very shortly to see a suit- 
able building for the teaching of science. 
The science teaching is now being 
carried on in most wretched premises. 
I should like to refer specially to the 
astronomical department, the work of 
which is being carried on under con- 
ditions which would astound hon. 
Members if they could see them. It 
isin ramshackle buildings, more like 
the caravans of a travelling managerie 
than anything else. I am told that the 
instruments, many of which are of a 
delicate and costly nature, have to be 
carried from one building to another, 
@ quarter of a mile away, and that they 
get shaken up, put out of gear, and 
sometimes destroyed. This is not 
creditable to acountry which has done 
so much to advance scientific teaching. 
I shall be glad to hear that steps will 
shortly be taken to put it on a better 
footing. I think before buildings are 
erected on a large scale the subject 
should be considered by a Committee, 
on which there should be representa- 
tives of the science staff, so that their 
wants and wishes may be known. In 
the past there has been too much dis- 








627 Supply—Civil Services, 


regard of the wants and the wishes of 
the staff by the Department. 

*Mrx. PLUNKET: The sum of £5,000 
is only for the purpose of providing 
tempo accommodation for certain 
objects of art and science which it is 
mecessary to remove from their former 
home to make room for the building 
‘We are preparing for the housing of art 
wees in the future. The Science 
and Art Department have, I have 
no doubt, taken all the advice worst 
, and they have made proposals 
which are aon being senate by 
the Treasury. Assoonas the Treasury 
have come to a conclusion, my Depart- 
ment will come on the scene, and we 
will do our very best to carry out the 

roposals of the Science and Art 

epartment as sanctioned by the 
Treasury. We have in the meantime 
in the New Cross Uallery and the 
other galieries a certain amount of 
space to devote to the pressing necessi- 
ties of science. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: May I ask 
whether the Science staff have been 
consulted as to the extent and kind of 
accommodation required. Unless they 
have been passe bo the buildings may 
not meet their requirements, 

*Mr. PLUNKET: I believe the 
Science and Art Department have 
consulted all those best able to advise 
them on the matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


' 23. £23,114, to complete the sum for 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings. 


24. £230,000, to complete the sum for 
Revenue Department Buildings, Great 
Britain. 

25. £124,015, to complete the sum for 
Public Buildings, Great Britain. 


26. £142,110, to complete the sum for 
Surveys of the United Kingdom. 

Dr. TANNER: It was understood 
when the House adjourned that all 
the Irish Votes should be held over till 
Monday, when the Irish Members were 
to be in their places. I think very 
much nay sar be said on this question as 
affecting Ireland. I see the First Lord 
of the Treasury has come into the 
House, and I will appeal to him whether 
he is going to out the pledge 
which I unders was given on 
Friday. 

Dr. Farquharson 


{COMMONS} 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tae TREA» 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I have no recollection of 
the pledge to which the hon. Gen- 
tleman refers. If any such pledge 
was given, of course, it will be adhered 
to. I did say that the Irish Education 
Bill should not be taken before Monday, 
and doubtless that is what was in the 
hon. Member’s mind. But I should 
be very much surprised if the hon. 
Member can find any words of mine 
which would bear the construction he 
has put upon them. I rather gathered 
from what the hon. Member for West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton) said this evening 
that he would not be at all averse to 
seeing the Irish Estimates got through 
with all possible despatch in order that 
we might end up the Session at an 
early date. 

Dr. TANNER: I distinctly under- 
stood that the Irish Members were to 
be in their places on Monday to discuss 
these Estimates.. It is only a question 
of two days. 

(7.10.) Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR 
(Donegal, E.): In connection with 
the Ordinance Survey there appeared 
an article in the Times a 
or two ago dealing with the work of 
the Department. I should like to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Sir John Gorst) whether his attention 
has been directed to that article. The 
article, which appears to be by a trade 
rival, refers to the four miles to the 
inch map, and says that it is costly, 
is worthless, and that any member of 
the public would be unwise to spend 
two shillings on a single sheet unless 
for the amusement which would be 
caused by the errors in the map. It 
alleged that the map was based on the 
Survey of 1803, which was revised in 
1823, and that all that has been done 
in the present issue is to add certain 
railway lines. The article was evi- 
dently written by someone with a con- 
siderable amount of detailed and 
authoritative knowledge. It said that 
many parishes were represented as 
having roads which were abolished 
years ago, and that new roads were not 
marked. Local Authorities who were 
likely to rely on the map would, there- 
fore, find it perfectly worthless and 
misleading. ir these allegations are 
true it would be interesting to know 
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how much money has been spent on 
the map, and who are the authorities 
responsible for the issue of it. If the 
vallegations are well founded the state 
of things is such that the Treasu 
ought to overhaul the Department, an 
see who is responsible for the waste of 
time and money, and the misleading 
character of the map. I ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary if he knows anything of 
the matter. 

Tae PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Cuapiin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): My attention 
has not been drawn to this article, and 
I am afraid I cannot reply to the ques- 
tion of the hon. Member. I certainly 
have not seen it, and this is the first 
occasion on which I have heard of it. 
I understand the hon. Member to say 
that it appeared a few days ago, during 
the holidays, and that would account 
for my not having seen it. The Board 
of Agriculture is responsible for the 
policy of the Survey Department at the 

resent time, and the maps are pro- 

uced under its direction; but it is 
news to me ‘that any map of the 
description the hon. Member speaks of 
has been produced. 

- Mr. O'CONNOR: Then we have 
gross blunders, waste of time, serious 
allegations, in what is regarded as an 
authoritative journal, on the produc- 
tions of a certain Department, and 
when the Vote for the Department 
comes on there is no one on the Trea- 
sury Bench in a position to answer the 
allegations. It is the question of a 
map of the whole country on the scale 
of four miles to the inch. Iam bound 
tosay I was startled by the allegations 
contained in the article, and thought 
they seemed to be written by some 
t rival. But it is extraordinary 
that the Minister who emphatically 
says he is responsible for the publica- 
tions of the Department is obliged to 
admit that he has not seen the article 
and knows nothing about the publica- 
tion referred to. I think, therefore, it 
1s not unreasonable that the Vote should 
be postponed till the Minister has been 
able to look into the matter. A sum 
of £7,800 is taken for the Department, 
and if the attack is warranted a con- 
siderable portion of that sum ought to 
ri b waesssaas till the responsibility is 
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Tue SECRETARY ro raz TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham): I 
think it is umreasonable of the hon. 
Member to come here and say that an 
article has appeared in a newspaper 
attacking the issue of a certain map if 
the hon. Member cannot specify the 
map referred to. This matter has 
already received the attention of the 
House this Session. The hon. Member 
for Eccles (Mr. Roby) called attention 
to the matter, and a Departmental 
Committee is now sitting, and will, no 
doubt, inquire into any concrete allega- 
tion ‘which may be made. But a 
general statement that a mapis worth- 
less can hardly be considered by them. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Financial 
Secretary knows perfectly well that 
the Committee is to deal with matter 
totally distinct from the question of 
the production of maps. It is to deal 
with the civil employees of the Depart- 
ment, as distinct from the military 
employees. The right hon. Gentleman 
says I am unreasonable because I 
challenge the work of the Department 
as a publishing Department. I believe 
the civil employees are underpaid and 
grudgingly treated as to leave ; but my 
allegation is that the direction of the 
Department is bad, and the adminis- 
tration of it faulty, and that it ought 
to be overhauled by the Minister of 


Agriculture or by the Treasury 
itself. Money is wasted by the 
Department in the production 


of maps which are utterly worth- 
less. What has that to do with 
the Committee on the status and privi- 
leges of the civil employees of the 
Department? The Financial Secret. 
knows that it has nothing to do wit 
that Committee. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : I cannot admit the 
accuracy of the allegations which the 
hon. Member has made. I can now 
give him some information as to the 
duties of that Committee, and I think 
he will find the reference sufficientl 
wide to embrace the question to whi 
he referred. The reference is to inquire 
and report upon the present condition 
of the Ordnance Survey, and specially 
to consider what steps should be taken 
to expedite the completion and publi- 
cation of the new one-inch map; what 
further arrangements should made 
for the continuous revision and speedy 
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publication of maps; and whether the 
maps as at present issued satisfy the 
reasonable requirements of the public 
as regards style, execution, and form. 
[ think the hon. Member will see that 
that is a very wide reference, anc what- 
ever may be the shortcomings of the 
Department, or the neglect of the 
Board of Agriculture in the performance 
ofits duties with regard to that Depart- 
ment, that category contains subjects 
which, if they are fully inquired into, 
* will cover any defects which may 
exist. 

(7.30). Mr. SEXTON: Mr. Court- 
ney, I beg to move that you report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again. I 
put some questions to the First Lord 
of the Treasury this afternoon, on the 
subject of Irish business, and in view 
of what he then stated I am surprised 
to find the Committee now engaged on 
this Vote, which involves expenditure 
in connection with the Administration 
of the Land Acts in Ireland. I am 
still more surprised to learn from my 
hon. Friend near me (Dr. Tanner) that 
some controversy has been raised 
between him and the First Lord of 
the Treasury as to whether Irish busi- 
ness should be taken before Monday 
next. I was careful to adopt the 
course, before the House adjourned for 
the Recess, to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury how soon after the holi- 
days he proposed to proceed with Irish 
business, and his reply was: Not before 
Monday next. The Irish Members are 
now almost entirely absent from the 
House. While we do not intend to 
discuss the Irish Estimates, or any 
other business this Session, at undue 
or even at substantial length, I think 
in the first place that when a certain 
engagement is made it should be 
carried out; and in the second place 
that it is not seemly that the financial 
business of the year should be carried 
on in the absence of the Irish Members. 
I wish to read the following extract 
from the Times report of the pro- 
ceedings of the 2nd of June :— 

“TRIsH Bustness.—Mr. Sexton asked how 


soon Irish business would be taken after the 
holidays. Mr. Balfour: I shall not take it 


before the first Monday after the Recess.” 

I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that there is no intention or desire on 
our part to prolong discussion in 


Mr. Chaplin 


{COMMONS} 
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Committee either now or on Monday 
next; but we claim the fulfilment of 
the engagement, and if the right hon. 
}Gentleman proposes, notwithstanding 
that engagement, to compel us to enter 
upon the discussion of Irish Votes, all 
I can say is that such of us as are here 
will feel it our business, as the best 
method to adopt, to give our attention 
to English and Scotch Votes, as well 
as to Irish Votes. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
_— “‘That the Chairman do report 

rogress, and ask leave to sit again.” 
—(Mr. Sexton.) 


(7.31.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I 
stated in the short conversation which 
occurred between the hon. Member for 
Mid Cork and myself I have no inten- 
tion of breaking in the letter or in the 
spirit any engagement entered into 
either with the Irish Members or any- 
body else; and my own impression 
was that, so far as I could recollect, 
my own intention at the time was that 
no Irish business other than Supply 
should be taken before Monday next. 
The hon. Member has quoted from the 
Times report, but I think that does not 
give a correct account of what I said 
on the subject. But if the hon. Mem- 
ber’s own personal recollection of the 
words I used on the occasion confirms 
the accuracy of the Times report—— 

Mr. SEXTON : Certainly ; the Times 
report is quite correct. 

Mr. BALFOUR: My own recollec- 
tion is that I was referring to the Irish 
Education Bill and other matters which 
should not be taken before Monday 
next; but of course, if that is the 
recollection of the hon. Member, and 
if I was understood to give an engage- 
ment on the subject, I shall not take 
any Irish Vote before Monday next. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Vote agreed to. 


27. £23,909, to complete the sum for 
Harbours in the United Kingdom and 
Lighthouses Abroad under the Board of 
Trade. 


28. £24,870, to complete the sum for 
Peterhead Harbour. 


29. £5,000, Caledonian Canal. 


30. £137,058, to complete the sum 
for Rates on Government Property. 





my 





SS 2 B&B @ = fe ot ee Om Oe het ot eee 








y. 
of 


5 
r 
Il 
st 


It 


r 


r 


of 





633 Supply—Civil Services, 


Cuass IT. 
31. £27,269, to complete the sum for 
the House of Lords Offices. 


(7.40.) Mr. MORTON: So far as 
any real work is concerned the money 
spent upon the House of Lords is 
absolutely wasted. Since the introduc- 
tion of Free Education the people are 
beginning to take an intelligent interest 
in how the money of the country is 
spent, or rather in how it is wasted, 
‘and they are especially asking for in- 
formation as to the expenses with 

d to the House of Lords. If the 
officers of the House of Lords are only 
properly paid, I think we very much 
underpay the officers of the House of 
Commons, especially you, Sir. The 
time will come when we shall honestly 
appropriate the expenses connected 
with these matters; and then we 
shall bear in mind that we ought to re- 
duce the amount paid to the officers 
of the House of Lords by at least 
£30,000. I confess I should under 
other circumstances have great pleasure 
in moving a reduction of the Vote to 
that extent, and taking a division upon 
it, just to show the country what I 
think, at any rate, of the expenses with 
regard to the House of Lords, but I 
wish on this occasion simply to protest 
against the waste of money in connec- 
tion with the management of the 
House of Lords. 


Vote agreed to. 


32. £33,752, to complete the sum 
for the House of Commons officers. 


(7.41.) Mr. MORTON: The other 
day I called attention on the Vote on 
Account to the salaries and expenses 
paid to what I may call the Lower 
Division of officers, and I was told by 
the First Commissioner of Works and 
Public Buildings that he had nothing 
to do with it. I presume the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury has 
something to do with it, and I should 
like to know whether he will take that 
matter into his consideration. I do 
not say that anything is uired 
to be done ; but it occurs to me that in 
comparison with other officers the 
officers of the Lower Division are very 
much underpaid. 
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*Sm JOHN GORST: I cannot promise 
to take this matter into considera- 
tion, because by law the control of the 
salaries paid to the officers of the 
House is vested in a Commission by 
statute, consisting of the Speaker of 
the House of Commons, a _ Secre- 
tary of State, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the Master of the 
Rolls, and the Attorney General 
and Solicitor General for the time 
being. I am not a Member of the 
Commission. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the Speaker of the 
House of Commons are generally the 
acting members of the Commission, by 
whom the salaries of the House of 
Commons are regulated. I do not 
know that there is any complaint at 
the present time as regards the pay- 
ment awarded to the officers of the 
House for their services ; but if there 
is, and if it is represented in the proper 
quarter, it will receive attention, and, if 
the circumstances justify it, there will 
be an amelioration of the condition of 
the Lower Division of officers to whom 
the hon. Member refers. 

(7.42.) Mr. MORTON: It appears 
to me that there is not one of the 
Commissioners _— who have the 
management and contro! of the expen- 
diture in connection with the House of 
Commons to give us any informa- 
tion on the subject. I hope that on 
another occasion one at least of these 
Commissioners will be present when 
these matters are discussed. 

(7.43.) Dr. TANNER: There is 
another small matter which I have 
deemed it my duty on two or three 
occasions to bring under consideration 
—that is, the item of £1,000 allowed for 
service in the refreshment room. As a 
member of the Kitchen Refreshment 
Room Committee, I find that in that Com- 
mittee it is nearly absolutely impossible 
to satisfy the members of this House, 
who make use of this particular 
department, and at the same time to 
make both ends meet. The consequence 
is that some members complain of the 
charges, which they consider excessive. 
They also complain of the method in 
which they are supplied ; and a 

t number of members complain 
that the Kitchen Refreshment m 
Committee make large sums of money 
yearly by the sale of intoxicating liquor. 








‘ 
, 
4 





635 Swpply—Civil Services, 


What is more, have heard the ques-. 


tion raised just now by a friend, and 
during the last few years, that we are 
not licensed to sell intoxicating liquor, 
and that the time might come when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
.summon us before a Court of Justice 
for a breach of the law of - the 
land, for selling intoxicating liquor 
without a licence. The present Kitchen 
Refreshment Room Committee have 
found it nearly impossible to do every- 
thing to carry out the wishes and 
desires of Members, and to do every- 
thing as it should be done, with the 
£1,000 a year which is granted for that 
Department. I bring this matter for- 
ward in order that in due process of 
time it may be dealt with successfully, 
not by Members sitting on one side of 
the ew or the other, but by all the 
Members of the House. There is one 
other matter to which I wish to call 
attention on this Vote, and that is the 
sum of £429 charged for the police in 
attendance on both Houses. Why 
should not the House of Lords pay 
their own share? It would only be a 
matter of a couple of hundred pounds. 
I find that on every possible occasion 
everything that can be done is done to 
put the share upon the democratic and 
more popular representative House by 
the noblemen who live above. I think 
that item is improperly placed upon 
this Estimate. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: As regards the 
criticism of the hon. Member I shall 


take care before the Estimates are pre- | po 


next year to see that this matter 
is attended to, and to see that the 
cost is fairly shared between the two 
Houses. 


Vote agreed to. 
33. £60,692, to complete the sum 


for the Treasury and Subordinate 
Departments. 
(7.45.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnai 


Green, N.E.): I should like to ask the 
representative of the Government in 
the absence of the Chancellor of the 
‘Exchequer what has been done with 
regard to the constitution of the Board 
that is to deal with the Trustees of 
Savings Banks—the appointments that 
have been made, by whom these 
appointments have been made, and 


Dr. Tanner 


{COMMONS} 
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the salaries that are being paid for all 
these appointments. I endeavoured at 
an earlier period of the Session to 
extrast some information on the 
subject, and so far as I can learn—and 
I should be glad if the Secretary to the 
Treasury can give us any information 
on the point—these nominations are 
more or less on the resporsibility of 
the Members of that Board, and none 
of these appointments will come under 
review by the House of Commons. 
After all is said and done, the Savings 
Banks Department forms a very im- 
portant Board under the Crown. 
Money is voted by this House annuall 
which goes to that Department ; and 
think especially after the exposures 
which have been made in this House 
with regard to how some of these 
Savings Banks are managed every care 
should be taken that the Act passed 
for the constitution of that Board 
should be properly carried out, and 
that the House of Commons should 
have an opportunity of calling attention 
to the work. done by that Board 
when money is veted for it. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: My right hon. 
Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
announced to the House some time ago 
the constitution of the Board. I am 
afraid I have not got the names of the 
Board with menow, and with regard to 
the particulars of the salaries —— 

Mr. HOWELL: I think the right 
hon. gentleman misunderstandsme. I 
do not mean the Board, I mean the ap- 
intments made by the Board. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: Does the hon. 
Member mean the appointments made 
by the Statutory Board ? 

Mr. HOWELL: Yes. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: I do not know 
whether they have yet made any ap- 
pointments, but if the hon. Member 
puts a question on the subject on the 
Paper I shall be happy to give him an 
answer ; or, if he writes me a question 
privately, I shall give him all the infor- 


mation in m wer. 

Mr. HOWELL: I do not wish to 
prolong the discussion. All I ask is 
that care should be taken with regard 
to the men appointed under that Board, 
and that this House shall have an 
opportunity of reviewing those appoint- 
ments and the salaries from time to 
time. 
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Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: This 
Vote illustrates very accurately the 
patchwork system which is adopted by 
the Government. We are supposed to 
be discussing the Treasury Vote, and 
we find introduced in connection with 
the Irish Teachers’ Pension Office an 
item for the sal of a gentleman 
named Robinson, who is a clerk in the 
War Office. Last year there was a 
Vote of £50 for assistance in preparing 
the quinquennial valuation for the 
Pensions d. This year the Clerk 
in the War Office and his assistants got 
into a terrible mess, and instead of 
having £160,000 surplus they found 
themselves deficient to the extent of an 

ual sum, and with no money at all. 

taccounts forthe re-valuation, which 
we know perfectly well is now going on. 
We have asked over and over again for 
nsions, and 
we have not yet received them. We 
have not had any Report from the 
Board of Actuaries, which is now sup- 
posed to be sitting and hard at work 
on the accounts in connection with this 
Pension Fund. I presume there will 
be a Supplementary Vote taken for the 
purpose of defraying the cost of this 
re-valuation, as no money is asked for 
it in this Vote. I wish to know what 
is to be the expense of this re-valuation 
and how the actuaries are to be paid, 
when their Report will be presented, 
or, if they have reported, whether their 
Report is before the House ? 

*Sr JOHN GORST: It is not a re- 
valuation which is taking place; it is 
an examination by a Committee of 
Actuaries of two valuations, one of 
which was made last year and the other 
five years before. The cost of that 
investigation will not be charged on 
the Pension Office for Ireland, as it 
would be very unfair that that should 
be done. The Committee have not 
yet concluded their work. Whether 
their Report will be presented to the 
House this Session or not will depend 
upon the length of the present Session. 

Mr. MORTON: As regards this 
matter of the Teachers’ Pension Fund, 
it appears to me that if this gentleman 
does this work and goes to Ireland for 
the purpose he cannot discharge his 
duty in the War Office. I want to 
=e why he should receive this money 
at all ? 


{9 June, 1892} 
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*Sm JOHN GORST: His duty con- 
sists of superintendence in the Teachers” 
Pension Band Office, and he can per- 
form that duty in London without 
going over to Ireland—at least, without 
being constantly in Ireland. I believe 
he has paid one or two visits to Ire- 
land; but his presence there is not so 
necessary as in any way to interfere 
with his duties in the War Office. 

Mr. MORTON : Why does he get the 
money ? 

“Sm JOHN GORST: He gets it for 
doing the work of the Teachers’ Pen- 
sion Office in London. 

Mr. MORTON: When we come to 
the War Office Vote I shall inquire 
further into this matter. A sum of 
£50 was allowed for assistance last 
year. I want to know why this money 
has been wasted. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The £50 was 
paid out of the Vote for services. 
rendered. 

Dr. TANNER: I wish to ask whe- 
ther the Treasury have withdrawn their 
block with regard to the acceleration 
of mails to America by Queenstown. 
A short time since the hon. Member for 
the City of Cork raised this question, 
and we were then told by the Post- 
master General that the whole blame 
lay with the Treasury. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: That subject 
could properly be discussed on the Vote 
for the Postmaster General's salary. 

Dr. TANNER: The Postmaster 
General himself threw the whole 
weight of this matter on the Treasury, 
and I am only trying to get some ex- 
planation, notably as I have heard 
recently that there is some chance of 
the matter being settled. 

THe CHAIRMAN: It is not in 
order to discuss it on this Vote, al- 
though the Treasury does exercise 
& superintending authority over the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. MORTON : I want some infor- 
mation with regard to the Receiver of 
Hereditary Revenue: Who is the Re- 
ceiver of this revenue, and where is the 
office ? I understood that this was 
one of the offices that was to be 
abolished. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The officer is 
an officer who collects small branches 
of heredi revenue. The receipts 
amount to about £4,000 a year. e 
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-salary was formerly paid by deduction 
from the mri ig we in 1869-70 
‘it was provided for in the Estimates, 
and the total receipts were paid into 
the Exchequer. 
late Receiver the recommendation in 
favour of the abolition of the office was 
not for various reasons carried out. 
The present Receiver has a salary of 
£300 and an allowance of £145 per 
annum for office expenses. 

Mr. MORTON: I have asked two 
‘questions and neither has _ been 
answered. Surely we are entitled to 
have the name of anybody receiving 
public money and to know where the 
office is ? 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The gentleman 
is Mr. Kebbel, and the office is at 
Abingdon Street. 

Dr. TANNER: I cannot help being 
struck with the extraordinary appear- 
ance of three items in this Vote, 
namely, those in reference to the 
British Directors of the Suez Canal. 
The Resident Director in Paris receives 
£500 a year. The late Resident 
‘Director was allowed to retain his fees, 
in lieu of salary, but the change was 
made in order to save expense. I 
should like the Committee to look at 
the position of the two non-Resident 
Directors, who do very little of the 
work. One, in addition to receiving 
retired pay from the Army, gets £450, 
and the other, in addition to his salary 
as Controller General of the National 
Debt, gets £500. That is avery foolish 
state of affairs, and I would like to have 
some explanation of it. 

Sm JOHN GORST: When the hon. 
Member says the non-Resident Directors 
do nothing he is not accurate. The 
duties of the three Directors are very 
much alike ; they have all to attend the 
meetings of the Directors. Possibly the 
Resident Director in Paris may attend 
more committees than the others, but 
their duties in looking after this 
enormous national property are very 
much alike. I think that with a 
gigantic affair like the Suez Canal and 
the interests involved in it, it cannot 
be said that these salaries are too 
large. 7 

(8.11.) Mr. MORTON: Does the 
Resident Director at Paris, who is also 
a clerk in the Foreign Office, receive a 
full salary from the Foreign Office 


Sir John Gorst 


{COMMONS} 


On the death of the | ( 








although absent from that office all the 
time? 
*(8.12.) Toe UNDER SECRETARY 


or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
Mr. J. W. Lowtner, Cumberland, 
Penrith): Yes. The gentleman referred 
to is, strictly speaking, a clerk in the 
Foreign Office, but he is temporarily 
employed in the Diplomatic Ser. 
vice. Under an arrangement, which 
has gone on for a considerable time, 


exchanges occur between gentlemen - 


serving in the Diplomatic Service 
and those in the Foreign Office, 
These exchanges have been approved 
recently by a Commission. Conse- 
quently, it happens occasionally that 
gentlemen in the Diplomatic Service 
come home and serve for a time in the 
Foreign Office and gentlemen in the 
Foreign Office take their places abroad. 

(8.14.) Dr. TANNER: Are we to 
understand that one gentleman is paid 
by the Foreign Office for doing Diple- 
matic work, and another gentleman is 
paid by another office for doing Foreign 
Office work ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: No, it is 
the same office. 


Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN : Then, 
is that the reason why our Treaties are 
so badly drawn at the present time? I 
have been in the Foreign Office, and I 
think there has been a great deal of 
neglect there. It seems: io me pretty 
clear that the cause of Treaties being 
made which no one can understand is 
that the Foreign Office clerks are doing 
other work. 


(8.15.) Vote agreed to. 


34. £61,599, to complete the sum for 
the Home Office. 


Mr. MORTON : I understand that 
the Home Secretary has charge of the 
‘buses and tramways of the Metropolis, 
and I want to know whether it is 
or right that the fares should 
doubled on holidays, as was done last 
Monday ? 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The Home Secretary has ro control 
over that. 

(8.17.) Dr. TANNER: As the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
receives the large salary of £5,000 a 
year, I desire to press upon him & 
matter upon which he has so far given 
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me most unsatisfactory replies. One 

vince over which the right hon. 

ntleman exercises control is most 
important, because it has to do with 
human life and the prevention of suffer- 
ing. I have on several occasions raised 
the question as to the means which 
should be taken in connection with 
fires for the provision of reasonable 
means of escape in the case of high 
buildings, notably in this Metropolis 
and in other great cities. I pointed 
out reports of recent cases where 
lamentable loss of life had occurred 
owing to the fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not paying attention to 
this matter. 


THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
Iam not aware that this is a function 
which has been put under the control 
of the Home Secretary. The argument 
of the hon. Gentleman appears to be 
that it should be under the control of 
the right hon. Gentleman, but that is not 
a question which can be raised in 
Supply. 

(8.19.) Dr. TANNER: At any 
rate, the right hon. Gentleman 
himself accepted the situation. I 
took every advice, and was advised 
by the officials to put the question 
to the Home Secretary. I thought at 
first I should address my questions on 
the subject to the Local Government 
Board or to the Board of Trade, but I 
was told I should address them to the 
Home Secretary, and he has answered 
several questions on this matter. Only 
the other evening a house at the top of 
the Haymarket was burned down and 
a number of young men lost their lives ; 
and am I to be told that in a matter of 
this kind, where human life can be 
saved if proper attention were paid, [ 
am to be shunted from one right hon. 
Member to another? If more lives are 
lost, the responsibility must rest with 
Her Majesty's Government ; if the 
Government wish to shunt the duty 
from one person to another, let the 
blood be upon their own heads. 


(8.20.) Mz. WALLACE (Edinburgh, 
E.): I just desire to refer to the ques- 
tion of these fares. I understand that 
the Home Office licenses these 
carriages, and they must have power 
surely to make some sort of conditions 

VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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with respect to the terms on which 
the licence should be granted, so that 
they shall not be allowed arbitrarily to 
overcharge the public when it suits 
their convenience. I think this is a 
very important and serious matter, for 
they may be doubly charged at the 
very time when they ought to be, if 
possible, convenienced in the way of 
regulations of that sort. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Martrnews, Birmingham, E.) : No 
Department of the State at present 
has power to lay down the fares stage 
carriages shall charge. The Commis- 
sioner of Police, who acts generally 
under the direction of the Home Office, 
licenses these carriages and sees that 
they are fit for the accommodation of 
passengers and the service of the public. 
The Commissioner of Police also has 
the power to prescribe the route for such 
carriages. I am not quite sure whether 
there is a maximum fare prescribed 
by the Statute. We have left these 
matters to be settled roughly by com- 
petition, and by the supply and demand 
of passengers and carriages, but I have 
no power to regulate the fares. I am 
not aware—certainly it has not been 
brought to my notice—that there is a 
maximum fare prescribed by the Statute, 
but if there is, I am sure the present 
fare is very much below it. With re- 
gard to the matters raised by the hon. 
Member opposite, I would point out to 
him that r have absolutely no power, 
under any Statute, in any way to regu- 
late the precautions to be taken against 
fires. 


Dr. TANNER: To whom am I to 
address myself then ? 


*Mra. MATTHEWS: There is no 
Department of the State charged with 
any authority in matters of this kind. 


Dr. TANNER: Am I to understand 
that these fires are to occur day after 
day, and that the Government will ndt 
accept any responsibility when life can 
be readily saved? You have got pro- 
vision made for this matter in the 
United States of America, in Germany, 
and in Japan, and why can you not do 
something in England in this respect? 

2B 
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.*Mr. MATTHEWS: It will have to 
be done by legislation. No Department 
of the State, not even a County Council, 
is invested with the power to impose 
regulations on the owners of private 
buildings, requiring them to adopt cer- 
tain precautions against fire. Possibly 
some regulations — that subject may 
be very desirable ; but in this country, 
at any rate, the Legislature has never 
thought fit to prescribe regulations of 
that kind. I would just point out to 
the hon. Member that last year I in- 
troduced a clause into the Factory and 
Workshops Act, providing that there 
should be certain precautions taken 


against fire. Considering the vast 
number of private buildings in such 
anchester, 


1 towns as London, 
an Live 1, I am afraid we shall 
have to deal with great caution in 
imposing regulations of the kind sug- 
gested by the hon. Member. 

Dr. TANNER: I will introduce the 
subject early in the next Parliament, 
and I hope I shall have the assistance 
of the right hon. Gentieman. Now, 
with d to the Factory and Work- 
shops Act, may I ask whether steps 
have been taken to provide female In- 
spectors for the inspection of places, of 
factories and workshops, where women 
are employed. This isa matter which 
has commended itself to the judgment 
of a very considerable portion of the 
public, and in that I am sure I am 
- ce-rme in the name of the ladies of 

ngland, Ireland, and Scotland. I 
think women ought to be inspected by 
women. In the present day you have 
got lady doctors ; yeuhave got ladiesin 
every department of the State except the 
House of Commons, and I understand 
that certain Members are pressing to 
have them admitted here. But I cer- 
tainly think some steps ought to be 
taken to provide female Inspectors for 
the inspection of their sex in connection 
with factories and workshops. I have 
the pleasure of knowing many gentle- 
men who hold high office and respon- 
sible positions as Inspectors of Factories, 
and they do their duty in a whole- 
hearted and ungrudging way. I read 
their reports conscientiously, because I 
always find that in reading those re- 
ports which are furnished us by the 


ry Inspectors you are reading 
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matter which shows up a great deal of 
suffering, and of cruelty, and of in- 
justice existing in these countries. It 
is only by reading these matters that 
we find out where the shoe pinches, 


and it is only by putting questions 
upon these points in the House of 
Commons that substantial justice has 
occasionally been done. But some of 
these gentlemen have complained to me 
that it is very hard and very difficult 
for them satisfactorily to carry 
out the proper inspection of premises 
where females are mainly employed. 
There is greater difficulty for men to 
do this than there would be if women 
were employed. I do not wish to 
deprive men of the chance of earning 
their daily bread, but, at the same 
time, where women can possibly be 
engaged as Inspectors of their own 
sex, with the view of redressing the 
grievances under which they as women 
suffer, I think they should be so occu- 
ied. As this matter has been broached 

fore, I simply content myself with 
asking the right hon. Gentleman 
whether any steps have been taken in 
this matter, or whether it has been 
thought advisable to defer action at 
the present time ? 

*(8.37.) Mr. MATTHEWS: I can- 
not myself say that I am strongly in 
favour of female Inspectors. I think 
it is an experiment that might well be 
tried if the Departmental arrange- 
ments can be satisfactorily made. I 
was surprised to hear the hon. Member 
say that complaint has been made to 
him by some of the Factory Inspectors, 
and I should be glad if he would 
privately communicate to me the 
names of those Inspectors who 
had expressed themselves in favour 
of female Inspectors. The _ re- 
ports which have been made by 
them to the Department are quite to 
the contrary, and they point out the 
difficulty there would be in the appoint- 
ment of women. Certainly, you would 
have to raise the age of In rs, for 
no young woman could about the 
streets and slums where the Eoesens 
have to go in order to see that the pro- 
visions of the Factory and Worksh 
Act are carried out. It is not fit w 
except for a woman of mature 


believe there is a very large public feel-\ 
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ing on the subject, and I am anxious 
to meet the view as far as I can. I 
would rather not take any decided 
action in the matter until the Commis- 
sion on Labour has reported; but I 
may inform the hon. Member and the 
Committee that I have directed the 
Chief Inspector of Factories to gs mes 
a statement as to the districts where 
there is a sufficient number of factories 
and workshops where women are 
mainly employed, and to see whether 
they can be arranged in geographical 
districts, so that I am getting the 

und ready for the appointment of 
als Inspectors if there is shown to 
be any necessity for them. 


Vote agreed to. 
35. £49,004, to complete the sum for 
the Foreign Office. 


(9.0.) Notice taken, that forty Mem- 
bers were not present; Committee 
counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 

Mr. MORTON: I desire to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs the exact position of the New- 
foundland matter at the present time, 
and whether the Government can give 
an assurance that the question is likely 
to be settled before long ? 

“Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
Mr. J. W. Lowtuer, Cumberland, 
enrith): I think the hon. Member 
will not expect me to make a very 
lengthy statement upon this subject ; 
and I am afraid all I can tell him is 
that the matter is at the present time 
receiving the most anxious considera- 
tion of Her Majesty's Government. 
As the hon. Member isaware, the New- 
foundland Government did not recently 
see its way to pass the Bill which Her 
Majesty’s Government would 
have received the assent of the New- 
foundland Legislature. Her Majesty's 
Government now have under considera- 
tion the reasons which induced the 
Newfoundland Legislature to take that 
view ; and of course it will be the duty 
of Her Majesty's Government to care- 
fully consider these reasons and to see 
what further steps, if any, must be 
taken. Meanwhile the ch Go- 
vernment have not ratified the Arbitra- 


‘tion Convention. 
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Mr. MORTON: I should like to 
know whether the modus  vivendi 
arranged last year cannot be extended 
so as to give the Newfoundland and 
the Home Government time for con- 
sideration ? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: Yes, Sir. It is 
in operation at the present time. I 
am afraid I do not in my mind 
at the present moment the exact date 
when it will cease. The modus vivendi 
is, however, at present in operation, and 


what is being done on the west coast 
of Newfoundland is being done under 
that ment. 


Mr. MORTON: The modus vivendi 
extends until 1893, and the question is 
whether it cannot be extended for 
another year or two so as to get the 
matter settled. I should like to know, 
too, whether the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot allow us to have a copy of the 
Bill rejected by the Newloundland 
Legislature in order that we may con- 
sider the reasons for the rejection, and 
whether their complaints are correct ? 

*“Mr. LOWTHER: I do not see any 
reason why the Bill should not be in 
the hands of Members. The question, 
however, more closely concerns the 
Colonial Office, and perhaps the hon. 
Member will put a question to my 
right hon. Friend the Under Secretary 
of State for the Colonies. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN : As one 
representing a trading community, I 
have great complaint to make of the 
conduct of the Government in connec- 
tion with the French Treaty. I have 
always understood that there are two 
to a bargain, but it seems to me in this 
case that the Government have quietly 
stood aside to the disadvantage of our 
country. In consequence of the neg- 
lect of the Government, the town whic 
I represent is very severely suffering. 
It seems to me that the Government is 
perfectly indifferent as to our trade 
with France, and I am certain that a 
person of less importance and less 
ability than anyone sitting on the 
Treasury Bench could have done better 
for this country than Her Majesty's 
Government have done. I believe that 
Her Majesty’s Government know no- 
thing about the Treaties we have made 
with that country, and the effect those 
—s - on the commerce of our 
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country. I have endeavoured to get 
information from them, but they seemed 
to neither know nor care how matters 
stood. I make my protest against this 
action in allowing France to put on 
something like double the duty of the 
old tariff. I believe that France does 
not intend these high duties to be 
applied against this country. They 
were intended to affect Germany ; but 
Her Majesty’s Government have, by its 
thorough indifference to the trade of 
this country, allowed these mistakes to 
occur. 

*Mr. LOWTHER: I am afraid the 
hon. Member is under a misapprehen- 
sion. 

Mr. HOLDEN : I know what I am 
talking about. 

*Mr. LOWTHER: The only Treaty 
we have with France is a Treaty made 
in 1882. Under that Treaty the 
arrangement is that France and 
this country shall make their own 
customs tariff. We have no Commercial 
Treaty with France beyond that; and 
under that Treaty, made in the year 
1882, the French Government, on 
1st February this year, brought into 
operation a tariff which, I quite admit, 

ects the hon. Member’s constituents 
very severely. But I think that if the 
hon. Member would really give a little 
close attention to this matter he would 
see that obviously the tariff settled by 
the French Government is not in the 
interests of the hon. Member’s consti- 
tuents, or in the interests of English 
trade, but is arranged in the interests 
of the French trade. Her Majesty’s 
Government were not consulted as to 
the tariff, and I venture to say that if 
Her Majesty’s Government had made 
any suggestion that the leather mer- 
chants of England would be injuriously 
affected by the tariff the probable result 
would have been that the tariff, instead 
of being lowered, would have been in- 


creased. 

Mr. HOLDEN : I consider the reply 
of the right hon. Gentleman has been 
most unsatisfactory. All I can say is 


that for the last four months we have 
been under a different tariff. If four 
months ago Her Majesty’s Ministers 
knew that a tariff was being instituted 
against English traders, I think they 
ought to have endeavoured to do some- 


Mr. Edward Holden 
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thing on the other side. They have 
not done so. By a little exertion on 
their part there might have been a 
different result; but I rather think 
they rejoice at the present state of 
things, as an aid to return to Protec- 
tion. 


Dr. TANNER: My hon. Friend is 
under some misapprehension. He 
ought to know that if it suited the 
political exigencies of Her Majesty's 
Government, they would so deal withthe 
matter as tocatch votes. The Govern- 
ment do not care about the commerce 
with France of that good Liberal 
centre my hon. Friend represents ; but 
if a Tory centre had been con- 
cerned, he would have found Her 
Majesty’s Government busy pre- 
serving its interests. I rise, how- 
ever, to complain of the way in which 
French fishermen have been allowed to 

on depredations on the coast of 
Ireland. This question has been fre- 
quently raised, but the Government have 
not taken one step in the direction of 
protecting Irish interests. Last year I 
raised the question of these fishing 
smacks coming from the north-west of 
thenorthern coast of France, and making 
use of a net of small mesh. If this is 
permitted to continue, a great and 
productive source of benefit for our 
fishery folk in Ireland will be destroyed. 
Were an Irish boat to be driven intoa 
French port there would be no reci- 
procity—a tax would be levied upon 
every fish on board. You ought to 
make all foreign boats observe the 
seven miles limit; and if you were to 
send a remonstrance to the French 
Government calling attention to the 
fact that French boats are destroying @ 
valuable fishery, I think the result 
would be to safeguard Irish fishing 
interests. 


*Mr. LOWTHER: I can assure the 


hon. Member that any cases brought to 
our notice will at once be considered, 
and the attention of the French 
Government, if French boats are 
concerned, drawn to them. We 
have from time to time similar 
cases occurring on the east coast 
of England, and the cases are 
at ‘once inyestigated by the foreign 
Governments I think I can say with 
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most satisfactory results. I can only 
assure the hon. Member that if any 
cases are brought to the notice of 
the Foreign Office, they will at once be 
dealt with. ing the short time I 
have been there I do not recall an 
Trish case ; but if the hon. Member wi 
call my attention to any specific 
instance of what he complains of, I will 
see that it is dealt with, 


Ds. TANNER: The right hon. 
Gentleman must be aware that as the 
trouble I have alluded to, such as the 
destruction of nets usually takes place 
duri the night, it is difficult to 
provide these specific cases. As a 
matter of fact, all we know is that the 
injury is done by French boats. If a 
remonstrance calling attention to what 
transpires were sent to the French 
Government I am sure the whole 
matter would be at once settled. 


Mr. MORTON: There are many 
points in connection with this Vote [ 
should have liked to consider, and 
especially with regard to the £5,000 for 
the Secretary of State. He has been 
making what I may call revolutionary 
speeches, speeches no Secretary of 
State ought to have delivered. Had 
he been an Irish Nationalist Member 
he would have found himself in prison 
long ago. His reward, however, I 
gather, is to be a dukedom. I 
consider it the duty of a Prime 
Minister of this country to induce the 
people to respect the law, and 
especially is this to be expected from 
the head of a Government which has 
boasted so much about “law and 
order.” While not intending to move 
a — z do enter my protest 
against the delivery of such a speech as 
that I have vehnsed to. more 


Dr. TANNER: Am I to understand 
that the Foreign Department will look 
into the question I have raised. 


*Mr. LOWTHER: If the hon. 
Member reflects about the matter he 
will see how difficult it would be for 
the Government to make a general 
reinoastrance to the French Govern- 
ment, because the latter would at once 
say, ‘On whatgrounds do you base your 
general remonstrance?” And naturally 
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cannot found a general a 
upon anything except special know 

o' aor gutbeclies: tase bo aflems re 
ally that French fishermen have been 
guilty of the destruction of nets would 
simply meet with the rejoinder I have 
just indicated. I can only say that if 
any specific case is brought to the 
notice of the Foreign Office steps 
will at once be taken to ensure 
that the proper proceedings follow. 


Vote agreed to. 


36. £27,501, to complete the sum for 
the Colonial Office. 


Mr. MORTON: I desire to get a 
little information with regard to the 
position of affairs in Newfoundland, 
I understand that the French Shore 
Bill was rejected by twenty-two votes 
to nine in the Colonial Legislature, and 
that the Governor-General, in his 
speech at the prorogation of the House, 
said he ho no bad result would 
follow, and made other remarks 
reflecting upon the action of the Legis- 
lature. The Colonists complain very 
much of the Governor-General having 
presumed to lecture the Legislature— 
a thing that the Queen never does in 
this country. They have heard over 
there that Lord Knutsford has said, 
with regard to Queensland, that it is 
dangerous to interfere with an inde- 
pendent Colony; and they want to 
know why the same treatment should 
not be shown towards them as is 
shown towards this Australian Colony 
when dealing with the aristocratic 
sugar-planter. I want also to inquire 
if a copy of this French Shore Bill will 
be placed in the library of the House? 
It is stated that clauses were intro- 
duced into the Bill when the majority 
of the delegates had left this country 
last year, and I think that it is only 
right we should be able to see for our- 
selves whether these statements are 
correct. Another thing I should like 
to ask is whether it is not possible to 
extend the modus vivendi another year 
or two. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will give us what information 
he can on these points, because 
it is only right and proper we should 
feel a certain amount of interest in this, 





they would ask for specific eases. You 


our oldest colony. 








651 Supply—Civil Services, 


“Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror taz COLONIES (Baron 
H. pe Worms, Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
I am sure the hon. Member will not 
think me discourteous when I repeat 
the answer I gave the other day to a 
similar question put by him on the 
same subject. I then said it was im- 
possible to enter into any details relative 
to the negotiations now pending in 
which international questions are in- 
volved besides those directly concern- 
ing the Colony, and that under those 
circumstances I could not make any 
answer to the question of the. hon. 
Member. I am obliged to repeat that 
answer now, and I am sure the hon. 
Member will see the force of it. 


*Mr. MORTON: I cannot see what 
objection there can be to telling the 
House whether it is possible to extend 
the modus vivendi for another year. I 
must also press the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say whether we cannot see a 
copy of the Bill, which is public pro- 
perty in Newfoundland ? 

Baron H. p—E WORMS : We have 
not received a copy of the Bill yet, but 
when it arrives I shall be happy to show 
it to the hon. Gentleman. 


Dr. TANNER: I wish to ask if the 
Government have any further intelli- 
gence in connection with the Uganda 
business, and, if so, of what nature is 
it? 

Sm JOHN GORST: In answer to 
the hon. Member I am obliged to say 
that no further intelligence has been 
received. 


Vote agreed to. 


37. £9,616, to complete the sum for 
the Privy Council Office. 


Dr. TANNER: I want the right 
hon. Gentleman to give the Committee 
some explanation of the expenses under 
the Pharmacy Act: Some of the prose- 
cutions which have taken place under 
this Act have resulted in scandalous in- 
justice being done to people. 

Sm JOHN GORST: These expenses 
are those of officers appointed by the 
Privy Council to be present at 
— under the Pharmacy 

ct. 


Vote agreed to. 
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38. £110,470, to complete the sum 
for the Board of Trade. 

Dr. TANNER: Owing to the bene- 
volent legislation of the present 
Government we have an _ increased 
number of emigrants leaving Ireland 
every year, and I want to see proper 
a taken to provide for the comfort 
and health of these people whilst cross- 
ing the Atlantic to find a new home. 
Again and again I have shown the 
House that these emigrants are 
crowded into cattle ships, and that 
very little, if any, precaution is taken 
to ensure their health and comfort. 
It is monstrous that these men, 
women, and children should be bat- 
tened down for days in the holds of 
large steamers without any proper 
water supply or sanitary appliances 
being provided. I complained of this 
matter in 1886, and now in 1892 ve: 
little improvement has been effected. 
The right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach) has only to go to his. 
Inspectors in Liverpool to find that 
several cattle ships within a fortnight 
of landing their cargo at that port 
have embarked a human freight to 
carry across the Atlantic without pro- 
viding any sanitary arrangements. [ 
was told by the right hon. Gentleman's 
predecessor that it was absolutely im- 
possible to deal with this matter unless 
I was able to produce medicai authority 
for these complaints. But I, for one, 
am not going to give away the medieal 
men who earn a livelihood on these 
boats, because I should in that way ex- 
pose them tothe arbitrary conduct of the 
great shipping companies. Ifthe same 
attention were devoted to this traffic 
as is bestowed upon the emigration ser- 
vice to New Zealand and Australia, and 
other English colonies, a great number 
of the grievances of which F have eom~ 
plained would be swept away. I do 
not wish to weary the Committee about 
this matter, but in making this appeal 
on behalf of poor people, who have no- 
power to protect themselves, I feel Iam 
only doing my duty. Within the last 
two months there was a case of & 
steamer which put to sea with 1,200 
steerage passengers, and had only 
one water tank out of which to supply 
these people with water for all purposes. 
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This is a state of things which ought 
not to be allowed to exist, and I hope by 
dint of hammering away on this matter 
to succeed in influencing the right 
hon. Gentleman or his successor to 
remedy it. I should like the right hon. 
Gentleman to say whether anything 
has been done. 


*THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micnazt Hicks 
Beacu, Bristol, W.) : The hon. Mem- 
ber has made the same _ speech 
to-night as he has made for the 
last two or three years; but he has 
never given me any kind of clue by 
which it would be possible to examire 
into the —— he makes. I think 
the hon. Member, with one exception, 
is the only person who has made a 
similar complaint to me during the 
time I have held my present office. 
I sent an Inspector to Liverpool 
to inquire into the case of the 
_peene ar ship complained of, and 

satisfied myself that the charges were 
without foundation. If the hon. 
Member (Dr. Tanner) had during the 
past three years given me the faintest 
clue, it would have been followed, be- 
cause I desire as much as he does to 
prevent the occurrence of anything of 
the sort referred to by him, and I in- 
struct my officers on this side to be as 
careful as possible in these matters. 
But, as the hon. Member declines in 
any way to substantiate his charges, I 
am forced to conclude that he relies 
upon information which, so far as I 
can ascertain, is absolutely baseless. 
Until I have reason to conclude other- 
wise, it is impossible for me to take 
any further action. 


Dr. TANNER: I have placed before 
the Committee what I know to be facts. 
My information is derived from medical 
men on board these ships; but I dare 
not give their names, for the simple 
reason that if I did they would lose 
their positions to-morrow. Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
American Government have taken 
steps to deal with this matter? All I 
ask is that some steps should be taken 
between the officers of the Board of 
Trade on this side and the American 
officers on the other side to satisfy 
themselves as to whether the state of 
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things of which I have complained does 
or does not exist. 


Mr. MORTON: I wish to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach) a question with reference 
to Railway Companies. Early in the 
year it was announced at a meeting of 
the Caledonian or North British 
Railway that arrangements had been 
made against the ibility of compe- 
tition by other railways, and therefore 
against the interests of the public. 


Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: I 
rise to order. This is a matter that 
does not come within my power. 


Mr. MORTON : Then I think some 
Government Department should have 
power to deal with the monopolies 
which the House of Commons grants, 
and which are supposed to be granted, 
not in the interest of capitalists and 
company-mongers, but in the interests 
of the people at large. Another ques- 
tion I want to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman is, Has he any power to 
deal with overcrowding? 


Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH : 
No. 


Mr. MORTON: I am sorry to learn 
that, and I think his Department 
should have. In connection with this 
matter I allude especially to lines on 
the south side of London, where there 
are a lot of empty first and second class 
carriages, whilst the third class are 
continually in a crowded state. There 
is one other thing. Although we are 
grateful to the right hon. Gentleman 
for what he has done with regard to 
the Patent Laws, yet we shall not 
be satisfied until he still further reduces 
them so as to give inventors in this 
country the same advantages as are 
enjoyed by those living in the United 
States of America. This country 
depends upon trade, and trade in these 
days depends upon inventions, and 
therefore nothing in the shape of fees 
should be put in the way of inventors. 
I trust the right hon. Gentleman, if he 
remains in office, will see his way to do 
something more than he has y 
done in this direction. 

Dr. TANNER: I have a word or 
two to say with regard to the electrical 
adviser to the Board of Trade, who I 
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find is drawing £658 a year in addition 
to his regimental pay of more than £200. 
It appears to me an extraordinary thing 
that an ex-army man should have been 
selected for a position of this sort. 
The same kind of thing goes on in Ire- 
land. If you want a Resident Magis- 
trate or a Removable Magistrate you get 
some pensioner. I should like the 
right hon. Gentleman to say how it is 
that a man is chosen from among 
retired officers for the position of 
electrical adviser to the Board of Trade 
when there are so many professional 
electricians who would be competent 
to fulfil the duties. Most of these 
things are ‘‘ jobs,” and it is for that 
reason I raise this question. I should 
like to know who this gentleman is, 
what his qualifications are, and how it 
comes to pass he has been chosen for 
the position in preference to a prac- 
tical electrician ? 


*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
If the hon. Member for Cork (Dr. 
Tanner) knew anything about the mat- 
ter, he would be aware that the name 
of the gentleman to whom he has 
referred carries confidence with all who 
are engaged in electrical affairs. He 
is an electrician of great ability and 
practical experience, and if the Board 
of Trade had searched the whole of 
Her Majesty's Possessions they could 
aot have found an abler man. He 
was appointed before I went to the 
Board of Trade, but I am bound to say, 
from my experience of the matter, that 
his salary is below his merits. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentlemah a question in respect toa 
matter that I have previously brought 
to his notice, and that is the appoint- 
ment of boys to dangerous duties on 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company. The attention of the House 
was called to this matter in con- 
nection with the death of a boy who 
had not reached his 15th birthday. I 
had at that time specific information 
in my possession from railway servants 
that the employment of boys in duties 
of thekind referred to was frequent, and 
I should like to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman received any further informa- 
tion from the Railway Company or any 

Dr. Tanner 


{COMMONS} 
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remonstrance was addressed by the 
Board of Trade. 
*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 


I cannot charge my memory entirely 


with the case, but to the best of my 


recollection the answer which the Rail- 
| way Company sent about this particular 
‘matter in regard to which the hon, 
Member asked a question was entirely 


satisfactory. Iam sorry I cannot sa 
any more, but the hon. Member di 


not give me notice that he intended to 


bring the matter forward. 
Vote agreed to. 


39. £9, to complete the sum for the 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board 
of Trade. 


40. £40,710, to complete the sum for 
the Board of Agriculture. 


Dr. TANNER: Have any steps 
been taken with respect to the provision 
of a remedy for sheep scab? I know 
the vight hon. Gentleman has nothi 
to do with Ireland, but in Cork an 
Tyrone this disease has been very bad; 
and I should be glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman could tell us whether he 
has made any inquiry to find out what 
is the recipe which proved so successful 
in Australia and New Zealand. 

THe PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Cuapui, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The hon. 
Member approached me the other day 
on this subject, and I have since been 
in communication with the proper 
authorities. What I gather from them 
is that they are not aware what is the 
specific remedy in Australia, and we 
have not yet been able to ascertain. 
But it may be taken for granted that a 
careful application of the treatment, 
whatever it may be—and there are 
various recipes for this particular 
purpose—is more effective than the use 
of a specific recipe. We have a number 
of recipes at the Office, but I cannot 
charge my memory with them at this 
moment ; but if the hon. Member 
desires further information I shall be 
glad to place all we have at his dis- 


Mr. MORTON : Some time ago the 
right hon. Gentleman promised some 
particulars with regard to the fees 
charged for information in regard to 
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tithes and also with respect to the 
tithe plans. Has he got that informa- 
tion? Further, under Sub-head H., I 
gee an item for rent of stalls for market 
—_ &e., £420. The late Mr. Joseph 

ume discovered that ‘et ce#tera” meant 
sherry and biscuits, and I think this is 
a loose way for the Government to 
present the Accounts. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : In reply to the first 
ore I have given instructions that 

e question of fees should be recon- 
sidered, and, if possible, a new scale of 
fees drawn up and submitted to me for 
my consideration and decision. But we 
have had this misfortune at the Board 
of Agriculture, that a gentleman who 
has recently been appointed in that 
Department, and who would have done 
this work, has been taken ill, and it is 
only a very short time since he has 
been able to resumehis duties. I have 
therefore not yet had an opportunity 
of considering that scale of fees which 
I desired should be submitted to me, 
but the preparation is not likely to 
occupy much time. With respect to 
the other item mentioned, I may say 
that the item has only just been trans- 
ferred to my Department from the 
Board of Trade, and the only informa- 
tion I can give is that it is precisely in 
the same form as it has appeared for 
a number of years. However, I will 
inquire into the matter, and shall be 
able to make a statement on the report 
stage. 
Mr. MORTON: I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will take care that the 
“et cetera’ does not mean sherry and 
biscuits. 


Vote agreed to. 


41. £24,485, to complete the sum 
for the Charity Commission. 

Mr. MORTON : I should like to ask 
whether this is the last grant which is 
tobe made to the City of London 
Charities. This is about £50,000 that 
has already gone for this purpose. I 
believe money is to be paid back out of 
the funds devoted to certain charities, 
and though I do not object to a better 
application of money than is possible 
under the old trusts, I must say that 
the remedy in this case is worse than 
the disease. It seems to me that by 


{9 Jung, 1892} 
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far too large a proportion of this money 
is being spent on management and in 
yments to officials, and I can only 
ope that this is a final vote. Then 
with respect to local inquiries,I am 
told that the Charity Commission has 
not power to interfere. Would it not be 
well for the Government to give the 
power? 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The expenses 
of the London Charities are in the first 
place defrayed by moneys voted by 
Parliament, and in accordance with the 
City of London Parochial Charities 
Act of 1883 they are ultimately repaid 
to the Treasury out of the Charity 
Funds. That is the reason the Vote 
appears in the Estimates, but there is 
no charge on the taxpayers in conse- 
quence. The powers of the Commis- 
sioners under this Act will only run 
till the 30th September in the ggg 
year ; therefore, there will no 
further expenditure, and this sum will 
not again appear in the Estimates. 
With respect to the suggestion to give 
extended powers to the Commissioners, 
there is no chance that Her Majesty's 
Government will be abie to propose 
any legislation in the present Session 
of Parliament. 


Mr. MORTON: I complain that 
this money is being taken from the 


charities. This money was left by 
pious people for a specific purpose, and 
they certainly did not intend that it 


should be wasted in paying officials. 
There is another matter that I might 
mention. Many of the endowed school 
trusts have been terribly hit by that 
piece of business of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in reducing Consols 
from 3 per cent. to 2 per cent., and 
when they have wished to get better 
interest for their money than 2} per 
cent., they have been met by the Charity 
Commissioners with a refusal to sanc- 
tion the investment. I think the Com- 
missioners might be more liberal in this 
way. 
Vote agreed to. 


42. £26,324, to complete the sum for 
the Civil Service Commission. 


43. £37,249, to complete the sum 
for the Exchequer and Audit Depart- 
ment. 
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Mr. MORTON : I do not see where 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
gets his ss from. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
It is charged to the Consolidated Fund. 

Mr. MORTON: I do not wish to 
say one word about the accounts ; they 
are admirably prepared, and are most 
useful to Members of Parliament. 


Vote agreed to. 


44. £4,743, to complete the sum for 
Friendly Societies’ Registry. 


45. £107,049, to complete the sum for 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. MORTON: I should like to 
call attention to the length of time it 
takes to get a reply from this Depart- 
ment in respect to applications for Free 
Libraries and other matters. I have 
not the letters with me now, but a 
complaint was made that in one matter 
it took between two and three months 
to get an answer from the Board to get 
their consent to take a building for a 
short time for the purpose of a Free 
Library. I know the right hon. Gentle- 
man has nothing to do with ordering 
an inquiry, and I think many of those 
inquiries are unnecessary ; but I think 
we might get a reply in less than three 
months. I do not know whether the 
Department is under-staffed. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Ritcutie, Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) : 
No doubt there is a time of the year 
when the pressure upon the Local Go- 
vernment Board with regard to these 
matters, especially matters of inquiry, is 
much greater than at other times, and 
unquestionably there are delays ai 
particular times which are to me a 
matter of regret, but which are at the 
same time inevitable. It would be im- 
possible so to over-staff the Local 
Government Board with Inspectors as 
to be able during the busiest part of the 

to take up these matters with the 
rapidity that Town Councils and Local 
Authorities desire, and I can quite 
understand that sometimes there has 
been undue delay in replying to their 
inquiries and applications. But I 
assure the hon. Gentleman and the 
Committee that these matters are taken 
up with as great rapidity as possible. 


{COMMONS} 
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If we had a number of inspectors 
no doubt we should be able to deal 
more rapidly with these applications 
than we do now, but that would very 
largely increase the cost of the Depart- 
ment, and lead to complaints on the 
of the taxpayers. e hon. Mem- 
seems to think that some of these 
inquiries could be dispensed with. That 
may be so, but these inquiries 
are held in the interests of the rate- 
payers. If I had been aware that the 
hon. Member intended to bring for- 
ward the particular matter tc which he 
has referred, I would have prepared 
myself; but, according to my recollec- 
tion, it was in the month of March, 
1891, that the Town Council of Peter- 
borough resolved that they would hire 
a building, and it was not until Septem- 
ber in the same year that applica- 
tion was made for sanction to the 
Local Government Board. Even then 
we had to make further inquiries, 
because the particulars supplied were 
not sufficient to enable us to give the 
definite sanction, and it was not until 
the end of the year, December, that we 
obtained the particulars that it was 
necessary for us to have before we 
could direct the inquiry. Therefore, I 
think the Committee will see that the 
fault of the delay did not rest altogether 
with the Local Government Board. 


Vote agreed to. 


46. £8,981, to complete the sum for 
the Lunacy Commission, England. 


47. £25,000, to complete the sum for 
the Mercantile Marine Fund (Grant in 
Aid). 

48. £34, to complete the sum for the 
Mint, including Coinage. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN: We 
should like to know something about 
the new coinage. 

Sm JOHN GORST: That question 
should be addressed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. Questions have been 
addressed to him very recently, and he 
has given very full answers. I have 
nothing to add to what he has said. 


Vote agreed to. 


49. £9,641, tocomplete the sum for 
the National Debt Office. 
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50. £13,953, to complete the sum 
for the Record Office. 


51. £6,827, to complete the sum for 
the Public Works Loan Commission. 


52. £41,049, to complete the sum 
for the Registrar General’s Office, 


England. 


53. £350,846, to complete the sum 
for Stationery and Printing. 


Mr. MORTON: I see that a sum 
of £100 is included for supplying 
Parliamentary papers to a 
Libraries. I should like to know 
what papers are sent and how the 
papers are distributed, and whether 
it would be possible to let the Libraries 
have copies of the Statutes passed 


every year. 

*Sirr JOHN GORST: I think every 
encouragement should be given by 
Parliament to the people to study the 
papers which are issued, and the 
suggestion of the hon. Member shall 
receive every attention. At the same 
time, I question whether the public 
would find much to interest them in 
the Statutes to which the hon Gentle- 
man has referred, and I think the £100 
is spent in sending to the Libraries a 
more interesting kind of document 
than the Statutes. 

Mr. MORTON : How is the money 
expended ? 

*Sm JOHN GORST: If the hon. 
Member will put down a question I will 
tell him exactly what papers are sent 
out. 


Vote agreed to. 
54. £15,914, to complete the sum 


for the Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues, &c., Office. 


55. £37,051, to complete the sum for 
the Works and Public Buildings Office. 
Mr. MORTON : I wished toask the 
First Commissioner, if he had been in 
his place, one or two questions. One 
was with regard to Holyrood Palace. 
Taz CHAIRMAN: That comes 
under Class I. The occasion for raising 
that has passed. This Vote only refers 
to the organisation of the Office. 
Mr. MORTON: I wished to ask a 
uestion with regard to a statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman which was 


{9 June, 1899} 
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not quite in accordance with my infor- 
mation. I also wished to ask a ques- 
tion with regard to a reply he gave me 
as to the water in Traf uare. I 
will defer my question till Report or 
some other occasion. 


Vote agreed to. 


56. £16,000, to complete the sum for 
Secret Service. : 


57. £7,206, to complete the sum for 
the Secretary for Scotland’s Office. 


Mr. MORTON: I wish to ask a 
question with rd to a vaccination 
case which came before the magistrates. 
at Ayr on Jan. 12. A man was only 
fined one shilling, but the expenses 
were £1 19s. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman said the expenses were legal 
charges. I have a copy of the bill of 
costs, and perhaps the hon. and learned 
Gentleman had not this paper before 
him when he answered the question I 
put to him. There are seven items, 
and I want some information about the 
second and third—copy of plaint, 3s. ; 
copy of service, 3s. I am informed 
that these are overcharges. If the hon. 
and learned Gentleman cannot say now 
whether that is so or not I will defer 
the question. The matter isone which 
requires the consideration of the law 
officers of Scotland. 


*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 

Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities) : This is not the first time 
this question has been raised. I do 
not carry all the particulars in my 
mind, but my recollection is that I had 
the bill before me when I answered 
the question, and that I went through 
the items and was satisfied that the: 
charges were coirectly made under 
Schedule A of the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion (Scotland) Act. The item which 
appeared to me doubtful was a charge 
by the Inspector; but I understand 
that this item was wrongly put down 
as fees, and that it was really out- 
of-pocket expenses. However, if the 
hon. Member will put down a question 
I will give him the information he 
desires. 


Mr. MORTON : I shall take an op- 
portunity of putting a question down. 


Vote agreed to. 
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58. £15,318, to complete the sum for 
the Fishery Board, Scotland. 


59. £3,856, to complete the sum for 
the Lunacy Commission, Scotland. 


60. £5,566, to complete the sum for 
a Registrar General’s Office, Scot- 
and. 


61. £6,117, to complete the sum for 
the Board of Supervision, for Relief of 
the Poor, and for Public Health. 


Crass III. 
62. £42,358, to complete the sum for 
Law Charges. 


63. £24,942, to compiete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses. 


64. £200,702, to complete the sum 
for Supreme Court of Judicature. 


65. £4,510, to complete the sum for 
the Land Registry. 


66. £31,029, to complete the sum for 
the County Courts. 


67. £3,185, to complete the sum for 
the Police Courts, London and Sheer- 
ness. 


68. £37,566, to complete the sum for 
Police (England and Wales). 


69. £455,432, to complete the sum 
for Prisons, England and the Colonies. 


70. £129,865, to complete the sum 
for Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
Great Britain. 


71. £24,013, to complete the sum for 
the Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum. 


72. £62,742, to complete the sum for 
a4 Charges and Courts of Law, Scot- 


73. £25,302, to complete the sum for 
the Register House, Edinburgh. 


74. £5,935, to complete the sum for 
the Crofters’ Commission. 


Mr. MORTON : I should like to ask 
how this Commission is getting on, 
and when it is likely to finish its 
labours. It appears to me to be high 
time that ali the crofters had been dealt 
with, so far as Parliament intended— 
namely, with respect to the enlarge- 
ment of their holdings and the reduc- 
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tion of rent. I should like to impress on 
the Comroission, through the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, the necessity of a 
further reduction of rent. Two shillings 
an acre is too much. I have taken the 
opportunity of going over many of the 
crofts, and they seem certainly not 
worth more than a shilling an acre. I | 
was pleased to notice that the crofts 
were kept in much better condition 
than was to be expected. 

*Sm C. J. PEARSON : I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that the Crofters 
Commission are getting through their 
work with all the rapidity they can. 
One of the reasons why arrears must 
sometimes accrue is that the Commis- 
sioners have to personally visit outlying 
districts to engage in the work of valua- 
tion and to hear evidence. I am not in 
@ position to give the hon. Gentleman 
all the information he desires, but no 
doubt he will find most of it ready te 
hand in the Reports of the Commission. 
In one Department, that dealing with 
the increase of the size of holdings, 
there is not so much to show for the 
work of the Commission as in the two 
other departments—those dealing with 
the reduction of rent and the working 
off of arrears. In those two latter 
departments the Commission have 
done good and useful work. With re- 
gard to the enlargement of the holdings 
I fear that in many cases the position 
of the crofters is such that they cannot 
afford to fulfil the conditions which are 
necessary before an enlargement can be 
made. I do not think the hon. Mem- 
ber made any objection to any par- 
ticular items of the work of the 
Commission, the Vote for which shows 
a decrease on that of last year. 

Mr. EDWARD HOLDEN: When 
we consider that in any future war we 
must depend a great deal for our forces 
on the classes of Scotch crofters and Irish 
peasantry, I trust the Commision will 
do everything to foster the class of 
crofters,and not to drive them away 
from their holdings. 

T ON: 


Mr. MOR Ihave 
seen the reports to which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman _re- 


ferred, and have also visited the 
crofts. I want the Commission to get 
on a little faster, to reduce the 
rents and to enlarge the holdings. I 
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am glad to know that a very large 
amount of arrears have been wiped off. 
The justice of the complaints made by 
the srofters on the point is proved b 
the fact that the Commission shoul 
have wiped off from five to eight per 
cent. of the arrears. I hope a happier 
time is coming for these poor crofiers, 
when, instead of driving them to the 
sea or to foreign countries, we shall 

ive them an opportunity of living 

Se onlly and respectably in their own 
country, and shall use the land for the 
benefit of the country and the people 
instead of keeping it for sheep, deer, 
and sport. 

*Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): I do not propose to 
go into the question of the policy of 
the Commission, but I desire to say a 
few words about its administration. I 


have received many complaints of the! 


way the Commission appoints _ its 
assessors; it has limited itself to the 
appointment of people who have been 
historically oppo to the crofters, 
and thereis noexcusefor that. There are 
amongst the crofters many men as 
intelligent as any of the assessors; 
and that was not denied by the 
predecessor of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and I do not suppose he 


will deny it. We do not ask that the: 


assessors should be entirely appointed 
from the crofters, but that, at any rate, 
some of them should be. I fully admit 
that the Lord Advocate has no power 
of interfering with the Commission, 
but I think we are perfectly justi- 
fied in bringing this question before 
the House as a matter of admini- 
stration which requires reforming. 
I regret to be obliged to make these 
remarks about the Crofters Commis- 
sioners ; but in my opinion, until it is 
shown that there is some connection 
between the evidence led and the 
judgments delivered, there will be no 
satisfaction given in this matter. The 
Judges of the land do not think it 
beneath their dignity to give the 
reasons for the judgments at which 
they arrive. Why then should the 
Crofters Commissioners persist in 
giving no reason to show there is a 


connection between the evidence led 
I think I 
would not be justified in allowing this: 


and the rent fixed? 
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Vote to be taken without expressing 
the opinion that there is great discon- 
tent among my own constituency and 
the people of the Highlands as to the 
manner in which the rents are fixed, 
and because the Commissioners, not- 
withstanding the representations made 
on the subject, have chosen their 
assessors from one class of the com- 
munity, which is known to be utterly 
opposed to the crofters in every respect. 


Vote agreed to. 


75. £62,648, to complete the sum for 
Prisons, Scotland. 

(11.1.) Mr. WALLACE (Edin- 
burgh, E.): I wish to say one word 
upon the Prisons Vote for Scotland in 
connection with the inequality of the 
salaries of the officials in the English 
and Scotch prisons. There is a very 
great inequality of the salaries between 
the officials in English and Scotch 
prisons, and for no reason that I can 
see, except the general reason of 
the contempt of the English for 
Scotchmen. The duties performed by 
Scotch prison officials are identically 
the same, but the salaries are extremely 
unequal. I shall not go into details, 
but I challenge the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say that [I am in error 
when I affirm that either the Scotch 
officials are very much underpaid 
or the English officials are very 
much overpaid for performing the 
same work. I think this is par- 
ticularly avating in the case 
of prison officialism. I donot see why 
prison duties in Scotland should be so 
much under-valued as they are. I 
rather think it should be the other way. 
I have considerable—I will not sa 
connection but experience in scoundrel- 
ism :both in England and Scotland; 
and I venture to say that in the parti- 
cular claim for bad eminence the 
Scottish criminals occupy a higher 
position in their peculiar walk than 
that which is attained by the English 
criminals in the same direction, and in 
my opinion it requires a higher class of 
official to pay the requisite attentions 
to the prisoners. Perhaps I may be told 
corruptio optimi pessima, when I say 
that taking everything all round the 
Scottish ruffian is a person of a higher 
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class and occupies a more eminent 
position of baseness than the corre- 
spending representative of the Anglo- 

Saxon description ; but so far from the 
Scottish prison official being paid in an 
inferior way in comparison with his 
Anglican rival, I think if there is to be 
any inequality it ought to be the other 
way about. I know there is one 
argument which will probably be ysed 
by the Secretary to the Treasury, whose 
serious demeanour I observe in this 
matter. He is always serious, but 
sometimes he is more serious than 
usual ; and in this connection, as I now 
see him studying with great gravity the 
paper before him, I am aware that 
ene of the arguments he will probably 
use is that in Scotland we have 
greater facilities for obtaining suitable 
men in this connection, and that there- 
fore there is a larger market available 
for the selection of prison officials, and 
that therefore they can be obtained 
more cheaply in Scotland. Well, that 
possibly may be true ; but what I want 
to put is this; if that beso, why do not 
the English prison officials open their 
market to the Scottish supplies? If it 
be true that capable men for attendi 
to criminals are more abundant an 
more easily procured in Scot- 
land, why do not they advertise 
in Scotland for applications to be 
sent in for English employment? 
If it be true, as is alleged, that Scottish 
prison officials are paid less than 
English prison officials because the 
are more easily procurable, then I ak 
what sort of English economy is it 
that they do not apply in Scotland for 
applicants for such situations? If that 
argument has nothing in it, I say that 
the English administration of prisons 
is conducted in a most extravagant 
manner. 

*(11.11.) Sm JOHN GORST: This 
is a matter which has been already 
discussed once during the present 
Session, as wellas in previous years; 
and it is extremely creditable to the 
patriotism of a Seottish repre- 
sentative that this question should be 
raised again. But the real fact is that 
there is no intention whatever to inflict 
any slight on Scottish nationality. 
There are a great many Scotchmen 


employed in English prisons, and Irish- 
Mr. Wallace 


{COMMONS} 
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men too. It is not a question of the 
nationality of the officers employed ; it 
isa — of the locality of the prison 
in which the employment takes place. 
And I should say myself that the real 
cause of the low scale of salaries in the 
Scottish prisons is due to the action of 
the Scottish Local Authorities them- 
selves before the prisons were taken 
over by the Imperial Government, be- 
cause I find that as soon as the Scot- 
tish Prisons Act was passed in 1877 
there was a new scale of salaries for all 

rsons a in prisons imme- 

iately prescri by the Treasury; 
and on the whole, taking them all 
round, there was a rise of over 
ten per cent. on the salaries paid to 
officials in the Scottish prisons. The 
taxpayers are not disposed, I think, to 
allow an increase in salaries to take 
ony at too rapid a rate; and I think the 

on. Member who has just sat down will 
admit that an increase of ten per cent. 
all round was a very substantial in- 
crease on the salaries which the Local 
Authorities thought adequate for the 
payment of those officers. There is no 
allegation that the officials in the 
Scottish prisons are in any way inferior 
to those in the prisons in London, or 
Manchester, or Liverpool, or in any 
other large town. Any suggestion that 
may be made to the Government with 
regard to the payment of salaries will 
receive attention ; but so far as I can 
see no complaints of this kind have 
been made. If it can be shown that 
there is any prison in which the service 
is inadequate, and which is improperly 
conducted, by reason of the low scale 
of which is given, no doubt it 
wo abe a good ground for the Treasury 
to increase the scale of salaries in that 
particular locality. 

(11.14.) Mr. WALLACE: I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman has 
quite taken the point. What I wish to 
say is, if the Scottish prison officials 
are sufficiently paid for performing the 
same duties, 1 want to know upon what 
— of economy the fact can be 

efended that the English prison 
officials, who perform the same duties, 
are paid more highly? It is not simply 
a Scotch question. I am not merely a 
Scotch Member, but I am a Member of 
the Parliament of Great Britain, and 
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I speak from an English point of view. 
Granting all that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has said, if the Scottish prison 
officials are properly paid, then the 
— prison officials are too highly 
paid, and I want to know on what 
grounds he defends English extrava- 


ce. 
e(11.16.) Sm JOHN GORST: The 
salaries of the ae prison officials 
must be raised on the English Prisons 
Vote. Ifthe hon. Member thinks they 
are too high, and attacks the English 
Prisons Vote, I have no doubt that my 
right hon. Friend the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department will 
show adequate reasons for the scale of 
y of English prison officers. I ought, 
dkolug to have mentioned that so 
much impressed were the Government 
with the views of the hon. Member for 
Caithness (Dr. Clark) on this point 
that a Committee has been appointed 
to consider the scale of pay of Scottish 
prison officers. If the result should be 
that the Committee report that the 
scale is inadequate, no doubt it will be 


increased. 

(11.17.) Mz. WALLACE: Lamglad 
to have ed that information from 
the right hon. Gentleman, and if he 
thinks the technical escape that he has 
made is sufficient for his defence I 
have no objection to his enjoyment of 
that position. 

areas Mr. MORTON : I am satis- 
fied that this is more an English than 
a Scottish question, and what I want 
to do is to reduce the English and 
Irish salaries to the Scottish level. The 
Scottish Estimates are more economi- 
cally m: allround. Although the 
Lord Advocate is quite as good a man as 
the Attorney General he does not get 
one half or one fourth of the Attorney 
General’s salary. If you would allow 
the Scottish ple to man your 
business a little more you would save a 
great deal of money. The remedy for 
the hon. Member for Edinburgh (Mr. 
Wallace) to adopt is Scottish Home 
Rule—to allow the Scotch to manage 
their business for themselves—and I 
believe he will then find that the 
Scottish ple would not consent to 
increase the salary either of she Lord 
Advocate or anybody else. 


(11.19.) Vote agreed to. 


{9 Jung, 1892} 
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Crass IV. 
76. Motion made, and Question pro- 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
— on the 3lst day of March, 1893, 
‘or Public 


ucation in ee oe 
includi of the Education Office in 
- lene 


(11.20.) Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, 
&ec.): I think this is in ordinary 
years one of the most important and 
interesting of the Votes taken in 
the House of Commons, and I em 
sorry that it has been put without any 
explanation by the Minister for Educa- 
tion. Last year a change was effected 
by which a grant of ten shillings per 
child in average attendance was given, 
and it would be exceedingly interesting 
to have on this occasion, from the Vice- 
President of the Council, a short state- 
ment as to the result of this change 
upon education in England, because 
few subjects attract more attention 
among the electorate generally than 
the way in which this large sum, 
amounting to six millions sterling, is 
applied, and the useful work that it 
accomplishes in the country at large. 

*(11.21.) Tae VICE PRESIDENT 
or THE COUNCIL (Sir W. Harr 
Dyke, Kent, Dartford): The hon. 
Member is quite right in his remark 
that it is usual that the Minister in 
charge of this Vote should make a 
statement upon it. I have not thought 
it right to do so for reasons which will 
be obvious to the Committee. The 
hon. Member asked for information 
with meee to the Act passed last 
year. e have not yet very full 
information with regard to the work- 
ing of the Act, but I may assure the 
Committee that, so far as the effect 
has been ascertained by the Depart- 
ment, there is not only nothing to 
complain of—and no complaints ) Fa 
come from any part of the country— 
but we have two points to the ; 
The first operation of the Act has 
to increase the attendance of children 
at school. There are exceptions, of 
course, but in most districts an 
increased attendance has resulted from 
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the passing of the Act. We have also 
this point to the good—-we have been 
able to encourage thrift among the 
very youngest of the population. We 
have issued from the Department a 
Memorandum giving information in 
that direction, and the scheme has 
been very largely taken up in our 
elementary schools. In many cases I 
am glad to say the children are now 
putting the amount of their school fees 
into the savings banks. We have 
therefore, at all events, a great encour- 
ye erage with regard to the working 

the Act. I should like to have gone 
into a long disquisition on this Vote 
to-night.. I am in the hands of the 
Committee in the matter; but I do not 
like to disturb the equable course of 
the Estimates. What I should pro- 
pose to do is this—if there be no oppor- 
tunity upon Report, I shall publish as 
a Parliamentary Paper an elaborate 
tabular statement with regard to the 
progress of education during the past 
year ; and I think it would be better 
to do that than to break in on the 
course of the Estimates. 


' (11.25.) Mr. H. H. FOWLER: I 
think a great deal may be said in favour 
of the course jndicated by the right hon. 
Baronet. No doubt this Vote has been 
reached much earlier than was antici- 
pated, and a good many Members who 
are specially interested in the education 
question are not in the House at the 

nt moment. Under these cir- 
cumstances I would suggest to the 
right hon. Baronet that he might make 
his statement on a future occasion. He 
might with the approval of the Leader 
of the House make his statement on 
one of the stages of the Appropriation 
Bill, as has been done on occasions 
when the circumstances were similar. 
At all events, it would be very undesir- 
able to embark upon a very abbreviated 
discussion to-night. 


(11.26.) Mr. SINCLAIR: I am per- 
fectly satisfied, and have quite achieved: 
the object I had in view, with the obser- 
vations of the right hon. Baronet. He 
has referred to two points of very great 
interest, but there is another of equal 
importance to which he has not alluded 
at all and on which a few words would 
be very welcome. We should like to 


Sir W. Hart Dyke 


{COMMONS} 
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know what has been the effect of — 
measure of last year upon the 

of the attendance of the children ‘hem 
names are on the roll. Has free 
education had the effect of in i 
the regularity of attendance, or has it 
had the effect which it was supposed 
in some years it would have—especially 
among the children belonging to the 
very poorest classes—of diminishing the 
attendances at school, on the ground 
that there are certain people who do 
not think so much of that which t 
receive for nothing as of that for whi 
they have to pay? 


*(11.29.) Sm W. HART DYRE: It 
is very difficult to answer that question 
at the present stage with the informa.» 


tion we have now in our possession, but. 


that information shows that, with 
regard to the regularity of the attend- 
ance of the children, we have still 
something to complain of. It may be 
necessary, perhaps, to enforce attend- 
ance by some more stringent methods 
than those we are now able to adopt, 
especially in those cases where as in- 
dicated by the hon. Member, parents 
may think that what they get for 
nothing is not worth having. But I may 
assure the Committee that from the 
information I have received in travelling 
about the country and otherwise, the 
result of the Act of last year has been 
to actually increase the regularity of 
the attendance. 


(11.30.) Dr. TANNER: I wish to 
know whether it is really a fact that 
compulsion has not been successful, 
and whether the right hon. Gentleman 
is not satisfied with the present state 
of affairs with r to school attend- 
ance in England. The right hon. 
Gentleman asks for over three million 
pounds, and instead of making a speech 
with regard to it he says he will pre- 
sent a statement to the House later on. 
Now, is that a satisfactory way of deal- 
ing with the voting of several millions 
of money? Too often have I seen 
responsible Ministers get up at a late 
hour of the night and tell us that it is 
too much trouble to make statements, 
although they are jolly well paid for 
doing so. Why does not the hon. 
Member for Falkirk (Mr. Sinclair), who 
raised the question, stick to his guns, 
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and force a statement from the right 
hon. Gentleman? Why is there all this 
shilly-shallying, which would disgust 
the heart of any honest man. If we 
have come here to do business, let us 
do it. English and Scotch Members 
should remember that their constituents 
will ask them what they are doing with 
this money. Instead of the minute and 
a haif-stateinent from the right hon. 
Gentleman we should have had the 
whole position of affairs explained in a 
business-like way to the country, so 
that the people might know how the 
money was to be used. The right hon. 
Gentleman wishes to put the statement 
on paper, so that there should be no 
lapsus lingue; but he has had to 
sdmit that compulsion in England has 

ved unsatisfactory, and that he will 
aave to ask for more stringent powers 
to compel children to attend school. 


(11.34.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 
(Glamorgan, Mid): I should like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman what the 
Governnient intend to do with respect 
to allowing public meetings to be held 
in elementary schools. Is the Bill now 
before the House to be dropped or to 
be proceeded with, if not in its present 
form, at least in some form or other ? 


(11.36.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman replies to the question put 
by my hon. Friend, I would like to say 
that the remarks made by the hon. 
Member for Cork (Dr. Tanner) on the 
_— of compulsion in regard to 

e education must not be taken as 
representing the views of English 
Members. Many of us may feel that 
it has not done all that it was expected 
to do, and that more yet may be done ; 
but it should be remembered that there 
have been difficulties to overcome, and 
that the Free Education Act has done 
a great deal of good in England. I 
believe that the more rigidly the com- 
pulsory clauses are enforced the more 
satisfactory will be the results. 


(11.38.) Mr. MORTON: When the 
Act was last year it was certainly 
hoped that the adoption of further 
compulsory powers would be unneces- 
sary. I am sorry to hear that more 
stringent measures are required in order 
to get the children to school. 

OL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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*(11.40.) Sm W. HART DYKE: The 
hon. Member is mistaken. I am only 
asking the Committee to pass this sum 
of money. As to the results of the 
Free Education Act, I say they are 
hopeful. At the same time, notwith- 
standing the large sum of money that 
has been spent in carrving out the 
Act, it will not do to expect too much 
from it alone. What we wish to see 
is that the taxpayers get their money's 
worth. 


(11.42.) Mr. MORTON : I am glad 
to get that explanation, I agree that 
compulsion is necessary, especially in 
order to get what are called the gutter 
children into the schools. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will make cleer 
in his printed statement how many 
schools have been made entirely free by 
the Free Education Act. I find in 
the accounts an item of £800 for an 
architect to the Education Department. 
Does that refer to the same gentleman 
who recently acted for the London 
School Board? I have been asked to 
call attention to this matter. It is 
further stated in the foot-note that this 
gentleman is likewise architect for 
Scotland ; but so little value is attached 
to him there that he is given no salary. 
It is strange that the Scotch Members 
cannot find an architect of their own. 


*(11.43.) Mr. ANGUS SUTHER- 
LAND: I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman for some information with 
reference to the regulations as to the 
teaching of physiography in the rural 
districts of Scotland. A great number 
of people call for the revision of these 
regulations. It is absurd to suppose 
that gentlemen holding degrees from 
Aberdeen University are not capable 
of teaching the elementary stage of 
physiography. 

*(11.44.) Sm RICHARD TEMPLE: 
I must express my surprise that this 
great and important branch of national 
expenditure should have been brought 
forward without any preliminary state- 
ment. Six years ago such a statement 
was made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Leeds (Sir Lyon 
Playfair), who then occupied the 
position now filled so admirably 





by my right hon. Friend the present 
Vice President of the Council. 
2C 
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Mr. H. H. FOWLER: On the 
Appropriation Bill. 

*Sm RICHARD TEMPLE: It is 
essentially to the credit of the House 
of Commons that, before the Session 
closes, a full and proper state- 
ment should be made by the 
right hon. Gentleman on the question. 
The Report Stage of the Appropriation 
Bill or some other time may afford the 
opportunity. I can quite understand 
that nobody would expect such vast 
sums of money to be voted away as 
they have been thisevening, and I do not 
know what people outside will think of it. 
At all events, we have been sitting and 
allowing things to go on until we have 
now reached a Department, in connec- 
tion with which a statement has always 
been made. And I think the House 
and the country are entitled to a regular 
statement from the responsible Minister 
explaining the educational results of 
the year, and the reports of the several 
inspectors, and also containing some 
reference to the Code—if any changes 
have been made, if any are intended, 
and, if so, how will they operate. Let 
me assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that people in the villages, as well as 
in the. towns, regard with exceptional 
interest all these matters; and I 
earnestly hope that some proper 
opportunity will be taken to make 
the usual statement. In reference 
to what fell from the hon. Mem- 
ber for Falkirk (Mr. Sinclair), 
I think I may fairly say that the 
general impression is that the measure 
of free education has tended to 
improve the attendance ; but, neverthe- 
less, attendances remain very unsatis- 
factory in the interior of the country as 
compared with the + towns, and I 
hope that warning will be taken in this 
matter, because if it should happen that 
attendance under the voluntary system 
is not secured so regularly as under the 
School Board system, there will be an 
po ape in favour of the latter. I am 

id, at all events, that one effect in 
the metropolitan area of freeing schools 
is to further endanger the voluntary 
schools ; and the opinion of many metro- 
politan managers.is that before long 
we shall have to take charge of many 
of the voluntary schools, to the great 
augmentation of the rates. I am very 
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fallen from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice President of the Council (Sir W. 
Hart Dyke) in reference to the Savings 
Banks. So far the result has been very 
satisfactory, and I believe with my colle- 
agues that we shall before long see q 
large development of the Savings Bank 
system, in connection with our educa. 
tional institutions, which will greatly 
conduce to the foundation from child- 
hood of thrift in the minds of the 
people. An expression fell from the 
hon. Member for Peterborough, with 
regard to which I must express my 
surprise. The hon. Member spoke of 
“‘ gutter children,”’ an expression which 
never now comes from the lips of an 
educationist. It is not considered a 
proper expression to use with reference 
to those children who are unfortu- 
nately situated, and who ought there- 
fore to’ be the first object of our care. 
With reference to the architect of 
whom inquiry has been made, I may 
say he was employed in connection 
with the School Board of London; but 
his services were transferred to the 
Education Department. I should 
like to point out to my right hon. 
Friend that School Board people 
regard with much anxiety the new 
Bill with respect to Industrial Schools. 
We consider these schoois part of our 
work. In connection with them most 
useful and benevolent operations are 
successfully carried on, and we should 
be sorry to see them transferred. We 
have been enabled to do much good to 
these poor children to whom the hon. 
Member for Peterborough applied a 
term not properly applicable. 

Mr. MORTON: I should like to say 
to the hon. Baronet that I did not use 
the term of which he complains in an 
offensive sense. It is a technical 
term which has been used for some 
a. The complaint shows, I think, 

ow careful we can be of the working- 
men’s votes when we are near the 
General Election. It is notorious that 
the London School Board neglected for 
years that class of children ; it was said 
that they were not clean enough. I 
am sorry to learn from the hon. 
Baronet that the architect referred to 
is the gentleman who was in the 
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service of the School Board, because 
in my Opinion he is responsible for 
the costly defects in London school 
buildings. I do not see how a man of 
that sort can be good erough for 
the Education Department if he 
was not enough for the School 

am glad to note that the 
Vote is so largely mcreased, although 
we are still considerably behind the 
United States, and I trust that the 
time is not far distant when, instead of 
wasting money on war and other 
matters, we shall devote a still larger 
sum to the free education of the child- 
ren of this country. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rusheliffe): I wish to sunport the 
appeal made by the hon. Baronet for a 
fuller statement. The statements that 
attendance had improved and that 
thrift had been furthered were not sup- 
ported by figures, and scepigeeail 
they were not of great value. I hope, 
when the statement is made, it will in- 
clude a complete percentage of attend- 
ances under the Act passed last year, 

d also full statistics in respect to the 

vings Banks. 

m W. HART DYKE: I hope the 
mmittee will appreciate the extreme 
difficulty of my position to-night, and I 
venture to urge that no hon. Member 
suffers more from the procedure than 
myself. I have been most anxious— 
and nothing would better suit the 
supporters of the Government—to give 
to the House a full, detailed statement 
as to our six years’ work; and I hope 
there will yet be time to do so, instead 
of falli ack upon the expedient of 
& prin statement. I shall be glad 
to give the detailed information asked 
for from my place in Parliament before 
the Session ends ; and with reference to 
& — asked regarding a Bill now 
before the House as to the exemption 
of schools from rating, I presume that 
it will be embraced in the First Lord’s 
statement on Monday next with refer- 
ence to the course of Public Business. 
Then the hon. Member for Peter- 
borough (Mr. Morton) asked a question 
with reference to the Architect to the 
Education Department. That gentle- 
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man is still retained by the Dpetees 
as Consulting Architect, and we find 
hima competent adviser. The hon. 


Member for Sutherland (Mr. A. Suther- 
land) asked me a question in regard to 


‘the teaching of elementary Ey rd 


graphy in the rural districts 

land; and if the hon. Member will be 
good enough to allow me a day or two 
for inquiry, and submit a question to 
me, I ‘will endeavour to answer him. 
We are now under the shadow of a 
Dissolution; but I honestly believe, 
considering the progress we have made 
to-night, that f shall be able, after 
consultation with my right hon. Friend, 
to find an opportunity to make my 
statement. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: The right 
hon. Baronet has told us that the First 
Lord will make a statement with 
regard to the Bill in question, bat I 
should like to ask him if he is in a 
position to say what will be done to 
carry out the Resolution passed by the 
House if the Bill is not carried ? 


Sm W. HART DYKE: The Resolu- 
tion is embodied in the Bill, and I ask 
the House to pass the Bill in order to 
carry out the Resolution. 


Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (York, 
W.R., wv ogee When the right 
hon. Baronet makes his statement I 
hope he will include in it some ex- 
planation of the recent appointment 
of three Inspectors, which has been the 
subject of a good deal of observation 
in certain quarters. It has been 
suggested that there has been some- 
thing like change of policy, if not a 
breach of faith, in the appointment of 
these gentlemen, and that all of them 
are without experience. 


Sm W. HART DYKE: I shall be 
glad to allude to that matter. 


Dr. TANNER: I noticed that the 
First Lord of the Admiralty said that 
we were not near a Dissolution, but 
now we are told that the real object 
in passing the Vote is to get through 
the business, and have a Dissolution 
as soon as possible. I only waited for 
some such admission on the part of a 
responsible Member sitting on the 
Treasury Bench in order to assist to 
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the utmost of my power the passing] - 


of the Votes. I would suggest that 
the Government take them en bloc ; 
and if they decide to do so, they will 
receive my most loyal support. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


77. £400,054, to soueeene the sum 
for the Science and Art Department. 


78. £104,560, to complete the sum 
for the British Museum. 


79. £8,577, to complete the sum for 
the National Gallery. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I should like to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of these 
Estimates whether there is any chance 
of increased accommodation being pro- 
vided for pictures in the National 
Gallery? Owing to want of spaee the 
flow of benevolence is now checked, and 
the possibility of getting further works 
of art into the gallery is at an end. If 
the First Commissioner of Works were 
present I should have addressed to him 
a few words respecting this matter. I 
believe he holds there is plenty of room. 
I will ask the right hon. Gentleman 
who may be in charge if there is a 
probability of any extra accommodation 
being found for pictures which may 
reasonably be expected to be added-—— 


Taz CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member seems to have for- 
gotten that the question with which he 
is dealing comes under Class I. Vote, 
which has been already discussed. 


Vote agreed to. 
80. £1,228, to complete the sum for 
the National Portrait Gallery. 


81. £14,896, to complete the sum for 
Scientific Investigations, &c. 

82. £40,000, to complete the sum 
for Universities and Colleges, Great 
Britain. 

83. £183, to complete the sum for 
London University. 


84. £366,336, to complete the sum 
- for Public Education, Scotland. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark, 
Partick): Will the Lord Advocate say 
whether he is going to make any state- 
ment on this subject ? 

Dr. Tanner 


{COMMONS} 








Sim C. J. PEARSON: I have no 
doubt that an opportunity may be 
found to make a statement on this 
subject at a later stage of the business, 


Vote agreed to. 


85. £2,950, to complete the sum for 
the National Gallery, &c., Scotland. 

Resolutions to “be reported  to- 
morrow ; Committee to sit again to- 
morrow. 


TAXES (REGULATION OF 
REMUNERATION) BILL.—(No. 219.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 

On Motion of Sir Joun Gorst, the 
following Amendments were 
to :—Page 1, lines 9 and 10, leave out 
“ exceeding,” and insert ‘‘ less than” ; 
line 10, after ‘‘ poundage,”’ insert “ or 
which would have been payable to the 
clerk by way of poundage if he had 
been so paid”; line 13, leave out 
“ exceeding,” and insert ‘ less than ” ; 
line 18, leave out sub-section (3). 

Billreported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [Lords] 
(No. 361.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 


Dr. TANNER: We have no explana- 
tion of any of these measures, and I 
think we ought to have some explana- 
tion to save us the trouble of reporting 

ss. The Government have al- 

y got about eight millions of money 

to-night, and they are not satisfied, but 

want to pass fifteen Bills without any 
explanation. 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp WessteR, Isle of Wight): 
This Bill is merely for the purpose of 
putting into one Bill the Acts that have 
been passed with respect to marriages 
abroad. It includes the Act that was 
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Marriages 
passed last year. lt was felt that there 
should be a consolidated Act, putting 
all the legislation on this subject into 
one measure. The Bill has been most 
carefully drafted, and I have gone 
through it carefully myself. It intro- 
duces no new matter, and is merely for 
the purpose of consolidating all the Acts 
that have been passed on this subject. 


Dr. TANNER: I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will not insist on taking all 
the stages to-night, as he did on the 
last Bill. 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 2. 

Amendment proposed, to add the 
words ‘“‘ And whether he is or is not a 
minor.” —(The Attorney General.) 


Question proposed, “ That those 
words be added.” 


Dr. TANNER: If this is simply a 
consolidation Bill, why should it require 
amendment? If the Bill has been 
drafted under the special and ali- 
important supervision of the Attorney 
General, I am at a loss to know why 
he should now seek to amend it. The 
way we are now scrambling through 
legislation is not worthy the reputation 
of the House. 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
Schedule of one of the Acts which is 
being consolidated said that the mar- 
riage form should state whether either 
or which of the parties was or was not 
minor. The drafters did not notice this 
particular Schedule, and did not repeat 
the particular words. The words are 
not absolutely necessary, and the Bill 
would have been, practically speaking, 
complete without * wong But I thought 
it was better that the words should be 
clear as to the obligation to state the 
ages, and, therefore, I moved this 
Amendment. 

Dr. TANNER: The right - hon. 
Gentleman assured us a moment ago 
that he had gone through this Bill with 
great care and had given it his special 
sanction. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I said 
nothing of the kind. 
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Dr. TANNER: I speak in the re- 
collection of the House, and I <7 
my words. With respect to this 
there are no Amendments on the Paper, 
and the hon. Gentleman gets up and 

roposes Amendments as it suits his 
Sine or humour. I cannot quite 
understand the right hon. Gentleman's 
anxiety to insert these valuable words 
if the Bill would do just as well with- 
out them, and I think his conduct in 
respect of this Bill is extraordinary. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5. 

Amendment proposed, to insert the 
words “‘and shall inform the parties.” 
—(The Attorney General.) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be inserted.” 


Dr., TANNER: Here, again, I think 
we ought to have some explanation. 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
present Marriage Law provides that 
where the Secretary of State shall give 
directions as to a marriage being 
allowed to be solemnised the marriage 
officer shall obey the directions of the 
Secretary of State. It was suggested 
to me from the other side of the House 
that it was desirable that the parties 
should be informed of the decision of 
the Secretary of State, and that seemed 
so reasonable that I adopted it and 
have embodied it in this Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 6 to 8, inclusive, agreed to. 


Clause 19. 


Verbal Amendment proposed.—(The 
Attorney General.) 


Dr. TANNER: I want some ex- 
planation of this Amendment. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
first paragraph directs the officer to 
solemnise marriage or to allow it to be 
solemnised in his presence, and this is 
simply a correction in the proviso of 
the clause. 

Amendment agreed to. 
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_ Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 20 to 25, inclusive, agreed to. 
Clause 26. 
Amendment proposed, in page 10, 

line 20, after ‘“‘consul,” to add “or 


other marriage officer.” —(The Attorney 
General.) 


Dr. TANNER: I should like an 
explanation of this Amendment. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: In 
the repealed Acts marriages are 
allowed to be solemnised before a 
British Consul or other marriage officer. 
The Bill provides for the marriage 
before the Consul, but omits “ or other 
marriage officer.” The Amendment is 
to rectify that. 


‘Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 27 agreed to. 

Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR ,jBILL 
(No. 359.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 


Dr. TANNER: This is a measure 
ealculated to take away from the 
House certain privileges in connection 
with this Order, and we have had no 
explanation of the Bill. One or two 
of my hon. Friends who have just left 
the House asked me to try and get the 
Bill postponed in order that an 
explanation of it might be given. I 
therefore move to report Progress.* 


Motion made, and Question pro- 

sed, ‘‘That the Chairman do report 
Fee, and ask leave to sit again.” 
—-(Dr. Tanner.) 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I confess I did not know 
that there was any opposition to this 
Bill; but if the hon. Gentleman assures 
me that any large section of Members 
desires to discuss the Bill in Committee, 


{COMMONS} 








I will agree to his Motion to report 


Dr. TANNER: A very large section, 
Several of my hon. Friends have re- 
cently left the House, not knowing that 
the Government were going through all 
these Bills in. this way. 


Motion agreed to. 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


POLICE RETURNS BILL.—(No. 376.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 

Dr. TANNER: I should like some 
explanation of the object of this Bill. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Marruews, Birmingham, E.): Under 
the County and Borough Police Act 
the police are obliged to make their 
Returns on the 29th September. The 
Returns of other Departments are at 
the end of the year, and this Bill is 
simply to enable the polive to make 
their Returns coincide with the other 
Returns. 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


EAST INDIA OFFICERS’ BILL, 
(No. 246.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question pro- 


posed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) : I appeal to the Govern- 
ment not to go on with this Bill to- 
night, as there a number of hon. 
Members who are interested and 
desire to say something upon it. 

Sm RICHARD TEMPLE (Wor- 
cester, perigee A I join in making 
this appeal, as I know there are impor- 
tant Amendments down which hon. 
Members desire to urge. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I also 
appeal to the hon. Gentleman to allow 
the Bill to pass this stage? I gather 
that the objection is not to the principle 
of the Bill, but to details. If the hon. 
Gentleman and my hon. Friend will 
agree to the Bill being now read a 
second time, I will put down the Com- 
mittee stage for Monday. 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday next. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
CONSIDERATION. 


Order for further proceeding on Con- 
sideration, as amended, read. 


Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): I appeal to the House to let 
the Bill pass. The matter has been 
agreed to on all sides, and it is a com- 
promise Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: By leave of 
the House I would like to explain that 
at question time a pledge was given 
that no private Members’ Bills should 
be allowed to pass after twelve o'clock. 
I therefore regret that I cannot 
accede to the request of the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. HOWELL: I objected to that 
course at question time, and I should 
have followed it up, but that I under- 
stood that the pledge did not refer to 
Bills which had reached a certain 
stage. I think this is one of the Bills 
which could be proceeded with, and I 
appeal to the Government to allow the 
Bill to pass. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The under- 
standing was that the House should 
adjourn after the Government Business 
was disposed of. 


Eas) Dr. TANNER: I certainly 
understood that unopposed business 
would be taken ; and upon that under- 
standing, I have waited to move'for a 
Return, notice of which stands in my 
name. 

Mr. SPEAKER : Objection being 
taken, the Bill stands over. 


Consideration deferred till Monday 
next. 


{9 Jung, 1892; 





ARTIFICIAL MANURES, &c. (ADUL- 
TERATION) BILI.—(No. 127.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


(12.47.) Mr. CHANNING (North- 
ampton, E.): In moving the discharge 
of this Order, I may be allowed to say 
I do so because, under present circum- 
stances, it may not be possible for the 
Committee appointed by the President 
of the Board of Agriculture to report 
in time to enable legislation to be 
carried through this Session. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order be discharged.”— 
(Mr. Channing.) 

Motion agreed to. 

Order discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Bill. 


LABOURERS’ (IRELAND) ACTS 
(COTTAGES). 

Return of the operations under the 
Labourers’ (Ireland) Acts up to 31st 
March, 1892.—(Dr. Tanner.) 

THe SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham): 
Perhaps the hon. Member will allow 
this to stand over for cur next Sitting, 
when probably it will be granted as an 
Unopposed Return, but my attention 
has not been called to it until now? 

Dr. TANNER : The notice has been 
on the Paper some little time, and I 
understood there was no objection 
to its terms. 

Sm JOHN GORST : I do not 
anticipate any objection if the hon. 
Gentleman will postpone it to the 
Sitting to-morrow. 


Deferred till To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL.—(No. 374.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL.—(No. 277.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 
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687 House of Commons 
ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(No. 351.) 


Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


NATICNAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL.—(No. 385.) 


Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL.—(No. 293.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 
BONDS BILL.—(No. 360.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.—(No. 294.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


POST OFFICE ACT (1891) EXTENSION 
BILL.—(No. 378.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE BILL. 
(No. 242.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (INTERMENTS) ACT 
(1879) AMENDMENT BILL.—(No. 107.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


GUARDIANS OF THE POOR (QUALI- 
FICATION) BILL.—(No, 84.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
[GRANT]. 


— (Srd June] reported, and agreed 








{COMMONS} (Re-arrangement of Rooms). 688 . 


TELEGRAPHS [ADVANCES]. 
Committee to consider of authorisi 

(a) the issue out of the Consoli 
Fund of such sums as — be required 
for the purposes of the Telegraph Acts, 
1863 to 1889, and of any Act of the 
present Session to make further pro- 
vision respecting Telegraphs, and (b) 
the creation of terminable annuities, 
for providing such sums, payable out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament 
for the service of the Post Office, and, 
if those moneys are insufficient, out of 
the Consolidated Fund (Queen’s Recom- 
mendation signified), To-morrow.— 
(Sir John Gorst.) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE DISTRICT 
(OPEN AIR MEETINGS). 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
[Address 14th March; Mr. Secretary 
Matthews]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR)—INSPECTORS’ REPORTS. 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
fordered 26th April; Mr. Channing); 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (SILVER QUESTION). 

Return presented,—relative thereto 
[Address 30th May; Sir William 
Houldsworth]; to lie upon the Table. 





GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL. 


Select Committee on Galway Infirmary Bil! 
nominated of,—Mr. Attorney for 
Ireland, Colonel Nolan, and Mr. 

and Two Members to be added by the Com- 
mittee of Selection.—_(Mr. Akers-Douglas.) 


HOUSE OF COMMONS (RE-ARRANGEMENT 
OF ROOMS). 

Ordered, That a Select Committee be ap- 
pointed to consider the Re-arrangement of 
the Rooms. contiguous to the Members’ 
Lobby. 

Ordered, That Mr. Anstruther, Mr. Cyril 
Flower, Mr. Sidney Herbert, Mr. Marjori- 
banks, and Mr. Plunket be Members of the 


Committee. 
Ordered, That Three be the Quorum.— 
(Mr. Akers-Douglas.) 


House adjourned at five minutes 
before One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, 10th June, 1892. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : May 
I ask you a question, Mr. Speaker, on 
a point of Order? A Provisional Order 
Bill was on the Paper yesterday, with 
a Notice of opposition to it, and I was 
informed by the agents for the Bill that 
it would be taken to-day, and I came 
down to speak upon it. Now, however, 
I find that the Bill was taken yesterday, 
and passed. 

Mr. SPEAKER: What Bill does 
the hon. Gentleman refer to ? 

Mr. KIMBER: Provisional Order 
Bill, No. 15. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): I may explain that the Bill 
was on the Order Paper yesterday with 
a Notice of opposition to it; but when 
the Order was culled no hon. Member 
offered opposition, and so the Bill was 
treated in the usual way. 

Mr. SPEAKER: No Member being 
here to oppose the Bill it was proceeded 
with. 


QUESTIONS. 





COMPULSORY EDUCATION 
IN IRELAND. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): In the 
absence of the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of teen t beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he has o ed that the Pem- 
broke Township (Dublin) Commis- 
sioners have passed a resolution pro- 
testing that there are no funds at their 
disposal for the purpose of defraying 
the cost of compulsory education in 
their township; whether he is aware 
that the proposal to ch upon the 
ratepayers of Irish towns the cost of a 
system imposed upon them without 
franchise to the inhabitants or discre- 
tion to the Local Authorities, meets 
with emphatic disapproval ; and whe- 
ther he has any reason to anticipate 
that the tem will be 
worked and paid for in those cities and 
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towns in which the Local Authorities 
have already protested against the con- 
tinued exclusion of the Schools of the 
Christian Brothers from the primary 
system and the free education scheme ? 
Adding to this question, I would also 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he is 
aware whether the Chief Secretary has 
received a letter from the Mayor of 
Waterford, written on behalf of that 
and other Municipalities, and ex- 
—s the opinion that, unless the 
ill includes within its operation the 
Christian Brothers’ Schools and other 
voluntary schools, it will be op to 
the views of large sections of the Irish 
people, and cannot be successfully 
worked, because it will do violence to 
the religious feelings of the people ? 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 


IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin Uni- 


versity): Iam not aware whether my 
right hon. Friend has received the 
communication to which the hon. 
Member has referred. I would ask 
the hon. Gentleman to be so good as to 
postpone his question until Monday, 
when the Chief Secretary will probably 
be present to answer it. 


Mr. SEXTON: If it is not possible 
for the Chief Secretary to be here 
before Monday, I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to say now when it is 
proposed that the Irish Education Bill 
shall be taken, because it will be neces- 
sary to secure a full attendance of Irish 
Members in order that the Bill may be 
fully debated in Committee. 


Mr. MADDEN : I do not think my 
right hon. Friend will be present before 
Monday. The latter part of the hon. 
‘Member's question is qne for the Leader 
of the Honse,'and I will take care to 
communicate to him the remarks of the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. SEXTON : If the right hon, 
Gentleman will not be present until 
Monday, I presume it is not intended 
to take the Bill then ? 


Mr. MADDEN: I cannot give any 
undertaking, but I will communicate to 
the Leader of the House the ——- 
of the hon. Member that the Bill shall 
not be taken until a subsequent day, 
and I am sure my right hon. Friend 
will consider the suggestion. 


2D 
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THE NITRATE RAILWAYS COMPANY. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether there would be 
any objection to lay upon the Table 
Copies of Correspondence not yet issued 
between Her Majesty’s Government 
and the Chilian, Peruvian, or any other 
‘Government, and any other person or 

rsons, in relation to the claims of the 

nglish Nitrate Railways Company 
(Limited) ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, 

enrith) : Questions of law raised by 
the Nitrate Railways Company are 
pending before the Chilian Tribunals, 
and, at any rate until a decision is given 
on these questions, it would be clearly 
undesirable to publish correspondence 
on the subject. 

Mr. PICTON: Am I right in as- 
suming that no decision has been come 
to as to the rights of the Nitrate Rail- 
ways Company? Am I right in be- 
lieving that there has been consider- 
able correspondence between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the Chilian 
Government, but that the question is 
not yet solved ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: No, the hon. 
Member would not be right in that. 
The last note passed fully two years ago 
between Her Majesty’s Government 
and the Chilian Government, and since 
that time there has been no correspond- 
ence between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Chilian Government, but 
resort has been had to the judicial tribu- 
nals of the country, and a decision is 
expected before long. When that de- 
cision is received, it will be the duty 
of the Government to consider whether 
it is necessary to take any further steps. 


RE-DIRECTION OF LETTERS ABROAD. 


-Mr. HOYLE (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Heywood): 1 beg to ask the Postmaster 
General if the new regulation as to 
the re-directing of letters-applies to 
letters directed to persons in Great 
Britain who have gone abroad for tem- 
porary purposes; and if a letter not 
exceeding half-an-cunce in weight can 
be forwarded to the Continent or other 
country in the Postal Union by adding 
to the cancelled penny stamp a stamp 


{COMMONS} 








for three halfpence, or whether the full 
rate of twopence halfpenny will be re- 
quired in addition to the penny stamp 
cancelled ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Sir 
JamEs Frercusson, Manchester, N.E.): 
The new regulations do not affect any 
letters re-directed abroad. In the case 
which the hon. Member puts of an in- 
land letter not exceeding half-an-ounce 


in weight and bearing a penny stamp, 


the additional charge on re-direction to 


a country in the Postal Union has long 
been, and will still be, three halfpence,. 


that is the difference between the 
foreign and the inland rate. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. ~ 
Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, N.): I beg: 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Suez Canal 
Company has the right under its con- 


cession to make regulations excluding. 


from passage through the Canal any 


class of cargo wihout the sanction of. 


the Sublime Porte and of the Egyptian 


Government; and whether it has the: 


right to make regulations excluding 
from the Canal vessels built under the 
recognised registers of classifications of 
the Maritime Powers, but not in com- 
pliance with the Rules which the Di- 
rectors of that Company may lay down 
as to construction, without first having 
obtained such sanction ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I must 
refer the hon. Member to replies which 
I gave to the hon. Member for Oldham 
and to the hon. Member himself last 
Friday. If the Suez Canal — 
has exceeded its powers, I understan 
that the parties who consider their 
interests to be injured can take the 
usual steps for the vindication of their 
rights. 

Mr. KELLY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether vessels passing through 
tke Suez Canal under the Provisional 
Regulations for petroleum tank steamers 
wili be soon to pay tolls and 
charges not heretofore charged under 
the provisions of the Suez Canal Charter 
to vessels passing through the Canal ; 
and whether such tolls and charges 
can be made without the sanction of 
the Sublime Porte and the Government 
of Egypt ? 
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Me. LOWTHER: The anavi- 
gation tolls and the tonnage, anchorage, 
and pilotage dues are not raised or 
altered by the new regulations. Con- 
voyage by a specially fitted tender, 
which was formerly optional, is now to 
be made compulsory. This does not, in 
the opinion of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, constitute any infringement of 
the declarations of the International 
Tonnage Convention. 


POLYNESIAN LABOUR IN 
QUEENSLAND. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rusheliffe) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any reply has been received by 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
to the suggestion in his telegram of 9th 
May to Sir H. Norman— 

“T trust that your Government will not 
object to short delay before issuing licences 
under new Act until I can receive and consider 
the measure and the safeguards with which it 
is doubtless surrounded ” ; 
and, if so, what is the nature of the 
reply ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror taz COLONIES (Baron 
H. de Worms, Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth) : No reply has been received, but 
the new Regulations, as far as can be 
judged from the telegraphic summary, 
appear to be satisfactory, and therefore 
it is not thought necessary to press the 
point. The text of the Regulations 
will shortly reach this country. 


THE CONSCIENCE CLAUSE AND 
RINGSTEAD SCHOOL, 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether he has obtained further infor- 
mation as to the alleged violation of the 
Consciencé Clause at the National 
School at Ringstead, Northampton- 
shire; whether it is true that the 
children of Nonconformists, who had 
been withdrawn from the religious in- 
struction, were systematically put at 
the bottom of the class of each day, 
whatever position in the class they had 
reached the day before, although the 
registers were closed after these chil- 

n were in their places, and_ these 
children were entered as in attendance ; 
whether such a practice constitutes a 
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violation of the Conscience Clause ; and 
whether the Education Department 
have take steps to inform the managers 
that such treatment of children with- 
drawn under the Conscience Clause is 
illegal, and, if persisted in, will cause 
the grant to the School to be withheld ? 

THe VICE PRESIDENT or THe 
COUNCIL (Sir W. Hart Dyke, Kent, 
Dartford): It appears to have been the 
practice of the great bulk of the 
Nonconformist children to attend 
religious instruction subject to the 
omission of certain parts at the request ’ 
of the parents, and I have reason 
to believe that thei feelings in 
this regard were scrupulously re- 
pected, but some few children who 
claimed to be withdrawn altogether 
from religious instruction were, in 
common with others who came late, 
placed at the bottom of the class. In 
this respect the managers, no doubt, © 
committed an infraction of the Con- 
science Clause, and have been informed ° 
of the consequences if such practice, 
should be persisted in: it has at the 
same time been pointed out that, with 
a view to enforce punctuality, they are) 
at liberty to close the registers before 
religious instruction, but; in that case, 
they must provide secular instruction | 
for those who claim exemption under 
the Conscience Clause. 

Mr. CHANNING: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered one part 
of my question as to the closing of the 
registers. My information from those | 
on the spot is that the register was 
closed after the children of Noncon- 
formists were in their places, they 
being entered as in attendance. 

Sm W. HART DYKE: Yes, I 
believe there were some cases, and 
condemnation of the practice has gone 
forth. 


VOTERS IN THE CHANNEL FLEET. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devon, Totnes) : I’. 
beg to ask the First’ Lord of the 
Admiralty whether, seeing that a large ' 
number of voters are on active service* 
in the Channel Fleet, he will give’ 
facilities to those electors to record 
their votes ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or raz ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord Grorce Hamirton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) : Yes, the Admiralty 


have made arrangements to secure that 
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all electors on board Her Majesty's 
ships shall, as far as it is possible, have 
aii opportunity of recording their votes: 





HOURS OF RAILWAY SERVANTS. 


Mr. CHANNING: I to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade when 
the Return of Hours of Railway 
Servants in excess of ten hours, for 
December, 1891, will be issued to the 
House ? 

“Toe PRESIDENT or tot BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micuart Hicks 
Beacn, Bristol, W.): I regret that the 
Return of hours of railway servants 
in excess of ten hours to which the 
hon. Member refers is not yet ready, 
but every effort will be made to present 
it to the House at the earliest possible 
moment. 


Mrz. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade when 
the Return giving extracts from the 
Reports of the Inspectors of the Board 
of , in which they have drawn 
attention to instances of excessive 
hours of work in reporting upon acci- 
dents inquired into by them since 1884, 
will be issued ? 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The Return 

of instances of excessive hours of work 
extracted from the Reports of the 
Board of Trade Railway Inspectors 
upon accidents was presented last 
night. 


CULRAIN AND LOCHINVER RAILWAY. 


Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
Sutherland): I beg to ask the First 

rd of the Treasury whether the 
Highland Railway Company have 
offered to construct, work, and main- 
tain a line of railway from Culrain to 
Lochinver, on the west coast of 


Sutherland, at a cost of £250,000, on | , 


condition that the Treasury will 

arantee a dividend of three per cent. 
or thirty years; whether the Duke of 
Sutherland has offered to give the 
necessary land as his share of the stock 
of the proposed railway ; whether the 
Government intend to take advantage 
of this offer, and give the required 
guarantee; and whether, in the case 
of the Mallaig Railway, the Govern- 
ment had such, or any, facilities of a 


lecal character offered them ? 
Lord G. Hamilton 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, Manches- 
ter, E.).: I have done my best to make 
myself acquainted with the facts to 
enable me to answer the hon. Member, 
and, without going into details, 1 may 
say the answer to the first two para- 
graphs is in the affirmative, and similar 
facilities were given in the case of the 
Mallaig Railway. As to the question 
of policy, I shall be glad if the hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to defer my 
answer until Monday. 


THE DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been directed to the report of the 
proceeding in the French Chamber on 
the 3lst ultimo relating to the dis- 
turbances in Uganda, in which M. 
Ribot is reported to have said— 

“ We have indicated to the English Govern- 
ment that we should hold it responsible for 
the acts of a Company--the itish East 
Africa Company—which it has installed, and 
which is on its own responsibility ; and that, 
if cruelty has been done, it must repair it, and 
repudiate it and wash its hands of deeds 
which are a shame to civilisation ” ; 
and whether, in view of this important 
pronouncement, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment will havethis matter investigated ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The hon. 
Member will allow me to answer, as 
the matter concerns the Foreign Office. 
I must refer the hon. Member to the 
answers which I gave him and other 
hon. Members on the 3ist in reply to 
similar questions. I have nothing to 
add to those replies. The statement 
reported to have been made by M. Ribot 
does not modify the situation. 


WATER BULKHEADS IN THE MER- 
CANTILE MARINE, 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (for Mr. 
Carew, Kildare, N.): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether Her Majesty's Government 
intend to take any, and what, steps to 
carry out the recommendations con- 
tained in the Report of the Committee 
appointed to consider the spacing and 
construction of watertight bulkheads in 
ships of the Mercantile Marine ? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
The Board of Trade are acting upon 
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the recommendations of the Bulkheads 
Committee, and in every case in which 
they are satisfied that those recom- 
mendations have been complied with, 
they — a — of the ar 
saving appliances otherwise ui 

by the Statute to be carried an bound 
every British merchant ship. 


ULSTER CANAL EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, when 
the Ulster Canal was handed over to 


the Lagan Company, an undertaking | po 


was given by the Government that the 
old employees would be compensated 
for the loss of employment ; whether 
he is aware that a carpenter, named 
James McAree, who was for seventeen 
years employed by the Government 
on the Canal, was discharged by the 

n Company without compensation ; 
and whether he will see that this man 
is treated the same as the other 
employees ? 

*THe SECRETARY to tar TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham) 
(who replied) : I am informed that the 
case of James McAree, who claimed a 
gratuity on the transfer of the naviga- 
tion, was fully considered, but as it 
was found that he was not in regular 
employment, but was only casually 
employed, he could not be recom- 
mended. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the Bill which 
stands No. 17 on the Orders of the 
Day—the Merchant Shipping Acts 
Amendment Bill—does not come 
within that description the right 
hon. Gentleman gave of Bills in 
charge of private Members, which, 
with the general assent of the 
House, might be adopted as Govern- 
ment measures to be passed this 
Session? If this Bill does not come 
within that description, I am bound to 
say I do not see that the promise of the 
a hon. Gentleman has any force, for 
I do not know of any other Bill standing 
in that position. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will say that the Bill shall 
be included in the list of measures to 
be proceeded with. 


{10 Juxe, 1892} 


Mar. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not say 
that Order No. 17 is outside the pur- 
view of the statement I made y Ys 
but I would advise. the hon. Member 
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to come to an ent by which 
the Bill may be taken; and, if he is un- 
successful, I will confer with my right 
hon. Friend the President of the Board 
of Trade on the subject. 

Mr. HOWELL: But how is it ae 

sible for me to attempt to get the Bill 
through if the right hon. Gentleman 
moves the adjournment immediately 
after Government Business is dis- 
sed of? ‘ 
Mr. BALFOUR: The hon. Member 
refers to proceedings after twelve 
o'clock. He may be fortunate enough 
to get it on before twelve, and I shall 
be only too glad if he succeeds in 
passing it. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) : Are we to take it that 
the right hon. Gentleman will move 
the adjournment after Government 
Business is done ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: The pledge given 
was distinct—that Bills of private 
Members should be objected to by the 
Government after twelve o'clock. [ 
do not promise to move the adjourn- 
ment, but that is merely a matter of 
procedure. Practically, it comes to the 
same thing if the Bills are objected to, 

Mr. ELLIS: More than one Bill 
was moved from the other side of the 
House after twelve o'clock last night. 

Mr. BALFOUR: Yes, but they 
were not taken. 


Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 
University): I observe that in the 
notice for the nomination of the Com- 
mittee on the Telegraphs Bill the usual 
Instruction that the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records is omitted, but it appears to 
me that those persons interested should 
have the opportunity of being heard. 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
Government hope that the Committee 
may not find it necessary to take evi- 
dence, and it is not contemplated that 
they will do so. I believe the Tele- 
phone Companies do not desire to be 
heard. e matter has und e 
very full investigation, and has 
debated in the House on a Motion with 
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the fulness ‘of a Second Reading 
Debate. I hope the Committee may 
not think it necessary to call for per- 
‘sons, papers, and records; but if they 
should find it necessary, of course they 
can come to the House for the further 


power. 

Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): But surely that is a 
cumbrous mode of procedure, involving 
loss of time. Would it not be better 
to give the Committee the power, so 
that they may acquire further informa- 
tion if they desire it; while if they do 
not require it, they need not use the 
power ? 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : I shall 
be very happy to amend the Motion in 
this particular. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester): Will the 
First Lord of the Treasury say is it the 
intention to take Order No. 11—the 
Archdeaconry of Cornwall Bill—after 
midnight ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We do not 
propose to take it later than half-past 
twelve. 


Mr. SEXTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman will observe that I have 
notice of a question in reference to the 
Trish Education Bill. That question, 
in consequence of the absence of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, remains 
unanswered, and I will repeat it on 
Monday; but inasmuch as upon the 
answer to that question may depend 
the urgent necessity of requesting the 
attendance of Irish Members, I now 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will give an undertaking that the 
Bill shall not be taken earlier than 
Wednesday next ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: I appreciate the 
difficulty in which the hon. Gentleman 
finds himself through the unavoidable 
absence of my right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary, and, under the circum- 
stances, I undertake that the Bill shall 
“= brought on before Wednesday 
next. 


Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): May 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman if he 
will be good enough to say that the 
Report cf Supply shall be taken on 
Monday instead of to-night ? 


Sir James Fergusson 
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Mr. BALFOUR: I think I had 
better not give an undertaking of the 
kind until we see what p may 
be made with business to-night. My 
right hon. Friend at the head of the 
Education Department pro to 
make his statement if possible on the 
Report, but he will not do so at a late 
hour of the night. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SUPPLY—ARMY ESTIMATES, 1892-3, 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


1. £2,645,000, Provisions, 
and other Supplies. 


*(3.52.) Sm WALTER B. BARTTE- 
LOT (Sussex, North-West): I under- 
stand that we are now to have, so 
far as it is possible, a thorough 
discussion of the Report of Lord 
Wantage’s Committee, and I am ex- 
ceedingly glad that even at this late 
period of the Session we should have 
the opportunity of making some re- 
marks upon this Report which was 
eagerly looked for and anxiously 
awaited, and which until now we have 
not had an opportunity of discussing. 
No one can deny the grave importance 
of the considerations brought before 
that Committee ; no one will deny that 
the efficiency of our Army at home is a 
subject which, above all others, deserves 
our most serious attention. I am quite 
certain that no one will more readily 
acknowledge the urgent importance of 
the subject than my right hon. Friend 
(Mr. E. Stanhope), whom I 4m 
delighted again to see in his place, 
though I am sorry to see he is not in 
that robust state of health we all wish 
him to enjoy. The efficiency of our 
whole Army, including the Reserve, is 
a question we are not allowed to consider, 
or which we hardly ever do consider, 
in connection with foreign questions, 
which, however, we ought not to leave 
out of view in our consideration. The 
ever recurring Eastern question, our 
position in Egypt, and other matters, 
cannot be separated from the condition 
of our Army, because, if unfortunately 
we should be called upon to send an 
Army into the field, we ought to know 
for a certainty that that Army is ina 
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‘fit condition, so that the nation ma 
take the place we all desire it should 
‘occupy. The Committee laboured 
earnestly and industriously, and I will 
‘say honestly, to place before us all the 
facts that could be obtained. They 
‘have been cavilled at by some, and their 
‘recommendations have been found fault 
with, objection being taken to the 
‘expense the adopiion of those recom- 
‘mendations would involve, but no one 
can deny that the Committee did, to 
the best of their ability, endeavour to 
discharge the important duty entrusted 
to them. We know perfectly well that 
the moment we come to talk of these 
things there are many men who, what- 
‘ever may be the condition of the Army, 
take exception to any Army expendi- 
‘ture. My hon. Friend the Member for 
Leicester (Mr. Picton) and others would 
‘have “‘ peace at any price ’—I do not 
think I wrong the don Gentleman in 
‘saying that. But surely it is our duty 
‘to examine most carefully the Report 
of this Committee; and though we 
may not agree with all the recom- 
mendations in that Report, surely the 
ost is not the first thing to consider, 
but whether the adoption of any of the 
recommendations will bring the Army 
up tothat state of efficiency the country 
‘requires, so that it may be fit to do its 
duty in whatever position of difficulty 
‘it may be placed. Never—I say it 


advisedly, and I think my right hon. | 


Friends on the Front Opposition Bench 
will agree with me, for they in their time 
have felt it their duty to ask for large 
‘sums of money for military expendi- 
‘ture—never has there been a refusal of, 
or a murmur at, that expenditure when 
it has been shown by a responsible 
Government to be necessary. I have very 
carefully studied this most voluminous 
Report, and I have been marvellously 
‘struck by the fact that, contrary to the 
usual practice, Sir Arthur Haliburton 
-has presented a counter Report. Many 
points in this Report deserve most 
serious consideration ; but I should have 
‘thought that a Report of this kind, 
cafter the time occupied by the Com- 
mittee, should have been presented 
‘side by side with the main Report, and 
that the Committee should have con- 
sidered the two Reports at the same 
‘time. I am not going to say a word 
«against the War Office; but I do 
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not conceal my belief that the War 
Office did have a hand in the produc- 
tion of this second Report some three 
weeks after the first Report was more 
or less to. I admit at once and 
without reservation that up to a cere 
tain point we must have short service, 
with an efficient Reserve; it is abso- 
lutely necessary we' should have it, but 
here I may say that I think the system 
upon which we have gone has not been 
that which would induce men to 
enter the Army in the way we desire. 
The men have had no choice ; they have 
had to go in and take the number of 
years allotted to them—three in the 
Guards and seven in the Line ; but they 
have not had the opportunity of con- 
tinuing in the Service, becoming fully 
efficient soldiers, and selecting the 
Army in preference to other oo 
tions. I believe if they had had that 
choice very many men would prefer 
a soldier's life if they thought 
they would not, after a certain 
number of years, be thrown as vaga- 
bonds and outcasts upon the world. 
I may mention that in the year 1872— 
I think it was when the short service 
was introduced—I recollect stating at 
the time, and I have stated it over and 
over again since, that we ought to have 
a year’s recruits on hand. What I 
have always said is—You have got 
short service; snd you have got to 
recruit an enormous number of men 
with the short service, and at the usual 
age these men are enlisted they are 
not fit certainly for a year to do that 
duty which they may be called upon to 
perform even in this country ; and there- 
fore I have always advocated that we 
should have a certain number of these 
men, who should not be called upon 
to do that duty for which, on so many 
occasions, it has been proved they have 
been absolutely unfit. I should like 
here to say, without going into this 
question, that many of the difficulties 
with regard to breaches of discipline 
have arisen from the youth of the non- 
commissioned officers, and the con- 
sequent want of authority they have 
over the men. With regard to the 
age of the recruit, I admit to the 
full that we must take the recruits 
when we can get them; but taking 
them when we can get them is like the 
case of a young horse, which can only 
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be purchased at a reasonable price 
when it is under a certain age. 
We are told that the men coming 
in now are always eighteen years 
of age; but many of them—and 
JI am bound to say a large number 
of them—are not more than sixteen 
years of age; and they go to India at 
eighteen instead of at twenty. That 
is a question which deserves, and 
must eventually receive, considera- 
tion—I will admit, and I say here at 
once, that there is no finer Army 
than our Army in India and abroad; 
but at the same time our Home 
Army is rendered inefficient to a 
very great extent by the number of 
older soldiers that are taken from it 
and sent as drafts to those various 
regiments abroad. Now, there has 
been a very good suggestion made, 
and one which I should like to have 
seen carried ovt, and that is that we 
should have an absolute and proper 
return of the age, the weight, and the 
height of every man in every battalion 
at home. There is no difficulty, or 
ought to be no difficulty, in making it 
out, and then we should be in a much 
better position to judge what really is 
the case than we are at the present 
moment. I have read very attentively 
the last letters that have appeared in 
the Times, and I have also read that 
letter in the Times about Lord Roberts's 
views and opinions on this question. 
Many of the remarks made in these 
letters were exceedingly good. There 
is one remark especially to which 
I should like particularly to call the 
attention of my right Foxy Friend, 
namely, that— 

“In the way in which our recruiting is 
carried on serious alterations are required.” 
The Report says—but I donot know that 
these remarks are correct, though they 
are stated and laid down as a fact— 
that neither the officers nor the 
sergeants do their duty in the way they 
are supposed to do it, when they 
are appointed to these different 
positions. That was the broad state- 
ment wn Oh and it is one which 
requires to answered by my right 
hon. Friend. Now take ewer, 
recruit. Is it necessary to increase his 
pay? That is one of the first questions 
we have to settle, and I believe it is one 


Sir Walter B. Bartteiot 
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which will commend itself to the careful 
consideration of my right hon. Friend, 
and those who act with him. There 
may be some reason why men should 
not have an increase of pay till they 
are efficient and effective soldiers, 
Into that I am not going; that has 
been proposed by some, and certainly 
it deserves consideration ; but there is 
one thing, above all, which I think we 
have a right to lay down absolutely, 
and that is that the sum should be paid 
to the soldier which it is stated he should 
have, and which he believes he is to 
have, without any deductions. What he 
complains of, pe | complains of bitterly, 
is, that after he has enlisted, he finds 
things all different from what he ex- 
pected ; and that he had not been told 
that stoppages would be placed 
upon him, which he so much resents 
when he finds such is the case. 
Then we come to the exira mess 
allowance of threepence a day. I 
believe it would be a great advan- 
tage. I think soldiers, like everybody 
else, ought to have three good meals a 
day—breakfast, dinner, and tea. If 
we take that into account, the question 
of good conduct pay cannot be left out 
of consideration. I believe there is 
nothing which encourages a man more 
than good conduct pay; but I think 
the thing might be done in a very 
different way. Into that question [ 
shall certainly not go. Are not the 
periods.of service, as I mentioned at 
the commencement, of the very greatest 
importance? I have a paper for the 
year 1884, in which Lord Roberts, 
who looked very strongly upon that 
point, recommends that men should 
serve for three years, and nine years inthe 
Reserve ; but the moment a man gets. 
once established as a soldier, he should 
have the option of serving on with the- 
colours. But he would goa great deal 
further than that. If you get a good 
soldier for twelve years, and that man 
is able and fit to do his work, he would 
recommend that that man ought to 
be allowed to go on for a pension. 
He should be allowed to go into Section 
“D” of the Reserve, and he ought tobe 
allowed to remain in that section so long 
as he is fit for service. Lord Roberts 
and the Committee have got a very 
strong opinion about the question of 
deferred pay. They all agree that it 
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is not a good thing to make a man 
anxious to get the £20 or £21; and 
whether he is a good soldier or a bad 
soldier he wants to get the money, and 
he takes the money and leaves the 
Service. Surely there must be some- 
thing wrong in that. Every man who 
has the money is got hold of by some 


friends or other with whom the money is 
nt ; and he then tramps the country. 
These are the men who bring di it 


on the — I am talking of the 
Infantry, and I will not into the 
question of the Cavalry and Artillery ; 
but I say this much : that they are ina 
different position from the Tnfantry. 
The Cavalry most certainly should 
serve for nine or ten years, and for two 
or three years in the Reserve. If you 
can get them to go on in the way 
Lord Roberts proposes so much the 
better ; and if it is good for the 
Cavalry it is equally good for the 
Artillery. No man can say that a 
Cavalry soldier or an Artillery soldier 
can be made in a moment; and there is 
no man that knows anything about 
it that will say that Artillery or Cavalry 
men who have been in the Reserve for 
one or two or three years will come back 
in the same useful state as they 
were when they left the _ regi- 
ment as soldiers. I will only say 
that these are matters which deserve 
the serious attention of my right hon. 
Friend. I know my right hon. Friend 
has stated in the House, before he un- 
fortunately was obliged to go away, 
that sea-kits will now be free; and I 
also hope that there may be nostoppages 
made for the light clothing in India. That 
is a recommendation which commends 
itself most strongly to every right- 
thinking person. A man goes to India ; 
and immediately he is called upon for 
a stoppage for the summer clothing 
which he has to wear, and without 
which he could not do his duty at all. 
A man should have all his clothing and 
rations absolutely free. Stcppages for 
damages in the Army are just like 
stoppages for damages at school. When 
I was at school there was a stoppage 
made for breaking windows. I was a 
very good football kick when I was 
at school, and I remember that I could 
break six or eight panes of glass in one 
kick ; which very often made up for the 
stoppage made upon me. So it is with 
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soldiers. They do not like to be 
charged for damages ; and I venture to 
say that nothing would commend 
itself more to soldiers than that com- 
pulsory stoppages for barrack damages. 
should be on away with. I will not. 
go into the question of deferred pay at 
all, Seeaes f am quite sure my right 
hon. Friend will deal with it fully. As. 
to its present administration, it is 
fatal, in my humble judgment, to 
the Army. No one would say that a 
man should be sent out of the Army 
without something in his pocket ; but 
“the lump sum” is most certainly a 
very grave and t mistake. t 
me say one word about what is the first 
question touched upon in the Report 
by the Committee ; that is, ‘“‘ Should 
recruiting be stopped, so that in no case 
should the Army be over the number 
voted by Parliament, or should it not?’” 
Anyone who knows the condition of 
the regiments knows that at certain 
times it would be much better to have 
a few more than the regulation numbers 
in the regiments for the time being. 


When drafts go out, the regiments. 


shrink ; and if we had recruits to take 
their place, it would be a much better 
state of things. What happened in 
1882? In 1882 when the Reserves 
were called out recruiting ceased in all’ 
the regiments which were filled up by 
Reservists. The men of the Reserve 
were put in the place of the recruits. 
What was the consequence? In that 
year there were only 15,279 recruits, 
and next year there were 22,463 
recruits passed in, showing exactly 
what the mistake was, which was 
occasioned by the regiments being 
filled up with Reserve and by not 
allowing recruits to be enlisted and to. 
take the place of the Reservists when 
the latter returned into the Re- 
serve. To go on to the next point. 
When we began we had an even 
number of battalions at home and 
abroad; but now I believe at this. 
moment—instead of having, as then, 
seventy abroad and seventy -one at 
home—we have seventy-six abroad and 
only sixty-five at home.}jI venture to ask 
any man—and I see two right hon. 
Gentlemen who were Secretaries of State 
for War present and they well know— 
if you decrease the number of battalions 
at home, how is it possible not only 
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to keep up the efficiency of the batta- 


‘lions for which you have to find the 
men, but to keep upanything like dis- 
zipline or order? I venture to point out 


the absolute necessity there is that the’ 


battalions at home and abroad should 
be balanced in some way. I am not 
going into the question of the Guards. 
hat is a question which I had 
rather should be left to persons of 
‘higher authority, and it is a subject 
upon which I feel it would be unwise 
imprudent for me to offer any 
wemarks. In 1891 there were 36,003 
‘men enlisted. Of these there were 
12,975 special enlistments. In the 
year 1870 the height of the men was 
five feet eight inches. It was gradually 
reduced ; and went down from five feet 
six inches to five feet five inches and a 
half; and in 1873 it went down to five 
feet four and a half inches. Now it 
is less. The chest measurement in the 
same way has been decreased. Last 
year there were 3,267 men taken 
under five feet four inches in height 
and 4,974 under thirty-three inches 
‘chest measurement. The deficiency of 
the Army on the Ist January, 1892, 
was 4,949. There may be reasons for 
that, but such is the fact. Lord Roberts, 
im his clear statement of 1884, points 
out the advantages to be gained by 
taking the soldier into our confidence, 
and also that the territorial system 
prohibits all freedom of will, combined 
with uncertainty as to the future. A 
man enlists in a territorial regiment in 
his own country. He knows the men 
and the officers, and he likes his regi- 
ment. A draft is wanted, and this 
man, who is twenty years of age, or is 
supposed to be twenty years of age, is 
to go to India. He says— 


“*] dislike that above everything. 1 never 
enlisted with the intention of going to serve 
abroad. I have been told afterwards that I 
should go. It was not my wish, and I would 
sooner get out of the Service than be forced 
ito do a thing which is against my will.” 

In old days the men knew what was 
going to happen, and they picked the 
regiment they wished to join. I say, 
therefore, that serious consideration 
should be given to that question. The 


great question is this—Is what is 
‘stated in page five, paragraph twenty- 
-vone of the Report justified, or is it not ? 
I do not want to weary the Commitiee, 


Sir Walter B. Barttelot 
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but it is very important. The state- 
ment is— 

“ With regard to the efficiency of battalions 
at home, His Royal Highness the Commander- 
in-Chief stated : ‘Every battalion at home is 
inefficient.’ The Adjutant General stated: 
‘ At the present moment I may say that we 
have not a single a battalion effective 
at home.’ The General commanding 
at Aldershot said: 
only a nursery.’ And the General command- 
ing the Forces in Ireland said, that after the 
drafts for India were provided, the 
battalions would be ‘like a lemon when all 
the juice is squeezed out of it; they will be of 
little fighting use—they will only be weak 
depots ; the only exception to that state of 
things is the Guards. The Line battalion in 
England, which has a linked battalion abroad, 
is unfit in every way to go into the field.” 
That is a very strong opinion. It was 
stated here the other night by the noble 
Lord the Member for the Petersfield 
Division of Hampshire (Lord Wolmer) 
that that was what wasabsolutely stated, 
and that the Committee were very much 
struck by it indeed. My right hon. 


‘Friend rather controverted that; but 


there is the statement, and I have been 
leading up to it just new to show that 
I think that statement could be proved 
by the Report and by what has been 
said throughout the country to be more 
or less accurate. I do not say there 
may not be certain circumstances which 
ought to be taken into account. There 
may be some regiments in a much 
better condition than others; but, on 
the whole, I say that that paragraph 
is true. I have very nearly done. My 
right hon. Friend, without showing his 
two Army Corps, should show one Army 
Corps perfect and complete, with all its 
sppliekias—iith its transport stores 
and everything else belonging to it; 
with its general officer and its other 
officers who should be in command and 
know the men with whom they have 
todeal. AndI would say let that general 
officer report, so that the country may 
know the exact state of pore of 
every battalion, of every troop, and of 
every battery in that force. If that 
were done it would be a test of whether 
we had an Army in the condition in 
which we should like to see it. We know 
perfectly well that no Army could be 
perfect, and that no general or other 
officer could know their duty unless 
they have an opportunity of learning it. 
We hear of economy. We do not think 
when we order the men out of the ex- 
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they are put to, but every shilling 
it costs the country is paraded before the 
nation so as to make an excuse that 
this necessary. duty should not be 
performed. Coul anything be 
more important than that the Caval 
should be manceuvred every year? Coul 
anything be more important than that 
the batteries of Artillery should be out 
and be seen doing their work? My 
right hon. Friend we know has thought 
it necessary to disband a number of 
troops of Horse Artillery. A greater 
mistake, in my judgment, was never 
made. In India we have a greater 
force of Horse Artillery than we have at 
home, and we have not men at home 
to send out as reliefs to those in India. 
It is precisely the same in regard 
to the Field Artillery. It has been 
reported that the Field Artillery is 
going to be increased by five batteries. 
I do not know whether that is true ; 
but all I can say is that, looking at the 
armies abroad, we are bound to have 
our Artillery in a state of efficiency, 
and of sufficient strength, to enable 
them, if, unfortunately, necessary to 
meet the Artillery of foreign countries. 
If my right hon. Friend consented to 
allow the First Army Corps to be 
placed in the field, the country would 
know what position we are in, and 
we should all be much better pleased 
if it turned out that the Army Corps 
which he had for inspection and for 
review was in perfect and efficient 
order. I must thank the Committee 
for having listened to me. It isa dull, 
dry subject, but it is of the greatest 
importance to the country. It is an 
unfortunate time, but we must take 
‘our opportunities when we can get 
them. As Members of this House, 
and especially as men who have served 
in the Army, it is absolutely necessary 
that these things should be plainly 
stated. This Committee is the crea- 
tion of my right hon. Friend. It is a 
War Office Committee, a Departmental 
Committee, and we have seen what 
has happened to so many of the Re- 
ports of War Office Departmental 
Committees. We hope and believe 
my right hon. Friend does not mean 
to allow this question to be shelved. 
It will be remembered I was the un- 
fortunate or the fortunate spokesman 
on the occasion when the Motion was 
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brought forward in this House with 
regard to the strength and efficiency of 
the Navy, as well as the Army. 
The Government then appointed a 
Committee of the Cabinet to look 
into the question, and the result 
is that we have seventy more fighting 
ships than we had before. e re- 
sponsibility must rest upon the 
Cabinet ; and my right hon. Friend 
must not think we want to find fault 
with him, but he is the representative 
of the Government with regard to the 
War Office, and I shall not be doing 
my duty if I do not plainly and ware | 
express, so far as I am able, what 
believe to be the general wish and the 
general opinion. What happened in 
the case of the Royal Commission over 
which Lord Hartington presided? Has 
that Committee not been shunted be- 
cause its suggestions, though most 
valuable, did not suit my right hon. 
Friend and some of his advisers? We 
know that matters are shelved; time 
shelves things; but what we want 
is that it shall not be said 
that this House of Commons, even in 
its last days, did not feel the absolute 
necessity of pointing out to the Govern- 
ment that the only way of dealing with 
this great question was that even now, 
at the eleventh hour, they should have 
a Committee of the Cabinet to discuss 
the questions contained in this Report, 
and to decide what portions of it should 
be adopted, so that if, unfortunately— 
though I hope we may see them still 
upon these Benches--— 
An hon. Memser: No. 

*Sm WALTER BARTTELOT: You 
wish one thing, I wish the other; but 
whatever happens hon. Members will 
agree that it should be on record that 
this Government did consider this 
question ; that they did not shelve it, 
but were determined, if they came into 
Office again, to carry out such of the 
recommendations of the Committee as 
they thought were deserving of their 
support. I have had some little intima- 
tion that the Government would take 
this proposal into their serious conside- 
ration. It is essential and vital to the 
interests cf the Army that the Govern- 
ment should consider this Report, so 
that it may be seen, by whoever may 
sit upon these Benches, that although 
it was late, although it was the end of 
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he Session, and although, unfortu- 
nately, the Secretary of State for War 
had been obliged to be absent through 
illness, yet the Government were deter- 
mined to do their duty, and to place it 
on record that they did not intend to 
neglect the interests of our Army. 
*(4.40.) Viscount EBRINGTON 
(Devon, Tavistock): I have not had 
the advantage of serving in the 
Army, but I should like to offer a few 
observations upon the subject under 
discussion. It seems to me that in 
criticising the Report of this Committee 
and the system with which it deals, it 
is well to bear in mind the three 
great ends for which our Army 


system is maintained, and to see 
how far that system suffices to 
meet those three ends. Our 


Army has, in the first instance, to 
gg a large and efficient force in 
ndia. It is required also to provide 
expeditionary forces on the occasion of 
our little wars, and it is also necessary, 
if it is to be satisfactory, that it should 
maintain an adequate nucleus on which 
the Reserve may be drafted, if it 
becomes necessary to call the latter 
out in case of any national emergency. 
I do not think it necessary to say 
much on the first point, because an 
excellent Army is unquestionably main- 
tained in India at the present time; 
but the strain of doing so has caused 
the home Army to be only partly 
efficient for the purposes of little wars, 
and quite inefficient for the purposes 
of national emergency for which the 
Reserve may be called out. The pro- 
vision of expeditionary forces might 
probably be arranged for by employing 
men from the Mediterranean garrisons, 
or by giving a retaining fee to a 
certain number of Reserve men during 
the first year after they leave the Army. 
But the evidence shows, I think con- 
clusively, that the present system as 
now administered cannot possibly pro- 
vide an adequate nucleus in the home 
Infantry battalions on which to draft 
the Reserve if it should be necessary 
to call them out. Of course, many of 
our present difficulties are traceable to 
matters like the calling out of the 
Reserve in 1882 and the cessation of 
recruiting in that year, and to sudden 
increase of establishment in various 
regiments—matters which might very 


Sir Walter Barttelot 


{COMMONS} 









Estimates, 1892-8. 712 


easily have been foreseen, and might 
very easily have been ey me, for with 
a little forethought. But the Report of 
Sir Arthur Haliburton shows that the 
normal battalion of British Infantry, 
even though mobilised under favourable 
circumstances, does not contain such a 
nucleus of trained soldiers as is ad- 
mitted on all hands to be necessary if 
it is to be efficient for war purposes ; 
and I venture to think that the 
comparisons instituted between British 
battalions and _ foreign battalions, 
when mobilised, are very illusory, be- 
cause they do not take into account 
the ages of the men. Abroad they 
never call recruits out until they are 
nineteen or twenty years of age, and 
therefore they are men requiring only 
military training, and do not uire 
time for physical development. ith 
us, where the recruits are seventeen 
and eighteen and occasionally younger, 
the men require time for physical de- 
velopment just as much as they do for 
military training. It is admitted, I 
think, on all hands that men of less than 
twenty years of age are neot fitted for 
active service; if they are not fit to 
send to India, they are not fitted 
for the hardships of the campaign, 
although no doubt if it were absolutely 
necessary to send them they would do 
their best. It follows, therefore, that 
practically none of the men in the home 
Army who have less than two years’ 
service are fitted for active employment 


in the field; and that being so, a refer- 


ence to Sir Arthur Haliburton’s table 
giving the constitution of a normal 
British battalion, if mobilised even 
under favourable circumstances, shows 
that if we take off the eighty non-com- 
missioned officers, there only remain 
two hundred and sixty privates on 
whom to draft the Reserve. That 
means the introduction of seven hun- 
dred Reserve men in order to bring the 
regiment up to its proper strength. 
The Adjutant General has given it in 
his evidence that for that purpose our 
Reserve is twelve p Pcl too small. 
And even if the Reserve were sufficient 
I think bringing into a regiment seven 
hundred Reservists when you have only 
got between two hundred and three 
hundred trained soldiers on whom to 
graft them would put very great diffi- 
culties in the way of those who had 
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to enforce discipline ; and it would be 
obviously impossible to expect very much 


for some time after mobilisation in the 
way of drillormusketry from a regiment, 
in which seven out of nine men had 
been entirely innocent, for from one 
to five years, of any military training 
of any sort or kind whatever. The 
exact proportion of trained men to the 
Reserve is a matter for experts, and 
it is one on which I venture no opinion 
of my own. But asthe Germans, who 
ought to know something about it, 
seem to agree that even with their rigid 
discipline and regular training of the 
Reserve, half and half is as much as 
may be admitted, I think that propor- 
tion is one below which it ig very 
unwise for us to go. It is of great 
importance that the authorities should 
arrive at a conclusion on this point. 
The equalising of battalions at home 
and abroad might do a great deal, and 
no doubt is an indispensable step, 
towards remedying the present un- 
satisfactory state of things. But no 
—— improvement can possibly 

effected except by an improvement 
in the quality and the age of our 
recruits. And the first thing to be 
done if you wish to improve the quality 
and age of your recruits is to improve 
your recruiting agencies. There is 
abundant evidence given before Lord 
Wantage’s Committee that the re- 
cruiting officers and agents in many 
cases have a very imperfect conception 
of their duties, and carry them out 
in a very slovenly manner. But the 
greatest improvement which it seems 
to me can be effected is to utilise 
the men who leave your Army by 
securing that they shall leave con- 
tented and give the Service a good 
name among those with whom they 
are afterwards brought into contact ; 
and in this connection I think that 
enough weight has not been given 
either by the Committee or in the dis- 
cussions that have taken place in the 
Press to Appendix No. 30, in which are 
collected the opinions oa various points 
of great importance in to recruit- 
ing of nine-tenths of the whole of the men 
in the Army Reserve. It appears from 
that Appendix that though only about 
two per cent. dislike the Army, a quarter 
of them as nearly as possible leave the 
Army with a sense of grievance. That 
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surely is a most undesirable feeling to 
take back into civil life with them, for 
if they go away with a sense of griev- 
ance they are not oy: to. recommend 
the Service to any of those with whom 
they are brought into contact. That 
feeling is to be attributed, as far as one 
can judge from the evidence, to two 
things. In the first place the men dislike 
what they call being ‘‘ messed about” 
by the non-commissioned officers. They 
further resent very acutely the various 
hardships that are put upon themin the 
matter of stoppages and otherwise. It 
seems to me that the recommendations 
as to the improvement of the position of 
non-commissioned officers—especially 
the giving of pay at once to lance corporals 
and lance sergeants, which will only 
cost a comparatively small sum—are 
well worthy of the consideration of the 
Government as tending. to improve 
the class of men’ who will be will- 
ing to accept non-commissioned rank. It 
does appear to an outsider that enough 
weight has not been given to the re- 
commendation of Lord Roberts of “ Free 
Trade ”’ in the Army, so that those who 
dislike the service may have the oppor- 
tunity of leaving it, and that those who 
have a turn for soldiering should have 
a better chance than they now have of 
remaining in it and making it a life- 
long profession; and by a judicious 
elasticity in the terms of service, it 
seems to me that a very great deal 
could be done in that «lirection 
without impairing the number or 
the efficiency of the Reserve. What 
we want to do is, as far as 
possible, to keep only contented 
men in the Army, and to ensure that 
those who leave it shall give it a good 
character after they have gone. In the 
matter of pay, and especially of de- 
ferred pay, I think the evidence given 
by the rvists themselves can hardly 
have too much weight attached to it; 
and seeing how very large a percentage 
of them are in favour of deferred pay 
on the present principle, and how large 
a percentage—I think eighty-three 

r cent.—of them make good use of 
it, I for one hope the Government 
will think once and twice before they 
agree to the recommendation of the 
Committee to do away with deferred 
pay altogether. I think that in the 
matter of pay the most desirable 
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alteration that could be made would 
be to give the trained soldier better 
pay than the untrained soldier. A 
serviceable article is worth more than 
one which is not yet serviceable, and 
is also worth more than an article 
which is deteriorating. We are 
told there might be difficulty and 
friction about that, in‘ consequence of 
men who were doing the same duty re- 
ceiving different rates of pay. But I 
believe it is quite common in the Navy, 
and the Committee virtually recom- 
mend the same thing by advising that 
good conduct pay should be given after 
one year’s service instead of as at pre- 
sent. The principle, I think, is the 
main thing, and I hope it may be 
acted upon. I would carry it further, 
and I should think it worth consider- 
ing whether the Reserve men, during 
their first two years of service, should 
not be given a higher pay than they at 
present receive, on condition of their 
putting in a certain amount of training 
each year. I think if the Reserve men 
were given, say, five shillings a week for 
their first two years of service, the pay 
for the last two years, when they have 
no doubt deteriorated as soldiers, being 
proportionately reduced, we should get 
better value for the money, and be 
able to make it a condition that they 
should come up for training for a 
limited time each year. To carry out 
our present system on our present 
lines, when if battalions are mobilised 
seven privates out of nine would be 
Reservists without any training, seems 
to me to be courting disaster. There 
is evidence, no doubt, to support any 
and all the recommendations the Com- 
mittee have made; but I do not think 
there is sufficient. proof that less ex- 
pensive and less extensive reforms 
would not bring our Army up to the 
mark, or, at any rate, nearly up to the 
mark in the one point—namely, the re- 
tention in our home battalions of 
a sufficiency of seasoned men, in which 
it is at present most defective. It seems 
to me that what ought to be aimed at is 
greater elasticity in the terms of 
service and an improvement of the 
terms of the contraet as between the 
State and the soldier. I think the 


matter of stoppages and things of that 
sort are very well worth consideration 
by the Government, and I hope they 
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will make some concession in that 
direction. But I think the most im- 
portant thing of all is to deal with the 
men ina more liberal spirit than has been 
hitherto done. The contract between: 
the soldier and the country, as far as 
we can learn, is always interpreted in 
favour of the Treasury and as against 
the soldier. A little more liberality on 
these points, I think, would go far to 
improve the condition of the men, and 
satisfy the public that if a man could 
not find a comfortable profession in the 
Army it was his fault and not the fault 
of the conditions of the Service he has 
joined. 
(4.57.) Mr. PICTON (Leicester): 
The good-humoured allusion of the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman (Sir 
Walter Barttelot) to myself leads me 
to make an observation or two, because 
I do not quite like that I should be 
misunderstood or that those who hold 
similar views should be misunderstood. 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
described meas a ‘‘ peace-at-any-price ” 
man, but I am not usually considered 
so, at any rate, in all Departinents. It 
is quite a mistake tosuppose that those 
who hold views like mine are in favour 
of peace at any price. We know that 
as the world exists at present the 
country must be guarded by a Navy, 
and by a well-trained and well- 
organised Army as well. What we 
think, however, is that too much 
money is spent upon these things. 
We say that if less money were spent 
on the Army we should have a more 
efficient Army than we have at the 
present time. Extravagance always 
leads to abuse and corruption. When 
people have more money to spend than 
they ought to have they uniformly 
waste it ; and that is the case with the 
Services, the Army and the Navy, at 
the present time. I fully sympathise 
with the remarks of the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman as to the necessity 
for paying every attention to the 
welfare and comfort of the rank and 
file of the Army, and I am sure he 
has never known me to object, say, to 
expenditure for barrack accommoda- 
tion. I sympathise entirely with his 
views as to the food the men ought to 
have and as to the evils of the present 
system of sto , and I do not 
know that oy opin anything on 
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those points with which I do not 
heartily sympathise. But this, I think, 
is too often forgotten, that we are 
unable to do all we might for the rank 
and file of the Army, because we waste 
an unconscionable amount of money on 
the great officers who are“of no practical 
service whatever. There is one matter 
upon which I should like a little en- 
ightenment from the Secretary for War. 

e have had distinct testimony that 
there are more general officers than we 
can possibly employ, and that a con- 
siderable reduction would increase the 
efficiency of the Army. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. E. Srannorz): The 
number of general officers has been 
reduced. 

Mr. PICTON: But I believe the 
general staff has been increased rather 
than diminished, or at least we are 
called upon to pay for a larger staff 
than last year, including lieutenant 
generals, major generals, and other 
officers. 

Mr. STANHOPE: I referred only 
to the general officers’ list, and to 
the reduction which has been made. 
If the hon. Member wishes to deal 
with the staff generally, I shall be glad 
to answer him. 

Mr. PICTON : it seems to me that 
the general staff is larger than is at all 
justifiable. I am glad to hear there 
has been some reduction, but there is a 
considerable amount of evidence to 
show that great individuals exercise too 
much influence at the War Office. I 
should like to see the existing system 
of patronage and wanton extravagance 
abated. 

*(5.33.) Lieut. Generat Srr CRAU- 
FURD FRASER (Lambeth, N.): Iask 
leave to draw attention to certain 
matters in the Report of Lord Wan- 
tage’s Committee. Royal Commissions 
and Parliamentary Committees on the 
state of the Army have for years made 
their Reports, which have been duly 
printed, presented to Parliament and 
pigeon-holed. The maladministrations 
brought to light continue and will con- 
tinue until a Ministér—a Leader of 
this House—one who has proved his 


power to face a great danger and to 
pacify a kingdom—takes up the ques- 
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tion of the Army, with determination 
to inquire into it and to lead the way 
to the necessary reforms, supported by 
a large majority that never fails him 

when required. This last Committee 
was appointed to inquire into the terms. 
and conditions of service in the Army., 
The evidence adduced is of the most. 
momentous character, and when known - 
by the nation must arrest its attention. 

In 1872, the then Minister of War in- 

troduced a scheme ‘ with doubtful 

sense deluding,’ which the evidence 
proves has entirely broken down, to the 
destruction of the Army, the disadvan- 

tage of the taxpayer, to danger to com- 
merce and to the very safety of the 
Empire. In the past twenty years up-: 
wards of three hundred millions of 
pounds have been spent on the Home 
Army, with what result? We learn 

from the evidence that His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Cambridge, Com- 

mander-in-Chief, is of opinion that— 


“Every battalion at home is inefficient for 
home or war duties.” 

Sir Redvers Buller, Adjutant General, 
says— 

“No regiment of the First Army Corps 
could be sent on service. . . . e have 
not a single battalion effective at home.” 
Sir Evelyn Wood, commanding the 
Aldershot District, says— 


“ The home battalions are only a nursery.” 


Lord Wolseley, commanding the Forces 
in Ireland, gives evidence— 

“That, after the drafts for India are pro- 
vided, the home battalions would be like a 
lemon when all the juice is squeezed out of 
it. They would be of little fighting use; they 
will be only weak depéts.” 

The evidence gives the following causes 
for this lamentable state of the Army :— 
Firstly, the arrangements by which the 
battalions abroad are fed by the bat- 
talions at home, by which the latter are 
exhausted and rendered inefficient, and 
the men lose their esprit de corps; 
secondly, the demand for recruits being 
greater than the supply, which fails in 
consequence of the unpopularity of the 
Service, and the immense drain from 
the ranks; thirdly, the term of service 
with the colours being too short, which 


‘is a great reason for the present pros- 


trate state of the Army, which is no 
longer looked upon as a profession. 


With regard to the first cause, all the 
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evidence tends to prove that the system 
introduced in 1872 by Mr. Cardwell of 
feeding the battalions abroad from the 
battalions at home, as I urged in this 


House in 1886, cannot be maintained, 


as with the short-service system the 
demand is too great on the home bat- 
talions; and as duty calls for a larger 
number of battalions abroad than are 
retained at home, therefore there must 
be certain iments with both bat- 
talions abr to be supplied from 
home, whilst large numbers of men are 
being relegated to the Reserve from the 
Army in general. A small war broke 
the links between the battalions and 
completely upset the whole scheme. 
The War Department fully admits the 
collapse. Sufficient drafts cannot be 
produced owing to the lack of men 
qualified to proceed to India by being 
twenty years of age and having four 
years to serve. The original estimation 
of the annual drafts at one hundret 
and fifty has been greatly exceeded, 
and some battalions have given three 
* hundred men for drafts in one season. 
The best men of the home battalions, 
we are told, are taken to supply the 
deficiencies in the foreign battalions, 
and yet Lord Robert's 
“ own experience is that the average drafts 


mow sent out to India are, as arule, physically 
inferior to what they used to be some years 


ago.” 

The Adjutant General gives evidence 
that the present system of drafts, by 
taking away the most fit men, renders 
some of the battalions that ought them- 
selves to be going abroad unfit to go. 
Thus it appears that the home Army is 
a large and most expensive depdét for 
supplying India and the Colonies with 
half-trained lads, and the Reserve with 
men who, the moment they are in a 
way to know their work, to be 
valuable soldiers, and to realise habits 
of discipline and restraint, are drafted 
to it, leaving the battalion without old 
soldiers. With regard to the second 
cause—the dearth of recruits—beyond 
‘question the general feeling throughout 
the United Kingdom at present is 
against young men going into the 
Army ; the reasons are clearly brought 
forward in evidence. Men leaving the 
Army for the Reserve, or for civil life, 
carry their grievances with them, to be 
quickly known through the country. The 
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following grievances militate against 
enlistment. The evidence of private 
soldiers, non-commissioned officers and 
officers ofall ranks, ves the accuracy 
of that which ‘has ata so frequently 
urged on Army Estimates in this House 
—namely, that the conditions under 
which recruits are enlisted are not 
absolutely true. The recruit, having 
been induced by the postérs issued 
under Government authority to believe 
that he will be supplied with a free 
and sufficient ration, finds that he is 
only allowed three-quarters of a pound 
of meat, including bone and gristle, 
and one pound of bread daily, and all 
extra food beyond this he must pay 
for out of his pocket. The small 
ration is certainly not enough for 
growing lads who have to be matured. 
The ration being so small, men are in- 
duced, in many cases, to stay their 
appetites hy drinking. The over- 
whelming evidence before the Com- 
mittee of all ranks fully supports the 
appeal that many of us have made for 


| years, that the soldier should have a 


free ration, either by Government pro- 
viding the groceries, or granting messing 
money of threepence a day. Sir Arthur 
Haliburton, in his dissent on many 
points from the Report of the Com- 
mittee, admits that— 

“It is desirable so to adjust the soldier's 
pay and allowances as to get rid of the stop- 
pages from his pay for his extra messing.” 
And he says that—- 

“If at any time hereafter the soldier's pay 
and allowances are reconsidered, that oppor- 
tunity should be taken to amend an arrange- 
ment which is open to misconception.” 

His Royal Highness the Commander-in- 
Chief gives evidence— 

“that men are short of meat, percagy 4 re- 
cruits; the meat ration should be three- 
ae of a pound of meat without bone, 

e thinks the smallness of the ration a 
grievance. 

Surely the time has come this day 
when this injustice should be remedied 
—in fairness to the soldier and for the 
credit of the country. With to 
clothing, Sir Redvers Buller, Adjutant 
General, considers that the —— of 
the Line are not sufficiently clothed in 
int of health and warmth; he would 
ress the soldier better than at present. 
Sir Evelyn Wood considers that want 
of sufficient clothing gives the men rhev- 
matism. There have been no sources of 
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discouragement more burning than the 
arrangement by which a soldier has to 
accept the cast-off clothing—‘* part 
worn,” it is termed—of others, and 
having to give old clothes back to be 
sold by the Government; in fact, 
having their uniform lent to them 
instead of given, as formerly. Also 
the fact that the soldier sent abroad 
has had to pay out of his own 
pocket for his sea kit, and for his khaki 
suits of clothing when he arrives in 
India. Keeping up the supply of the 
“pull through”’ of the rifle at heavy 
expense, and the payment for barrack 
damages, due often to wear and tear, 
are also much felt. What desertion 
there is generally happens, it appears, 
in the first year of the recruit serving. 
With hemo to the recruits, according 
to the latest official returns there are 
31,818 soldiers under twenty years of 
age, and it appears that many of the 
recruits enlist under eighteen, and 
mothers claim their sons as being under 
sixteen. General Viscount Wolseley 
computes— 


“that seventy per cent. of men serving in each 
home battalion is unfit to take the field.” 


In 1890 about 10,000 recruits were 
specially enlisted, and last year still 
more “specials” were enlisted, and 
Sir Evelyn Wood says that an adequate 
supply even of special’ enlistments 
cannot be obtained. Lord Wolseley 
gives evidence that in Ireland alone 
within the last two years the “ ‘ special 
enlistments’ have gone from eight to 
twenty-five per cent.” ; and there is 
evidence. that some of the special en- 
listments are not a bit betterat the end 
of twelve months than when they 
joined. The special recruits cannot be 
fine specimens of manhood, when we 
remember that the regulation standard 
for the ordinary recruit is only—height, 
five feet four inches; weight, eight stone 
three pounds—less than Derby weight— 
chest measurement, thirty-three inches. 
All who attended the manauvres in 
Hampshire last September will bear 
witness to the high spirit shown in 
every rank, and to the excellent 
ractical training. At the same time 
it was manifest that the ranks were 
uite unfit for service, as evidenced by 

ir worn, eager looks. As a well- 
known war correspondent remarked— 
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$ look as if they had gone through a 
six monthe ———_— 
We are told that these men would not 
be sent to a campaign; they will be 
replaced, the battalion stiffened by the 
Reserve. With regard to the third 
cause, namely, the terms of service, 
which so much affect the life of a 
soldier, His Royal Highness the Com- 
ne a ey gives evidence that— 

“The continual change in the conditions of 
service in the ranks are most detrimental to 
the interests of the Service.” ; 
The compulsory retirement of men who 
wish to remain with the colours, and 
the refusal to allow men to rejoin from 
the Reserve, has done infinite harm. 
With regard to deferred pay, Sir 
Evelyn Wood, Sir Redvers Buller, 
Lord Roberts, and other soldiers of 
great experience of all ranks, have 
expressed their conviction that it should 
be abolished. It is no inducement to 
aman to enlist in the Army; it is a 
great inducement for him to leave it. 
Evidence says that about three-fourths 
of the men squander it. It teaches no 
thrift ; it is a bonus for men to leave 
the Service, and to prevent men from 
re-enlisting. In the words of His Royal 
Highness the Commander-in-Chief— 


“ By giving deferred pay only to men who 
leave the colours, the Army is sacrificed to the 
Reserve, which is not a good plan.” 


This system leads men to be enlisted 
fraudulently. It appears in evidence 
that men going to the Reserve with 
their deferred pay frequently behave in 
such a manner as to disgust the people 
about them, and thus to defer recruiting. 
With regard to the old soldiers, His 
Royal Highness the Commander-in- 
Chief says in evidence— 

“ The battalions at home have hardly any 
old soldiers in them, except non-commi 
— ° Bag eyes -— all 
recruits. . . . ere oO & 
proportion of old soldiers, Chick a ten yore’ 
system would give.” 

Sir Redvers Buller, the Adjutant 
General, has a decided objection to the 
old soldiers. He gives this opinion— 

“T think the old soldiers are really a fraud ; 
they are not good fighting material.” 

In this he is opposed to the opinion of 
the Duke of Wellington—namely, 
that— 

“The old soldier was the heart and soul 
and courage and strength of the regiment.” - 

2E 
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In a letter to Brigadier General 
Craufurd, Sir John Moore wrote— 

“Men of this description, namely, after 
fourteen years’ service, are most valuable, 
and every encou mt should be given 
them to continue in the Service, and no temp- 
tation to withdraw from it.” 

Again, he says— 

“ After twenty-one ben service many men 
will be found able and willing to serve, and as 
soldiers of this description are invaluable, 
they should be encouraged to serve with their 
regiments.” 

When speaking in the House of Lords, 
of Sobraon, the Duke of Wellington 
said— 

“Task you, my Lords, if such a feat could 
have been performed by young soldiers ? It 
would have been impossible.” 

Napoleon gave his decision that— 

“‘ Every means should be taken to attract 

the soldier to his colours. This is best accom- 
lished by showing consideration and respect 
or the old soldier. His pay likewise should 

increase with his length of service. Itis the 

height of injustice to give a veteran no greater 

advantages than a recruit.” 

Field Marshal Lord Raglan asked for 


“no more young soldiers, who died like 


to be sent to him in the Crimea. 
Further, Mr. Cardwell, referring to this 
subject, says— 

“ Anxious as I am for shorter service— 

believing, as I do, that shorter service isat the 
root of all Army reform—nevertheless, I am as 
conscious as anybody can be of the immense 
importance of retaining in the Army that moat 
valuable member of it—the old soldier.” 
The evidence of the greatest soldiers 
supports these opinions. With regard 
to the Reserve, His Royal Highness 
the Commander-in-Chief gives his 
opinion before the Committee that— 

“ At present the Reserve have no duties,and 
are paid for doing nothing” : 
that— 

“the Regular Army is sacrificed tothe Re- 
serve”; 

and that-- 

“only men not wanted should go to the 
Reserve.” 


His Royal Highness considers— 


“that a Reserve man who has been three 
years with the colours might take his place 
with the Army after siz months’ training "— 

a little late for the campaign of the 
day! Sir Evelyn Wood considers that 
men go to the Reserve too quickly, and 
that they should be trained. Lord 
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Wolseley is not satisfied with the state 
of the Reserve— 

“There is further evidence from command- 
ing officers that a recruit’s service wou'd not be 
worth much, without a considerable amount of 
training, after he has been away from the 
regiment a year or more.” 

And yet it is said that one-half the 
Reserve men would lose their civil em- 
ployment if the Reserve were called out 
for training. Evidence proves that a 
large proportion of Reserve men have 
deteriorated from want of employment 
and want of food. The Reserve is the 
First Line on leave. Reserve men 
draw their pay, are never seen officially, 
are never drilled or instructed, 
and are never medically examined. 
Many of these men, dismissed to the 
Reserve against their will, were they 
permitted to re-enlist, would do so, to 
the great advantage of the Service ; but 
they are called on to repay their 
deferred pay, of from £15 to £21, which 
they have fairly earned—a grim joke to 
them! In all foreign Armies the 
Reserves are repeatedly called out, and 
kept up to the mark in drills and 
at manceuvres for two months at a time. 
This is considered absolutely essential. 
In the face of evidence it is difficult to 


understand how Sir A. Haliburton can « 


claim that the Military Authorities are 
actually in touch with upwards of sixty- 
eight thousand Reservists. It appears 
that there is no scheme with regard to 
the Reserve, for the Adjutant General 
cannot say what an adequate Reserve 
would be, as the Military Authorities 
have never been informed what the 
duties of the Army are, and what the 
country expects. the Army todo. We 
may be sure, in consequence of their 
want of training, practice and condi- 
tion, they would be looked on by the 
lads as Rip Van Winkles. If these 
veterans were called from their new 

ursuits they would indeed have te 
begin soldiering again. It has been 
clearly explained, in recent most able 
letters, that the— 

“artilleryman would find # new gun, a new 
powder, a new projectile. The Infantryman 
would find a new rifle, anew bayonet, a 
new system of ‘ Advance Attack,’ 
would even be unfamiliar with the new com- 
pany drill.” 

These are the veterans who, out of con- 
dition, short of breath, and sore of foot, 
are, at a moment’s notice, to give 


Estimates, 1892-3. 724° 








en 2 Oe 2 me ee fk a ek ae 4 








ae ee eae Es aE Ee TUL el lUml OU 


=_s eS 


\- 


995 Supply—Army 





stability to the ranks, to enter into a 
rough campaign, with its hardships 
and long marches, may be to face the 
fire of modern artillery, and of the 
magazine rifle in the practised hands 
of highly disciplined and well drilled 
troops in fine physical condition, 
trained to march thirty miles a day. 
And under such conditions these 
veterans are to carry all before them 
with enthusiasm as of old, and to 
forge on to victory. Lord Roberts, 
who holds the most independent and 
responsible post in Her Majesty's 
Army, in his extremely able review 
remarks— 

“I Fs sane ee A> sa Pier, suavehee- 

condition of the home Arm 

>: discloced in the evidence,” . 
The evidence before Lord Wantage’s 
Committee proves beyond all doubt or 
question that longer service than at 
resent must obtain in our Army. 
His Royal Highness the Commander- 
in-Chief recommends that men should 
be enlisted for ten years’ service with 
the colours and five years with the 
Reserve. His Royal Highness says—- 

“A man who is twelve years a soldier is 
always a soldier; but I do not call the seven 
years’ men, much less the three years’ men, 
soldiers. Keep aman on longer service, and 
give him a pension at the end of it.” 
The late Emperor of Germany gave 
this opinion to a Member in another 
place, himself a distinguished soldier, 
when in England for the Jubilee, 
that— 

“Short service and voluntary enlistment 
<ould never run together.” 
Lord Roberts says— 


“As regards the period of colour and 
Reserve service, I can only reiterate my opinion, 
my conviction, that a short service system is 
| a, ep icable to an Army which is raised 

} voluntary enlistment, and more than half 
Bae is quartered abroad even in peace 
His Lordship and many experienced 
officers agree for longer service but 
for a more elastic service, giving 
men the option of leaving the 
colours after the first three years. 
As an old soldier, let me say that i con- 
sider non-commissioned officers should 
be allowed to extend their term of 
service at any time. A system of good 
conduct pay and pension for and 
fon: service should exist. Bad cha- 
racters should be discharged. Three- 
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pence a day or a free grocery ration 
should be introduced at once, and 
other grievances should be remedied. 
Above all, the country’s money rust be 
spent with judgment. In the words of 
Lord Cardwell— 

“If you have your battalions in good order, 
your cadres and your officers and men in 
a state of efficiency, if you have in every bat- 
talion five h and sixty veterans, you 
would have no difficulty if an ncy arose, 
one eo mnt yy es — 

m evo in rais ie wo 
thousand to one hundred --~ Tew a 
Sir, I feel confident that no section of 
this House can be so dead to its sense 
of duty and its dignity as to ignore 
this momentous question of the state 
of the Army. It will obtrude and 
force its way. It must be bravely 
faced by Parliament. 

“ The work that should to-day be wrought 

Defer not till to-morrow ; 
The help that should within be sought 
Scorn from without to borrow— 
Old maxims these, yet stout and true, 
The in trumpet tone ; 
To do at once what is to do, 
And trust ourselves alone.” 

“Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I suppose the most pressing 
question we have to consider at the 
present time in connection with our 
Army is how to attract the better class 
of men, better physically and morally, 
to join the ranks, without placing too 
great and crushing a wall on the 
Exchequer of the country. In looking 
through the Report of Lord Wantage’s 
Committee, and the evidence given 
before the Committee, we see on 
every page expressions of solici- 
tude in regard to this question 
on the part of our distinguished 
officers. It is very unfortunate that 
we have not yet got rid of the idea that 
the position of the soldier is low, 
miserable, and degraded, and that the 
Army recruits the riff-raff of the popula- 
tion. I trust that this notorious notion 
may be eventually wholly extinguished. 
No doubt something would be accom- 
plished in that connection could we 
in any Way improve what we call the 
social position of thesoldier. We have 
heard to-day that when soldiers retire 
into private life their opportunities of 
employment are not what they should 

I admit, in this respect, that the 
present Government has done more 
than previous Governments, although 
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it has not yet given full effect to the 
recommendations of former Committees, 
that enlarged opportunities of employ- 
ment in civil life should be given to 
men in the Reserve. For instance, in 
the Post Office there are a large num- 
ber of positions which might, perhaps 
not exclusively, but to some large 
extent, be given to Reserve men who 
have given a large portion of their life 
to the country’s service. Looking 
through the evidence placed before the 
Committee, I have endeavoured to 
come to some conclusion as to what 
deterrent causes operate against re- 
cruiting. Nobody will, I think, deny 
that the present character of recruits 
is poor. A great many are taken on 
speculation, in the hope that they may 
improve if they manage to survive the 
hardships of the earlier period of their 
service. As to the causes which deter 
the better class of men entering the 
Service, I think the testimony given 
before the Committee is almost unani- 
mous. When a man enters the Army 
he finds himself greatly deceived, 
although not, perhaps, purposely de- 
ceived. He discovers that he is not 
oing to get his full shilling per day. 
hat question bas been often raised 
before ; I have myself referred to it on 
several occasions, and I do not think 
there was hardly a single witness, high 
or low, who did not emphatically tell 
the Committee that the soldier ought to 
get his shilling per day clear without 
stoppage of a certain portion of his 
rations. A great many of the men 
who gave evidence before the Com- 
mittee—privates and non-commissioned 
officers—further said they did not see 
why misleading posters should be placed 
in prominent places, and incorrect state- 
ments made by non-commissioned 
officers. On former occasions I was 
told by the hon. Gentleman the 
Financial Secretary to the War 
Office, that no man need be deceived, 
because he could procure, on applica- 
tion at the Post Office, a pamphlet which 
described all the benefits of the Service. 
You might, however, just as well ask 
many of the men to go to the library of 
the British Museum, take out a re- 
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condite work, and study it. It is certain 
that a large proportion never hear of 
the pamphlet, but simply accept the 
statements of the flaming posters on the 
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wall and the explanation of the re- 
cruiting sergeant who, being paid in 
ratio to the men he attracts to the 
colours, naturally represents the Service 
in the most couleur de rose light. The 
recruit is led to believe that he will 
receive his full shilling per day, and 
when he finds that this is not the case 
he is dissatisfied. I quite admit that 
the right hon. Gentleman has improved 
the rations of the soldier, and I think 
all classes of the Army are grateful to 
him for the reform in this branch. 
Nothing, however, has been done to 
bridge over the terrible gap which 
exists in the soldier’s diet between his 
morning meal and his evening meal. 
There is another question to which I 
wish to attract the attention of the 
House, and it is a subject referred to by 
several of the witnesses who gave 
evidence before Lord Wanitage’s Com- 
mittee, and one specially referred to by 
His Royal Highness the Duke of 
Connaught, who made a most emphatic 
statement on the subject. I refer to 
the meat diet. Although that diet may 
generally be enough for grown men, it 
is not enough for growing recruits. 
The Duke of Connaught, ‘after referring 
to the work of the recruit, his drill, 
and the gymnastics he had to engage 
in, and the strain to which his system 
was put in connection with the develop- 
ment of bone and muscle, said very 
emphatically that the rations of the 
recruit were pot sufficient for his needs. 
And the best proof of this lies in the 
fact that the recruit, during the first few 
months of his service, generally spends 
half his pay on a simple diet to keep 
body and soul together. This excellent 
evidence given by the Duke of Con- 
naught was further supplemented by a 
large variety of other testimony, and 
one non-commissioned officer drew 
especial attention to the necessity of 
increasing the diet of the young recruit 
who had to enter upon duties which 
involved a great strain. The recom- 
mendation I make is that he should be 
iven an extra quarter of a pound of 
Beef. I do not want to take up the 
time of the Committee any further, 
because I do not feel myself qualified 
to enter upon the greater and wider 
questions involved in this Report. I 
have only ventured to draw attention 
to those lesser points which have 
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always attracted my own attention. 
We must hope that, although this dis- 
cussion has come at an unfortunate 
time, the remarks which have been 
made in this House by experienced 
officers will not be without effect. 
“GENERAL Sir FREDERICK FITZ- 
WYGRAM (Hants, 8.): I suppose, 
Sir, that the recruiting question 
is the key of the present and future 
position of the Army. As a matter 
of fact we fail to get recruits, and the 
question is, why? Some say that 
it is on account of the low pay, others 
on accountof ration stoppages, and some 
on account of the general treatment of 
the Army. These causes, whether true 
or not, are common to all the regiments 
of the Army; but I find the greatest 
possible difference as to recruiting in 
the various branches of the Army. I 
find, for instance, that the Royal 
Engineers are always full; that in the 
Cavalry they are full; and that in the 
Royal Artillery they are nearly full. 
Yet the Infantry is invariably behind 
in the matter of recruiting. When I 
endeavour to discover the cause of this, 
I find that of those who are loafing 
about nine-tenths come from the In- 
fantry, while I never find a man from 
the Royal Engineers, and seldom one 
from the Cavalry, or from the 
Artillery. Looking at the causes, 
I think the failure of the Infantry 
lies in the exceedingly idle life 
which the Infantry soldier is com- 
pelled to lead during his seven years of 
service. Beyond an hour or two's 
drill and a little cleaning he has nothing 
to do, and therefore it is unreasonable 
to suppose that such a man would 
readily take to the hard work which is 
part of civil life. The consequence is 
that he loafs about and brings discredit 
on the Service. The remedy for this 
state of things is not more drill 
or more pay; it is to find some 
useful training and employment 
for our Infantry soldiers; and the 
suggestion I make is one I hope 
the Seeretary ef State for War will 
take up. Itis this. The most useful 
men we have are the Royal Engineers, 
and there is no good reason why our 
Infantry soldiers, during the many idle 
hours of the day, should not be trained 
as the Royal Engineers are trained, so 
that they might be fitted foremployment 
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on entering civil life. It may be 
replied that all cannot be trained as 
Royal Engineers, and I agree; but 
there are many trades in which they 
might be trained. Then there is the 
uestion, for instance, of barrack 

mages. Now, we are spending 
four millions on building barracks, 
and on furniture, &c. There is thus 
money enough to give every soldier, who 
is desirous, an opportunity of learning 
a trade which will prove profitable 
and useful in after life. I look on this 
question of the employment of Infantry 
soldiers during their period of service 
as the important elemert in relation to 
recruiting. When a man leaves the 
Service to loaf about, he damages that 
service, and damages, too, the recruit- 
ing; but were the Infantry soldier 
fairly well employed during his seven 
years of service, I believe that 
he would prosper on regaining civil 
life. I think the complaints about the 
recruits have been much exaggerated. 
We have been told in the Report that 
they are boys who will never make 
soldiers. We know, however, that 
this statement must be untrue, because 
our foreign battalions are as fine regi- 
ments as we could wish to see, and they 
are exclusively recruited from these boys 
who are referred to by Lord Wantage’s 
Cemmittee. We hear a good deal 
about their youth ; but we command- 
ing officers wish to have our men 
young. We do not wish to take a 
recruit after eighteen or nineteen 
years of age. We wish to get 
a fair sample of the lads from the 
country; we do not wish to take 
men of twenty-two and twenty-four 
who come to the Army as a last resort. 
We wish to have lads fresh from the 
towns and country before they have 
fallen into evil habits, and when they 
can make good and effective soldiers. 
My belief is that you cannot do a 
greater possible evil ‘to the Army than 
by enlisting men of twenty-four. There 
is one subject connected with the age 
of soldiers for which Cavalry officers 
are somewhat responsible, and it is as 
to the Cavalry Depét at Canterbury for 
the regiments in India. Although the 
depét is working very satisfactorily, I 
am bound to say it is conducted on an 
entirely false and erroneous principle. 
At Canterbury we constantly enlist for 
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the regiments in India men of the age 
of eighteen. By the rules they 


cannot be sent out until they are 
twenty, and therefore a considerable 
number of these recruits are obliged to 
be kept a year longer than isnecessary in 
training at the depét, the cost being 
thus doubled. You have sixteen avail- 
able Cavalry regiments at home, and 
you require every year about eight 
hundred recruits for India. My pro- 
sal would be to take these eight 
undred men, and give to the sixteen 
Cavalry regiments at home fifty men 
extra each, on the condition that each 
of these regiments should find twenty 
trained men of not less than three 
years’ service to send out to the Cavalry 
regiments in India. As I desire to 
confine myself to the recruiting ques- 
tion, I shall not enter into other points 
beyond one to which I must refer 
namely, the little encouragement given 
by the Committee to non-commissioned 
officers. Why they left them in the 
cold shade I do not know—nothing 
would tend more to encourage the re- 
cruiting than good civilian places found 
for non-commissioned officers after they 
have obtained their discharge. What, 
however, we mainly want is more en- 
couragement to parents to send their 
sons into the Army. Commissions are 
of no use as ds recruiting; the 
men who get them have left home too 
long and are forgotten. My convic- 
tion is that we should increase the 
pay of non-commissioned officers—the 
corporals should receive two shillings 
and sixpence per day, and sergeants of 
four or five years’ standing four shillings 

r day. When they went home on 
eave, they would be in evidence as 
having done better in the Army than 
if they had stayed in their native 
villages or towns. Then I believe 
there would be such a movement in 
favour of the Army that you would 
never want for the best class of the 
youths of England. 

Mr. SINCLAIR (Falkirk, &.): I 
think the question of recruiting is quite 
as much a civilian as a military ques- 
tion, and it is from that point of view 
that I wish to make a few observations 
to the Committee. In reading what has 
been published on this important sub- 
ject, I have been much struck by the 
waste of life and money that is brought 
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about by the too early utilisation of 
young recruits who were not matured 
when they entered the Army. I donot 
see any reason why recruiting should 
not be commenced at an early age; but 
if this be the practice those who are 
immature when they are enlisted 
should not early be placed on the effec- 
tive staff, and be considered efficient in 
training. I think it would be wise to 
adopt in some form or other the theory 
that length of service in the Army 
should only be counted from the time 
when a man becomes efficient not only 
as regards drill, but efficient also as re- 
gards physical powers. I was very 
much struck by one part of the evidence 
offered, I think, by the Duke of Con- 
naught. His Royal Highness men- 
tioned that in one of the regiments 
sent out to India there were a large 
number of immature youths who almost 
all died within a short period of time. 

Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: No, 
no! I have already referred to the 
matter, and explained that His Royal 
Highness was entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SINCLAIR: I am glad to 
hear that statement, of which I 
was not previously aware. But, quite 
accepting that statement, I wish to 
point out that the evidence is that 
the sending out of immature youths 
is detrimental to their health—that 
disease and death ensue. In the De- 
bates in this House I have heard 
that there is a feeling existing that 
some difficulty with regard to discipline 
in the Army would arise as a result 
of a varying rate of pay to private 
soldiers. I do not, however, think that 
can be considered an insuperable ob- 
stacle. I think that a man who is. 
thoroughly trained and fit for service 
ought to receive a greater acknow- 
ledgment from the country in the way 
of larger pay than those who are not so 
efficient. If, under such circumstances,, 
officers did find difficulty im the main- 
tenance of discipline, I think they 
should be removed and others put in 
their places. In the Navy and in civil 
employment we see different rates of 
remuneration. Yet the discipline is. 
perfect, and surely we car expect 
commanding officers to maintam a 
similar condition of affairs. I think 
something should be done, too, with 
regard to the other grievances. It was 
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stated in the House to-day that 
a large number—I think twenty-five per 
eent.—of men ieft the service dissatis- 
fied with it. If there were reform here, 
public feeling in regard to the Army 
would be improved. As a layman, it 
seemed to me that the remarks of the 
hon. and gallant Member who has just 
sat down (Sir Frederick Fitzwygram 
were most reasonable and sensible. 
do not desire to go further than to say 
that everything possible should be done 
in regard to good food and diminished 
stoppages to make the men thoroughly 
comfortable, in order that the Army 
may become popular. Recruiting 
should be so promoted as to give us 
a force upon which we can rely in any 
case of emergency at home or abroad. 
*CotoneL BI/UNDELL (Lancashire, 
S.W., Ince): I am sure that anyone 
who patiently reads the Reports and 
evidence of Lord Wantage’s Committee 
must appreciate the difficulties to be 
contended against in a voluntary 
service Army, which is obliged to take 
recruits at the nominal age of eighteen, 
and yet is unable to use them for the 
main purposes of the Army—namely, 
to send them to India, until they are 
twenty. I think a great deal of 
the criticism we have heard upon 
the Army of late has not taken 
these enormous difficulties into 
consideration. To my mind, the 
inquiry shows two leading features. 
One is that in 1891, which was a 
prosperous year in trade, and one 
which consequently militated against 
recruiting, our present system gave us 
36,000 recruits. I think that shows 
we ought not to rashly attempt any 
eat change in the terms and con- 
itions of the length of service in this 
country. There is another feature 
which is not so pleasant, and that is 
that roughly speaking one-third of this 
number are what are called “ specials,” 
unable to come up to the low standard 
which we now have in the Army, and 
this shows that for able-bodied youths 
the attractions offered are not sufficient. 
After a perusal of the evidence and the 
Reports, I agree with Sir E. Bulwer 
and those Members of the Committee 
who took the same view, who are 
opposed to- increasing the pay of 
recruits, because, as has been well 
pointed out, the service up to the age 
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of twenty is practically boy service. I 
think, however, that after two years’ 
service, or if sent to India before that 
time, the soldier is entitled to a higher 
rate of pay. With regard to short 
service, I should like to remind the 
House that at the early part of this 
century Prussia was compelled by the 
force of circumstances to adopt this 
system in order that she might be able 
to put a larger force into the field on an 
emergency than the Army which 
treaties permitted her to keep with the 
colours. These Prussian battalions were 
by many regarded as militia, and there 
was great doubt with reference to their 
efficiency, but when the time came to 
try them they were found efficient. 
The system is now acknowledged 
throughout Europe, and you might 
as well disbelieve in the law of 
gravitation as in the necessity for a 
short service Army. The point I 
especially wish to criticise is what 
I call the misapplication of the 
Reserve Force. I believe we have a 
body of Reservists, for their numbers, 
superior to any other country; but 
that by the manner in which it is pro- 
posed to utilise them we shall destroy 
to a large extent their effectiveness. 
The number of Reservists which it is 
proposed shall be poured into the 
battalions, stated as seventy per cent., 
is far too great, and would swamp them 
out of their identity. Experience has 
shown that Reservists rapidly pick u 

drill, but not habits of discipline, Me 
are difficult to control. I would urge 
upon the authorities not to attempt to 
increase the strength of the battalions 
to a field establishment of a thousand 
men unless it can be done properly ; 
but to form any surplus Reservists into 
provisional battalions. With regard to 
paragraph 128 of this Report, I have to 
say that I traverse it completely, and 
assert the opposite. I say that the 
composition of the Prussian battalions 
is far superior to ours. The Prussian 
battalions consist of men of from 
twenty to twenty-six years of age, and 
their Reservists have but just deft the 
colours, whereas our men, far older 
than the men serving, have some of 
them left a long time, and they will 
come back to be under non-com- 
missioned officers who are mere boys 
to them. For an Army to be ¥ 
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useful every battalion should be able 
to take the field on receiving its 
quota of Reservists, in whatever 
‘part of the world it may be. My 
hon. and gallant Friend below the 
Gangway spoke about the Infantry 
soldiers lhsing taught to work at some 
trade. In that I entirely concur with 
him. I know many colonels endeavour 
to give every facility to the men to 
learn a trade, but unless it forms a part 
of their duty nothing will be really 
done inthis direction. Now,Sir,I should 
like to point out to the Committee 
that the potential force for war of this 
country is greater than it was when the 
Iccalisation and short service system 
was introduced. At least fifty thousand 
men pass out of the Army, Militia and 
Volunteers each year. The country 
has no claim upon them ; but in a real 
emergency many would come forward. 
In my opinion we have only to stick to 
our present system and to offer further 
advantages in order to obtain good 
results. I will only say, in conclusion, 
that I am extremely glad this Com- 
mittee has reported, and I feel sure 
that there are a number of minor pro- 
posals in the Report well worthy of the 
attention of the Secretary of State. 
*(6.15.) LiezuTENANT-GENERAL SIR 
HENRY HAVELOCK-ALLAN (Dur- 
ham, S.E.): I do not propose to detain 
the Committee many minutes, because 
the points I wish to touch upon have 
already been very well traversed, and 
also because at an earlier stage of the 
consideration of this Committee’s Re- 
port—as long ago as the month of 
March—I dealt at a considerable 
length with the practical recommenda- 
tions contained in it, and which 
I hope, will be carried out eventually. 
I think it is a happy circum- 
stance that before the end of this 
Parliament the right hon. Gentleman 
who has charge of the War Office will 
have an opportunity of making a state- 
ment which may satisfy the minds of 
the country on the important question 
of a. the lines on which we are 
now p®Wceeding are in the main correct, 
and will give us the force we require, 
or whether they reqyire to be altered. 
Now, Sir, the scope of this Committee 
has been so wide, and the number of 
the subjects touched upon so large, that it 
is impossible to exhaustively discuss the 
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Report in the time at the disposal of the 
Committee. There is, however, a point 
with reference to Lord Roberts which 
I wish to mention; and let me say that 
I hope we shall hear that it was not 
in the slightest degree with the inten- 
tion of depreciating the value of 
evidence coming from so authoritative 
a source that the report drawn up by 
him was not considered by the Com- 
mittee, but that it was because they 
felt adverse to accepting the evidence 
of any individual whom they were 
unable to cross-examine. I hope we 
shall hear some such statement as that 
before the end of this Debate. We are 
undoubtedly on the eve of great 
changes. It is quite possible that 
before several weeks are over many of 
those who have spoken on this subject 
may be debarred, by circumstances 
over which they have no control, from 
speaking again in this House upon this 
question. Therefore I think that an 
authoritative statement from the See- 
retary of State for War—whom I, in 
common with the rest of the 
House, congratulate upon his re- 
storation to health— would be 
valuable at the present juncture. In the 
first place it will indicate that it is from 
no want of will on the part of the 
Government, but only because the 
question has cropped up so late in their 
term of office, that they are not able 
to take action upon the Report of this 
Committee. And, Sir, it is due to 
themselves that some such expression 
of their readiness to carry out the re- 
commendations of this Committee 
should be made, in order that the 
successors of the present Government 
may not have the credit of being alone 
willing to deal with this subject. It 
has been said in some quarters that an 
increase of pay to the soldiers would 
be a desirable thing, but I wish to say 
that I agree with the Committee in 
believing that an increase of pay will 
not bring us out of all our difficulties. 
My opinion is that if we took any such 
step as that we should find ourselves 
three or four years hence in exactly 
our present position, owing to the fact 
that the difficulty we have to deal 
with is not a military one, but 
a difficulty arising entirely out of 
the industrial conditions of the 
country, and any attempt to over- — 
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come it by increasing the pay of 
the Army all round by threepence or 
fourpence a day would be just as futile 
as would be an attempt to stop the 
incoming tide by a mop or abroom. I 
think nothing would be more instruc- 
tive than some Report as to the results 
of recruiting during the past few weeks 
in connection with the great industrial 
conflict which has been going on in the 
North of England. We have had 
ninety thousand men e ed in what 
some people call a strike, and others 
call a lock-out, because they would 
not consent to a reduction in their 
daily rate of wages, which averaged 
four shillings to five shillings a day. 

ing all that time not 100 men 
have enlisted. Looking at the 
matter from another point of 
view, we find that the London 
County Council has arrived at certain 
conclusions which will practically 
ensure that the daily wage of all those 
classes of workmen who look to the 
County Council as their employer 
will be fixed in future at a rate 
averaging from four shillings to 
five shillings a day. That state 
of things will continue to increase all 
over the country. The wage-earning 
classes will take care to use their vote 
so that their rate of pay will not be 
diminished. Under those circumstances 
how can you expect to deal with a 
difficulty of this sort by increasing the 
soldier's pay threepence or sixpence a 
day? There are, however, some points 
in the Committee’s Report which if 
acted upon may result in increasing the 
number of effective recruits to some 
extent, and I will revert to these 
presently. The reason we cannot 
get men for the Army is because 
the labour market beats us out 
of the field, and those who control 
the labour market—the voters—are 
likely to insist upon being paid four 
shillings or five shillings a day if we 
take them from their industrial pur- 
suits. It is impossible to contemplate 
any such thing being done, and there- 
fore it is important to devise now 
some means by which the working 
classes of the country would 
consent voluntarily to a certain 
amount of military training being 
given to their boys before they 
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productive labour market. By that 
means alonecan this difficulty be solved. 
Now, I think this House made a great 
mistake when it granted free elementary 
and technical education without taking 
some equivalent. Within five years 
these two will cost the State 
five millions a year and because 
we have not devised some system 
palatable to the public we do 
not derive any return for that outlay 
as we might have done. Let the 
House just think what advantage it 
would be to the country if we had 
some such system for training boys at 
school as that to which I have alluded. 
That it is a workable system is 
shewn by the fact, as anyone can see 
year after year at Aldershot, that we 
have 2,500 youths who go to our great 
Public Schools voluntarily undertaking 
exactly the same training and becoming 
as effective soldiers as our Volunteers. 
For instance, on one day during the last 
three years General Sir Evelyn Wood 
at Aldershot has had a battalion from 
the Public Schools numbering nearly 
two thousand rank and file between the 
ages of sixteen and nineteen. These 
youths have submitted voluntarily 
to training, and at the age of nineteen 
when fully trained they are as effective 
soldiers, except for physical growth, as 
any we have inthe Army. Why should 
we not extend that system tothe working 
classes? I am persuaded that in that 
course alone lies the solution of our 
difficulties. It might not only be made 
palatable to the working classes, but, 
in fact, it might be made so pala- 
table that the working classes would 
demand it. If we had some system 
of this kind which does not take 
men away from their occupations, 
which adds to their physical force 
and muscular development, and also 
affords recreation, the result would 
be that in a very short time you would 
have a trained force of something like 
five hundred thousand lads of from 
nineteen to twenty who have not been 
withdrawn from productive labour for 
one single hour, and who would be as 
effective as the Volunteers. Moreover, 
this isa systein which would work to the 
absolute advantage of the —- 
classes, andthey would come to deman 

it, because every lad would learn two 
trades, one for peace time and one for 
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war, without any expense. If you 
had this system, and at the end, 
say, of five years could rely on the 
services of five hundred thousand 
working men a year, what position 
would you be in? Instead of having 
to go to your wits’ end, and to take 
men who are totally immature and try 
by every possible means to make them 
effective soldiers, you would have 
no fewer than from two to two 
and a half millions of trained men in 
your industrial population. On the 
reaking out of war, or the arising 
of any military emergency, you would 
go into the labour market with a 

unty of from twenty to thirty 
guineas for a six months’ enlistment 
only, and you could have the service 
of as many men as you liked, disband- 
ing them again at the end of the cam- 
paign. I do not mean to say that I wish 
the present system abandoned ; but that 
another system must be devised as an 
adjunct to it. That, however, is a 
matter for the future. Those who are 
sitting in this House five years hence 
will see that what I have said is borne 
out as to the impossibility of getting 
men on the present lines. This I 
will say: the reason why I did not 
agree to sit on the Committee, as I was 
invited, was because I was perfectly 
certain that whatever sum of money 
we expend on present lines we shall 
not achieve any great result. It is 
making bricks without straw; it is 
rolling a stone uphill; it is trying to 
make a coat out of cloth not sufficient to 
make a waistcoat. The future military 
development of this country is a sub- 
ject I have beer considering for nearly 
twenty years. The people will not 
tolerate compulsory service or a system 
of conscription of any sort. I will 
now come to what appear to me the 
practical steps which should be taken 
on the Report of Lord Wantage’s 
Committee ; and on this subject I hope 
we shall have some assurance from the 
Secretary for War (Mr. E. Stanhope) 
that those steps, which can easily be 
taken and will not cost much, will be 
initiated or put in the way of initiation 
before he leaves Office. One point 
most important to me is the equali- 
sation of the number of battalions 
at home and abroad. This is, part 


of the short service system which 
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was initiated in 1873. We have 
been departing wider and wider from 
it day by day, until we are at t 
landed in a state of things which gives 
us seventy-six battalions abroad and 
only sixty-five at home. The number 
should be equalised. That is the main 
reason why there have been faults in 
our short service system. It was in- 
tended that it should be carried out 
on a basis of equality; but we departed 
from it in 1874, and we have never got 
back again. That is the reason why we 
have had all this wretched struggle to 
get drafts. We ought to increase the 
number of battalions at home by at 
least ten. If there were two battalions 
of Guards, so much the better; but 
there should be at least eight more 
other battalions added to the home 
strength. There should be more 
men at home than abroad, and 
then you would no longer have 
your present strain. The next point 
in importance is how much in- 
creased pay should be given, and under 
what circumstances? I entirely agree 
with what was said by my hon. Friend 
behind me who spoke just now. If 
you are going to increase the pay of 
the whole Army indiscriminately by 
threepence or sixpence a day, you 
are throwing your money into the 
ditch. We get every year a vast 
number of immature and _ feeble 
boys, who may be classed under two 
heads: those who will eventually make 
effective soldiers, and those who never 
will make effective soldiers. You do 
not want to attract any more of these 
people. If you offer more money all 
round you will only get more of the 
same miserable class who are unfit. 
properly to represent their country 
under arms. You ought not to increase 
the pay of the men when they first 
enlist; let it remain as it is; practically 
eightpence halfpenny a day. When 
the man has been with the colours, say 
for five months, and is pronounced 
physically efficient and fit for foreign 
service all the world over, you 
might increase the to one 
shilling a day. If not, keep him 
at the diminished rate for twelve 
months, and then if he is not efficient 
send him about his business. Any ex- 
penditure of money without making 
that distinction will be totally wasted, 
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and the responsibility for it never 

ht to be accepted by any Secretary 
of Btate for War. Then, I think, we 
ought to do away with all sto ’ 
The Secre of State has 
announced his approval of a free kit, 
and that the white clothing for India 
is also to be free. That has been a 
real grievance with our soldiers, and 
in the case of the Indian soldier very 
frequently caused the first rankling 
which subsequently makes him a dis- 
satisfied man. Then with respect to 
the Reserve, I think the claims of 
these 78,000 men should be considered. 
I see no reason why such of them as 
like should not be allowed to rejoin the 
Service. There is no doubt it would 
cost something, but I think it would be 
money well spent. There are a certain 
number of men who are fit.for nothing 
but service in the ranks, and when 
they leave the Army and fail to obtain 
employment they merely go about the 
country giving the Service a bad name. 
If you would ailow them to rejoin without 
making them refund their deferred pay 
you would remove a grievance and a 
danger. A few years ago you could 
not have afforded to let them leave the 
Reserve, but that is now at its full 
strength, and with the Militia you 
have a total Reserve of over 109,000 
men; and I think the time has come 
when you might allow these men to go 
back into the ranks, which is the only 
occupation for which they are fitted. 
Then it is certain that more ought to be 
done in the way of finding employment 
for Reserve men. In 1876 I initiated the 
appointment of a Committee, which was 
presided over by the right hon. Mem- 
ber for South Edinburgh (Mr. Childers), 
who subsequently became Secretary of 
State for War. We took a great 
mass of evidence, running I believe 
to about six hundred pages, on this 
subject, and I did hope when he be- 
came Secretary for War that something 
would be done. I do not wish to make 
any breach of confidence, but when I left 
the House to command a brigade I had 
from the right hon. Gentleman a sort of 
promise that he would do what in him 
lay to secure employment for the 
Reserve men. But nothing was done. 
The vested interests of the Civil De- 
partments were too strong for the right 
hon. Gentleman, and it was not until 
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the present Postmaster General (Sir 
James Fergusson) took up the subject a 
few months ago that any substantial 
advance was made. Itis not necessary 


y | for me to press the importance of this 


subject on the Secretary for War, 
but I think he ought to put his foot 
down, and, as in the case of the 
Post Office, make it a sine qua non 
with all railway companies which 
come to us for licences that they should 
find employment for a certain number 
of men from the Reserve. If that 
were done we should be able in case of 
emergency to call in a large number of 
trained men, and at the same time we 
should remove a very serious and real 
grievance. I do not wish to be con- 
sidered a prophet of evil, but I do say 
that if we continue on our present 
lines we shall be no better off ten 
years hence than we are now. If 
we tinker along as at present we 
shall be no further advanced. I hope 
this subject will receive the considera- 
tion of the Secretary for War. If he 
succeeds in solving this difficulty he 
will have added to that reputation 
which he thoroughly deserves, and 
will have introduced order, improve- 
ment, reform, and development into- 
our military system. 

*(6.45.) Cotonen SANDYS (Lan- 
cashire, 8.W., Bootle): In considering 
this question of recruiting it is impor- 
tant that we should know what is really 
wanted in the British Army. We 
ought to know what the Army is. 
expected to do, what numbers are 
required to carry out the desired 
objects, and how the relative proportion. 
of the three arms of which the Army is 
composed will be affected. When 
these points have been considered by a 
competent authority and a definite 
declaration has been made, we shall be 
in a position to make up our minds 
what the needs of the Army really are. 
Coming to the question of recruiting, I 
would ask what are the reasons which 
prevent young men from entering the 
Army? One reason is the frequent. 
changes of condition which affect the 
young men who have joined. These 
young men go back to the villages and 
tell their companions that the con- 
ditions in the Army are unsettled, that 
they have nothing to look forward to, 
and that after a few years’ service they 
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‘would be turned adrift and would find | 


@ difficulty in obtaining employment. 
Now, the hon. and gallant Baronet who 
has just sat down (Sir Henry Havelock- 
Allan) to a certain extent went over 
ground that I intended to take 
when he referred to the training of 
youths in order to fit them to take a 
place in the ranks at a subsequent 
period of their career. The weak 
point in that argument is that, 
having partly trained your youth 
and fitted him to some extent for a 
military career, there is no provision 
for getting him into the ranks. But 
I recollect that the other day a ques- 
tion was put as to whether a boy of 
fifteen ied been enlisted in the Guards. 
I forget what the answer was, but I 
should be quite prepared to see boys of 
fifteen in the Army. I would even 
bring down the age to fourteen, and 
enlist a considerable number at that 
age and attach them to each regiment. 
I was very much impressed during the 
review at Portsmouth with the manner 
in which the Naval Brigade maneuvred 
as battalions on shore, and I said to 
the commanding officer, “‘ How do you 
‘get these men so well drilled?” His 
reply was, ‘‘ We enlist them young and 
train them ourselves ; and if we could 
get the House of Commons to allow us 
to enlist more of them we could 
do more than we do at present.” 
Now I want to see that system applied 
to the Army. I should like to see 
companies of, say, one hundred boys 
attached to each Line battalion. Let 
them serve there as boys till they are 
eighteen, and then, if they are physic- 
ally fit and favourably reported on by 
the commanding officer they would 
naturally take to the Service as a 
career. And let there be something 
‘for them to look forward to at the end 
of their service, in the way of either 
pension or employment, and then 
i feel sure that, to a large extent, 
you will fill up the gaps in your re- 
eruiting. But if these boys are to be 
properly trained they must be trained 
in _the battalions to which they 
are to belong. They would not 
be attracted solely by the pay. The 
question is not entirely one of money ; 
there is a sort of military feeling 
whieh attracts young men and boys 
into the Army, and the only thing 
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which deters them from entering in 
much larger numbers is the frequent 
statement by people whom they regard 
as having authority that there is not 
a living to be made in the Army, and 
that at the conclusion of their service 
they will be turned adrift into civil 
lifé without provision. These are 
points which we ought to consider, 
and I must say that I am not in 
favour of deferred pay in the way 
it is now given. I think we might 
expend it more advantageously in 
giving one penny or twopence more a 
day at the end of a soldier’s service, 
or in giving better rations for the time 
he is actually serving. The deferred 

y, given as it now is in a lump sum, 
is often wasted. I am strongly in 
favour of the regimental system, and 
should like to see it strengthened and 
not weakened. The British Army 
prospered under that system, and was 
the admiration of military men of 
every country. In connection with 
this matter I consider that the system 
of administration in the British Army 
should be to accept the battalion as 
the tactical unit. I do not like the 
system of linking the battalions, for 
you cannot tell how many battalions 
you may require to send abroad, and 
the depdts should feed the battalion 
that is abroad, or even both battalions, 
and ought to be realities and 
made more of than now. I hope, 
too, that some day the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. E. Stanhope) may see his 
way to gratify the wishes of both 
officers and men, and give us back the 
old regimental numbers. 

(6.55.) Mason GENERAL GOLDS- 
WORTHY (Hammersmith): I may say 
that I agree generally with what has 
fallen from most of the speakers who 
have preceded me in this discussion, and 
I cheerfully admit all that the present 
Secretary of State for War has done 
for the Army. We all regret that he 
should have been compelled to goaway 
for the benefit of his health, and I think 
that some of the weight of this most 
wearing Department of the Government 
should be taken from his shoulders and 
thrown on the shoulders of the Cabinet. 
I hope the Government will take up 
the question of Army organisation. 
Ever since I have been in this House I 
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have urged upon the Seeretary for War 
and on the authorities the necessity 


of doing something to remedy the un- 
satisfactory state of the Army, which 
is not due to the faulty administration 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but to the 
heritage of difficulties to which the 
Government succeeded. I hope this 
matter will receive early attention, 
and whatever is the result of the 
General Election—I hope the present 
Government may come in with a large 
majority-—the Government of the day 
should make up its mind at once what 
is tobe done, and the experience of the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. E. Stan- 
hope) will be very vaiuable to whatever 
Government is in Office. But there 
are some recommendations of Lord 
Wantage’s Committee which the Go- 
vernment can at once adopt, and 
grievances which they can remove, 
and I believe the moment the Secre- 
tary of State for War got that Report 
he set to work to see what he could do, 
and I hope to-night we shal! hear what 
he is prepared to do. But this is a 
large question, and one which does not 
rest solely with the War Office, but 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has told us on several occasions that 
he will sit every night on the box 
which holds the money, but I think at 
times he may sit too tightly. It does 
not matter whether you have long ser- 
vice or short; but whatever you have 
you must follow it out to its logical 
conclusion, and give the officers the 
opportunity of commanding their men. 
It is no use sending officers into the 
field with strong battalions when they 
have only practised with weak ones. 
It is no use sending officers into the 
field with men they do not know, nor 
sending men into the field with officers 
they do not know. I do not think 
sufficient attention has been given to 
the Militia, who are the backbone of 
the country, and should not be 
neglected even for the sake of that 
valuable body—the Volunteers. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
(Sir Henry Havelock-Allan) spoke of 
drilling in the large schools, and I was 
told by the master of one of the large 
Board schools that the drill was a direct 
advantage to the boysin their education. 
In that way they are brought under 
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discipline, and the fault of the present 
age is want of discipline. I hope the 
Secretary of State will take up this 
matter and find instructors for the 
schools, who will see that the in- 
struction is carried out. The worki 
man of this couatry is a patriot, an 
takes as much interest in the honour 
of the country as any Member of this 
House, and he would nct grudge the 
cost so far as he and his children are 
concerned. The present Secretary of 
State for War has done as much as 
any Secretary could have done in the 
time to carry out the reforms necessary 
so that we may have an efficient Army. 
The questior is not one of the Party in 
power, and I should support any Party 
in promoting measures for the good of 
the Army. 

(7.2) Coronet NOLAN (Galway, 
N.): The hon. and gallant Member 
said that it would be extremely useful 
if boys were trained in drill at school, 
but I think that is a question for the 
future when standing armies are 
abolished, and all citizens are trained 
so as practically to be a voluntary 
standing army. The question at 
present is that of the position of the 
soldier. Every speaker has deplored 
the failure of recruiting, and on looking 
at the Returns we find that nearly all 
the recruits are lads of eighteen or 
nineteen. I hope this will go on from 
bad to worse until the country is com- 
pelled to do something to remedy it. 
The hon. Baronet said it was no use 
increasing the pay, but I think if you 
increased it appreciably there would also 
be an appreciable increase in the age of 
the recruits and their number. It was 
said that the pay of the soldier is worse 
than that of an ordinary labouring man 
—the labourer can strike, but the 
soldier cannot. In the case of the 
County Council employees they have 
votes, but the soldier has no vote, and 
he is at our mercy, and we take 
advantage of that fact. We tella man 
he must enlist at eighteen, and the 
result is perjury with regard to the age 
of the recruits, and the War Office and 
the Secretary of State and a large 
number of people are consenting parties 
to the fraud, if fraud it can be called. 
The soldier is frightfully underpaid, 
and has no particular prospect before 
him. The hon. Baronet took the case 
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of the non-commissioned officers, but 
only one in five can be a non-commis- 
sioned officer, and the others only 
get about half the pay of the 
working pase that is most 
unfair. men are under a 
strict Mutiny Act and cannot strike, 
but when they get into the Reserve 
they warn other men not to join, and 
I think they ought to do so. I will 
stick to that view while the soldier is 
treated in the shameful manner in 
which he is treated. The Royal Com- 
mission said that the soldier was 
underpaid, and recommended a great 
many changes, but they are a little too 
complicated ; the question of adding 
five battalions to the Army is mixed up 
with the question of pay, and the two 
things have nothing whatever to do 
with each other. A month ago the 
War Office issued a Paper which threw 
a cloud over the whole question, and 
‘suggested fron three millions to one 
and a half millions as the cost of in- 
creasing the pay. The cost of increas- 
ing the pay would be about £480,000 
or £600,000, and that would put the 
soldier in such a position that the re- 
ecruiting sergeant would get a far 
greater number of recruits. If you can 
get boys of seventeen or eighteen at 
the present pay, why should you pay 
them more? but I think it is unfair to 
make them engage to keep that rate of 
pay for a number of years. It would 
‘be fair to employ the boy for a year or 
‘two at the present pay, which is 
enough for him, but it is not enough 
‘for a man of twenty. I have looked at 
the Returns, and I do not think there 
are more than 80,000 men over twenty. 
‘To give them an increase of fourpence 
a day would cost £480,000. Of course, 
the number of men over twenty would 
‘increase in time, and the sum neces- 
sary would amount probably to 
£600,000 ; but for that sum you would 
have a thoroughly efficient and con- 
‘tented Army. That additional sum 
would be sufficient to prevent them 
‘being ashamed of ‘their poverty when 
mixing with civilians. The deferred 
pay would be admirable if all soldiers 
were industrious and had sufficient 
knowledg: io invest it in a profitable 
business >» leaving the Army ; but how 
many so ‘tiers can be called indus- 
rtrious men? On the whole, therefore, 
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I do not think the deferred pay is very 
much use. It is desirable that the 
soldier should save his pay, and some 
of them do; but, on the whole, the 
evidence is against the deferred pay. 
In Russia, France, Spain, or any other 
country they will not enlist men under 
twenty. Men before that age cannot 
be sent on a campaign abroad, and it 
is waste of money getting them before 
that age. As to the suggestion that 
there should be one hundred cadets 
attached to each battalion, I think it 
would throw a very serious responsi- 
bility on the officers unless the lads’ 
parents werein the regiment. If their 
fathers were in the regiment it would 
be a good thing for the boys. Other- 
wise they ought to be thoroughly 
separated from the men, and that 
would be extremely expensive, though 
they would, doubtless, then be better 
soldiers at the age of twenty or twenty- 
one. There would be a_ certain 
expense in paying off the deferred pay 
at once, but it would not be a loss to 
the country, as it has to be paid off 
some time, and on the eve ora General 
Election it is a toss-up which Party 
would have to pay it. The origin of 
deferred pay was that Mr. Hardy, who 
was animated by the most excellent 
sentiments towards the private soldier, 
wanted to do something for him with- 
out troubling the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. By means of deferred pay 
he was able to increase the pay of the 
soldier without any immediate charge 
on the Exchequer, as the cost only 
became appreciable in the fourth year. 
It was a very good system from that 
point of view, and so I said in 1877. 
We are not getting the right class of 
soldier now, and there is a unique 
opportunity of doing something to 
enable us to get a better class of men, 
and it is a toss-up which Party will 
have to bear the expense if it should be 
decided upon. I think the ordinary 
elector would be rather glad that the 
private soldier was going to be treated 
a little better, and I hope the Govern- 
ment will make some satisfactory 
announcement on the matter. 

*(7.25.) Tae SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. E. Stannore, 
Lincolnshire, Horncastle) : I can assure 
the Committee there is no one in this 
House more anxious than I have been 
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to discuss the questions arising on the 
rt of the Committee, or other 
questions respecting the organisation 
of the Army, about which a 
deal has been written in the 
public newspapers during the past few 
weeks. But any approach to this 
subject must now be under somewhat 
unfavourable circumstances ; everybody 
is thinking of something else. I con- 
fess, if I were able to make any great 
announcement on the subject and to 
declare the policy of the Government 
on all the points that have been raised 
just on the eve of a General Election, 
without actually making proposals to 
Parliament for carrying out those 
proposals myself, I should not be acting 
entirely justly, may be towards myself 
or to those who may succeed me in 
the office [hold. But:I should like-to 
allude to-night, at any rate, to a good 
many of the subjects that have been 
referred to. I have not had the oppor- 
tunity yet of fully consulting my 
colleagues upon the larger questions 
raised in this discussion; on these, 
therefore, I do not propose to say 
anything to-night, but there are 
others on which I will say something. 
I have personally examined all these 
questions for myself since this Report 
was presented. I have discussed 
every one of them at my War Office 
Council with those whose duty it is to 
advise me on such matters, and I, 
therefore, very much regret that I have 
not had the opportunity of bringing the 
conclusions at which I have arrived 
before my colleagues for their conside- 
ration. At the same, time I am bound 
to say that some little delay in the 
matter is not altogether without its 
advantages, because every day seems 
to add to the suggestions made, so that, 
at any rate, whoever has to come to a 
final decision on all these great ques- 
tions will have the great advantage of 
receiving every possible assistance and 
suggestion. I confess that I have re- 
ceived very little assistance, as regards 
the particular subject which I referred 
to the Committee, from the Report of 
that Committee, and I am sorry to sa 
there is also a particular disadvantage 
in the manner in which the Report is 
framed. It has _ werner to 
very grave misapprehensions. The first 
is that a sort of idea has got abroad that 
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there is a grave difference of opinion on 
matters of military organisation be- 
tween the Civil and Military Authori- 
ties at the War Office. I assure the 
Committee that is not the case. It has 
been my duty during the past year to 
make, I am afraid, speeches of very 
great length on the subject of military 
organisation, but on all those occasions 
I am happy to be able to think I have 
carried with me not only the opinion of 
my civil colleagues, but the general 
opinion of those principal military 
authorities to whom I look in such 
a matter as this. The second matter 
of misapprehension is this. It is 
assumed—and a particular paragraph 
in the Report, which I think is most 
misleading, has undoubtedly lent colour 
to the assumption—that the military 
authorities condemn the present system 
on which our Army organisation is 
based. There, again, I can assure the 
Committee that is not the case. The 
chief military authorities in this 
country do not condemn the present 
system on which our Army in this 
country is based. The organisation is 
one which they are prepared to defend, 
although they also have most rightly 
endeavoured to bring to my notice 
various respects in which that organi- 
sation may be improved. If I may take 
a typical instance, I will take the case 
of an officer who has sometimes been 
supposed to be acting on dif- 
ferent lines to myself, and who is no 
longer connected with the War Ojjtice. 
Lord Wolseley has written me a letter 
on this subject. Of course Lord 
Wolseley, more than anyone else, has 
done his best to- improve the organisa- 
tion of the Army,‘and has made most 
valuable contributions lately and 
previously towards that end. This is 
what he says with regard toour existing 
military organisation— 

“Of this there can be no doubt, that, since 
the Peninsular War, we have never had so 
strong or so efficient an Army. Looking at it 
as a military machine, it has never before been 
so fit for quick conversion into a fighting 
Army in the field; and never before has the 
country been in a better position to resist 


Y | invasion.” 


I think now, when we are hearing such 
gloomy descriptions of the condition of 
the Army, that statement by one of the 
most distinguished officers in the Army 
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is one which the Committee, at any 
rate, will be glad to hear. Now, there 
are two very large questions raised by 
the recommendations of Lord Wan- 
tage’s Committee, to which I wish to 
refer for a moment, though I am not 
prepared to pronounce any definite or 
strong opinion upon them. The first 
question relates to the terms of service. 
Nobody, I think, who has read the 
evidence or who has read the large 
correspondence to which that evidence 
has given rise can doubt that there is 
no subject in the world which gives 
rise to greater diversity of opinion than 
the question of the proper term of 
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service for which a soldier ought 
to be enlisted; because none 
of all the great men _ whose 


names have been quoted to-day, and 
who gave evidence before the Com- 
mittee, agree actually as to the best 
term of service to be adopted. I am 
only too glad to have the opportunity 
of informing myself, and also of giving 
information to my colleagues, as to the 
opinions held by all these great soldiers, 
in order that when the time arrives to 
come to a decision upon it we may feel 
sure that we have heard everything 
that has been already said upon one 
side and upon.the other. I very much 
regret for my own part that the Com- 
mittee presided over by Lord Wantage 
did not print the Paper of Lord Roberts 
which was sent in to them for their 
perusal. They did not do so, no doubt, 
for the best possible motives, because 
they thought that no Paper of which 
they had not the opportunity of cross- 
examining the writer ought to be pro- 
duced amongst the evidence. For my 
part, I should be only too glad that 
Lord Roberts’s opinion, like the opinion 
of every other officer of distinction, 
should be heard before we arrive at a 
conclusion upon the matter. That 
Lord Roberts’s opinion is fortunately 
very well known appears to me 
to be pretty well indicated by 
what hon. Members have said to-day. 
If it should not prove to be, I shall 
only be too glad to present to the 
House and the country, if desired, such 
a statement as Will enable them to 
understand what it is Lord Roberts 
desires. But I confess I should like to 
say this with regard to Lord Roberts's 
opinion upon the question of. recruit- 
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ing. Nobody will accuse me of dis- 
paraging in the smallest degree the 
opinion of Lord Roberts. Not long 
ago, when a vacancy occurred in the 
highest position in the War Office 
under the Commander-in-Chief-—that 
of the Adjutant General—if there had 
not been a necessity for Lord Roberts 
to continue his very valuable services 
in India I should have been extremely 
glad to have seen Lord Roberts placed 
in the position of Adjutant General. 
Therefore, the Committee will see at 
once that nobody values more than I 
do the opinion of Lord Roberts upon 
almost every question connected with 
the Army and Army organisation ; but 
if there is one subject above all others 
on which Lord Roberts's opinion is 
least valuable it is the condition of the 
labour market in this country, and the 
principles upon which we ought to 
base our recruiting. Therefore, I am 
bound to say that, while I attach 
enormous importance to any opinion 
he may form on this subject, we must 
remember that his absences in India, 
where he has rendered great service to 
his country, does not enable him to 
enter upon the full consideration of 
this particular subject which is now 
before the Committee. There is 
another great question of very grave 
importance, and that is the emoluments 
of the soldier; and, therefore, I think 
everybody will agree that it must be 
treated asa whole. You cannot nibble 
at it; you cannot give him an increase 
to-day and another to-morrow. If you 
touch the pay of the soldier at all you 
ought to touch it comprehensively ; and 
you are bound to settle the question 
for a considerable time to come, 
because you run the risk of dis- 
contenting the soldier by constant 
changes in the forms of payment which 
may not in the future afford him the 
satisfaction you desire to afford him. 
Therefore, I am very loth indeed to 
commit myself to any very strong 
opinion upon the general subject of the 
condition of the soldier, with regard to 
emoluments, without feeling sure that 
I am presenting to the Committee and 


to the country a general, full state- 
ment of the case. ow, it is _— 
clear that it is a question which is 


of difficulties. Take the first —_ 
which we have heard a good dis- 
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eussed to-night—the question of 
deferred pay. One very curious result 
has come out of the inquiry, and it is 
this—that while the greater number of 
officers are upon the whole opposed to 
deferred pay, the evidence shows that 
almost the private soldiers are in 
favour of deferred pay. Now, that is 
a fact which may be interpreted in one 
way or another; but it is a very im- 
portant element in the consideration 
of the subject, and proves that it is one 
of very great difficulty for us to decide. 
I may tell the Committee another fact 
which, I think, will strike them as 
illustrating the great difficulty of the 

blem. The Adjutant General, Sir 
Savers Buller, gave evidence before 
the Committee on the subject of 
deferred pay, and he expressed an 
opinion adverse to deferred pay. 
After having read the evidence and 
examined all that has been said 
on the two sides of the qnestion, 
he is completely converted to an 
opposite conclusion; and now he is 
strongly in favour of the retention of 
deferred pay. Therefore the Com- 
mittee wiil see that this is not a ques- 
tion to be decided easily or in a 
hurry. For my part, although I have 
myself a strong opinion upon the sub- 
ject, and at the proper time shall be 
pre to communicate it to the 
Committee, I think I am entitled to 
say to the Committee that, looking at 
the gravity of the question, I do not pro- 
pose to state my opinion till the general 
question of the emoluments of the 
soldier as a whole is brought before 
this House for discussion. But I do 
not think I can let the question of the 
actual pay of the soldier pass by with- 
out a word, because, of course, the sort 
of recommendation made by a Com- 
mittee like that of Lord Wantage’s, and 
the endorsement given to it by some 
high authorities, may naturally lead 
people in the Army to anticipate that 
they are going to get the privileges 
which Lord Wantage’s Committee has 
suggested that they should have. I 
have examined very closely for myself 
the question whether or not this in- 
crease of pay proposed by Lord 
Wantage’s Committee would have the 
effect which they anticipate of en- 

ing us to get older and better 
men the Service, That there are 
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other points of view is undoubted. 


Whether we could not by some 
re-adjustment of pay get rid of that 
difficulty which is alleged in many 


parts of the evidence, and which we 
all know perfectly well exists—whether 
or not the soldier is at all misled by 
the deductions which are made from 
his pay, and about which some people 
say he has no opportunity of knowing 
before he joins the Service. That is a 
totally different question; and it may 
be desirable to examine the soldier's 
pay from that point of view, to see 
whether by some readjustment we 
may not get rid of such a grievance. 
But I now look at the question of in- 
crease of pay from the point of view only 
of whether you are likely to get better 
men for the purposes of the Army by 
increasing their pay, as Lord Wan- 
tage’s Committee proposes. I have come 
to a very strong a that increase of 
y would be absolutely and entirely use- 
ess for that purpose ; and I may say 
also that in that opinion I am fortified 
by the entirely unanimous opinion of 
all my military advisers, who tell me 
that they entirely share that opinion, 
and they think that if the Government 
were actually to pose that increase 
of pay very probably the money would 
be altogether thrown away, and for the 
purpose for which it was’ proposed by 
Lord Wantage's Committee it would in 
their opinion be absolutely useless. 
There are two other questions relating 
to the soldier to which I will just allude 
in passing, though I am not able to-da 
to make any specific proposals wit 
regard to ” scan: ne of them 
is the question of clothings I have 
long em scheme ready with regard 
to that subject, but many difficulties 
have occasioned delay in submitting 
the proposals. One of these difficulties, 
as the Committee may naturally an- 
ticipate, is the fact that we have not yet 
decided what is to be done as regards 
deferred pay. Some might say they 
do not see the connection between the 
two subjects, but the two things hang 
together very closely ; and therefore: it 
is desirable we should not pronounce 
the views we entertain with regard to: 
improvement in the clothing of the 
soldier until we are able to decide also 
some other questions concerning him. 
Then there is the question also of the 
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non-commissioned officers. There is 
nothing more gratifying to me since I 
have had an opportunity of examining 
this question very closely than the con- 
clusion at which I have been able to 
arrive with regard, at any rate, to the 
superior class of non-commissioned 
officers. I do not think there is a 
shadow of a doubt that, as regards the 
sergeants and superior non-commis- 
sioned officers, we in this country are 
in an infinitely better position than 
France or Germany or any other foreign 
country. There is no doubt that even 
with our short service system, and 
even with all the difficulties that are 
alleged as standing in the way, I donot 
think there can be a shadow of a doubt 
as regards the superior non-commis- 
sioned officers that we are very much 
better off in every respect than 
those foreign. countries I have 
mentioned. Our difficulty begins a 
little lowerdown; our difficulty is rather 
with regard to the lower class of non- 
commissioned officers. I believe there 
can be no doubt that there is a difficulty 
felt in many regiments in this country 
in inducing menito take stripes, because 
of the conditions which at present 
attach to the taking of stripes in the 
first instance. I think there is % great 
deal to be said for that argument, and I 
confess I am inclined to look very 
favourably on treating non-commis- 
sioned officers in the earlier stages 
more favourably than they have 
hitherto been treated, because I 
believe in that way we should hold out 
greater inducements to private soldiers 
to become non-commissioned officers,and 
by that means we are likely to greatly 
steady and improve the condition of 
our regiments. Turning from the larger 
questions to which I have alluded, I 
want to come to two or three separate 
questions, as to which I think, gene- 
rally speaking, we are practically 
unanimous—at any rate those who 
have recently been inquiring into the 
matter, and Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee are practically unanimous—and 
which appear to me also to be some- 
what more urgent even than the 
uestions which I have already been 
iscussing. Now, the first is this: 
It has been alleged that we have not 
properly carried out the short service 
system as it was established by Lord 
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tained the proper proportion between 
the regiments at home and the regi- 
ments abroad. That, no doubt, is per- 
fectly true. From the very beginning, 
certainly from the next year or two 
after the establishment of the system, 
there arose a disproportion between 
the regiments at home and the reg- 
ments abroad, and it has never been 
remedied up to the present time. On 
the other hand, every Secretary of 
State of recent times—certainly the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman) will bear me 
out—has endeavoured to deal with 
the matter not by increasing the 
number of cadres of the regiments, but 
by adding to the number in each 
battalion. Lord Cardwell began with 
a very small battalion. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South 
Edinburgh (Mr.Childers) got down tothe 
lowest established battalion—namely, 
450. Since that time the numbers have 
gradually increased, until the battalion 
which at one time was ruaintained 
at 450 is now maintained at 720, 
thus obviously enormously increasing 
the power of the battalion to do its 
duty as regards the supply of drafts 
for the big battalions abroad. But I am 
perfectly prepared to admit that the 
principle of endeavouring to the utmost 
of our power to equalise a good deal 
more, at any rate, than they are 
equalised at the present moment the 
battalions at home and the battalions 
abroad is a perfectly sound one. Of 
course, it is also perfectly obvious that 
with the best intention in the world 
suppose you equalise them to-morrow, 
some special circumstances or some 
sudden emergency abroad might lead 
immediately to a demand for some 
battalion to be sent abroad that would 
throw your system again into difficulty. 
But I admit that your principle 
is a sound one, and towards the 
establishment of that principle, so 
far as we are able, we ought to ap- 
proach the consideration of it from @ 
favourable point of view. For my part, 
I am prepared to do my best ; and now 
at this present moment I am taking 
steps which will have the effect of 
largely diminishing the disproportion 
between the battalions abroad and the 
battalions at home, and tend largely to 
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diminish the difficulty arising from the 
existing state of things. The second 
uestion, for which I would like to ask 
the attention of the Committee for afew 
moments, is the question of recruiting. 
I am bound to say that the evidence 
taken before Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee makes it clear to me that the 
system of recruiting that has been 
pursued for years past has been in many 
respects unsound. I am not going to 
defend that system for a moment. I 
think it has not been conducted on the 
best and most satisfactory principle. 
In the first place, there was no sufficient 
inspection of the agents appointed to 
carry out the work of recruiting. In 
the next place, there was no sufficient 
flexibility in the methods adopted 
generally for obtaining recruits; and 
no sufficient co-operation between the 
different branches of the War Office— 
‘between those engaged in putting recruits 
into our battalions at home, and those 
engaged in taking them out for the pur- 
ows of furnishing drafts for abroad. 
ese were great evils. We have our- 
selves laid before Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee proposals that were framed for 
the purpose of improving those methods, 
and during the last six months, or year, 
large changes have taken place in our 
methods of recruiting; and I feel 
every confidence that our present In- 
spector General of Recruiting, who, I 
may say, has initiated a good many of 
these changes himself, and who is 
thoroughly imbued with the necessity 
for improving the methods which 
previously existed, will be enabled in 
the course of the next few months to 
do a great deal, even more, towards 
improving our recruiting. We have 
already dealt with the cases where 
officers undoubtedly have failed in 
doing their duty with regard to recruits. 
We have established new agencies in 
the particular places where we will 
have the best chance of obtaining good 
recruits for the Army; and we have 
adopted all sorts of provisional methods 
for the purpose of increasing the popu- 
larity of the Army and attracting 
recruits into our Service. Of course, 
I am, inspite of all that has been done, 
sensible of the difficulties that lie 
before us, and especially of the difficul- 
ties which lie before us for the next 
two years. I do not think I need 
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carefully and elaborately in the Blue 
Book of Lord Wantage’s Committee, 
nor to what is explained in the Report 
of the Committee itself, nor to what is 
explained also in the Report of Sir 
Arthur Haliburton—from all of which 
it will be seen that it is in consequence 
of the measures adopted in the years 
1882, 1883, 1884, and 1885—measures 
of which I am not in the least com- 
plaining for a moment, but measures 
which undoubtedly increase the de- 
mand which we now have to make— 
that we have to ask for a greater 
number of recruits than ever were 
asked for in a single year. We require 
during the present year to obtain no 
less than 40,000, a far larger number 
than we ever obtained under ordinary 
circumstances. No doubt it increases 
our difficulties very largely. That 
state of things will continue over next 
year, and it will then begin gradually to 
diminish until at last I hope we will 
return to the normal state of things. I 
should like also to say that, speaking 
generally, our recruiting at the present 
moment is satisfactory. We have 
during that i of the year which has 
just expired obtained a very large 
number—more, in fact, than we could 
reasonably expect; and, furthermore, 
we have overtaken our deficiencies in 
all directions. At one time every 
year we had some difficulty with regard 
to Cavalry. Iam glad to say that we 
have now a very large number of 
recruits obtained for the Cavalry, and 
I hope we shall have no difficulty in 
obtaining drafts for Cavalry regiments 
in India. I should like also to say, 
with regard to the Guards, that the 
state of things is also satisfactory. 
For some years past, as the Committee 
are aware, there had been a little diffi- 
culty in filling up the ranks of the 
Guards. Now they are more than 
full ; and as one or two comments have 
been made with regard to the class of 
men who have been atttacted into the 
Guards, I should like to say that the 
number of men in any battalion of the 
Guards who are under the recognised 
standard in any respect at the present 
moment is infinitely small. I can give 
the icular figures to the Committee 
if they care to have them; but I 
think they may take it from me gene- 
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rally that in that respect the recruiting 
for the Guards is exceedingly satis- 
factory. Passing from that matter, 
there were two or three questions 
which were addressed to me, to which, 
with the permission of the Committee, 
I wish to give an answer. My right 
hon. and gallant Friend (Sir Walter 
Barttelot) who opened this Debate put 
to me a question which, of course, is a 
very natural one for him to put. He 
oak “Why do not yqu test your pre- 
parations for mobilisation by calling 
out an Army Corps, showing whether 
your operations are good, and whether 
you can do that which you say 
you are able to do?” I should 
like to point out to my right hon. 
and gallant Friend the difficulties of 
carrying out such a proposal. Nobody 
‘cai more glad than I to do this if 
it could be made practicable. Our first 
difficulty, of course, is the question of 
finance. We all know perfectly well 
that France called out a single Army 
Corps. in peace time. It is the only 
experiment. which has been tried of 
mobilisation in time of peace; but it 
cost France half a million of our 
money. In addition to the estimated 
cost our difficulties are very much 
greater than those arising from mere 
matters of finance. We have no legal 
power to call out the Reserve men 
except in a time of actual emergency. 
We would require to pass a special Act 
of Parliament for the purpose before 
calling them out. Moreover, apart 
from the legal difficulty, we should be 
disturbing these men and dragging 
them from their homes and civil occu- 
pations. Again, we have to rely forour 
horse supply in case of war partly 
upon conscription and partly upon 
other sources of supply, which are 
perfectly well-known to us, and which 
are available at forty-eight hours’ 
notice. If we made use of those means 
of supply for the purpose of an experi- 
mental organisation of an Army Corps, 
of course we should have to pay large 
sums of money to compensate the 
owners of the horses, which would 
entail a very large expenditure of 
public money, and I doubt very much 
whether that expenditure of public 
money would be justified by the result 
that would be obtained. fie bound 


to say,. however, that it would be very 
Mr. E. Stanhope 
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satisfactory if we could obtain that 
ome fe test which my right hon. 

iend has suggested, or any practical 
test that could be made, without’ 
encountering those very grave difticul- 
ties to which I have alluded, and 
I, at any rate; should be exceed- 
ingly g to see it carried out. 
Then there was a point raised by my 
right hon. and gallant Friend behind 
me, the Member for South West Lan- 
cashire, who spoke of the method by 
which we mobilise regiments for ser- 
vice in time of war. He pointed in 
terms of unfavourable comparison as 
regards our Army to the number of 
Reserve men that would have to be 
taken in time of an emergency from 
this country, contrasted with the num- 
ber that would have to be taken in 
France or in Germany. I do not 
think my hon. and gallant Friend really 
grasped the figures upon this subject, . 
because there can be no doubt, as 
regards that matter at any rate, we are 
very much better off than either France 
or Germany. Supposing we had to 
mobilise one of our normal battalions 
for war, the state of things would 
be this—I am obliged, of course, 
to take an average. I fully admit 
that some battalions. are very much 
below the average—that there are 
some more below it than I should like, 
just as on the other hand there are 
some battalions a good deal above the 
average. But taking a normal average 
battalion, we should only require, to 
complete our battalions and put them 
at full war strength, to add 496 
Reserve men to each, whereas in 
Germany they would have to add 
691, and in France they would have to 
add 694. And it is also fair to point 
out that, whereas the Reserve men who 
would be called out in France or 
Germany would only have had two 
or three years’ service with the 
colours, all our men practically who 
would be called up for a battalion of 
that sort would have had seven years’ 
service with the colours, and would 
have had much more training in their 
duties with the colours than soldiers 
called up from the Reserve in France 
or Germany. 

CotoneL BLUNDELL: One ob- 
jection taken is this: that our men 
would have been so long away from 
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their regiments that there is no 
fair comparison that can be made 
between our service and that of France 
or Germany. In France or Germany 
the medical student, the buddin 
barrister, the tradesman— oul 
and small—are in the ranks. It is these 
who form the steadying element. 
With us it is totally different ; and our 
men of over one and under two years’ 
service cannot be compared with men 
of over one and under two years’ 
service in France or Germany. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: It is very diffi- 
cult, of course, to discuss the question 
without going into the full details of 
the subject. I wanted to point out to 
my hon. and gallant Friend the error 
into which he has undoubtedly fallen. 
With regard to the number of Reserve 
men that would be required, to discuss 
the matter in detail it would be 
necessary to go into a number of other 
subjects. But I am bound to say, how- 
ever, that with the single exception of 
the fact that our Reserve men would 
have been longer away from the colours, 
our Reserve are better than those of 
France or Germany. Our men would 
undoubtedly have been trained for 
seven years with the colours, whereas 
in France or Germany the Reserve 
men would only be trained for 
two or three years with the colours. 
I have touched, I am afraid very 
lightly, upon a great many of the 
subjects which have been raised in 
the course of this Debate, and which 
we included in the recommendations 
of Lord Wantage’s Committee, and I 
submit to the Committee that all that 
I could fairly be asked to deal with in 
the time, I have dealt with. I have 
dealt with all those subjects which are 
of absolute urgency, and which appear 
to me to be subjects that could fairly 
and properly be dealt with at the 
present time. I admit there are other 
questions as to which explanations 
ought to be required from me at no 
distant date, but I think the Committee 
will allow that I am entitled to full 
time to form my opinions on these 
matters, and to consult fully with my 
colleagues before I come to the House 
and state the policy which we desire 
to adopt regarding them. 


{10 June, 1892} 
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(8.3.) Cotonen NOLAN: The Se- 
cretary of State has spoken well, as he 
always does, except upon one point. 
The right hon. Gentleman has not gone 
over the whole subject, stating that 
this is not the proper time ; but months 
ago he Qedaved that when this question 
came up for discussion he would give 
us his views, and this is the first oppor- 
tunity we have had. Meanwhile, he 
declares that his military advisers tell 
him that he will not get any advantage 
out of increased pay. But who are 
these military advisers? Gentlemen 
drawing from six hundred to fifteen 
hundred pounds a year. I do not 
suppose he will deign to take advicé 
from men drawing smaller salaries ; 
and these are the gentlemen who 
object to the soldiers getting more! I 
will do them the justice to say that 
the Secretary of State for War has not 
questioned one of them. He only 
mentioned two officers. One of these 
was General Roberts ; but that gallant 
officer's views are diametrically opposed 
to those of the right hon. Gentleman's. 
It may be said, ‘Oh, but he is only an 
Indian officer,” but with sixty thousand 
men passing through the Indian Army 
every year he has plenty of opportunity 
of finding out what the private soldier 
thinks on this matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman also quoted Lord Wolseley, 
but his opinion applied more to breech- 
loading cannon thanto pay. But I must 
say that, on the point whether we treat 
Tommy Atkins properly, the Secretary 
of State for War has hardly vouchsafed 
a reply, and that, too, on the eve of the 
General Election. 

(8.6.) Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, 
Basingstoke): I regret that the 
one definite announcement made by 
the Secretary of State for War is 
that he does not see his way to 
increase the pay of private soldiers ; 
for if I gather anything at all from 
the Report of the Committee, it is 
that the soldiers are underpaid; and 
although the gallant Member opposite 
(Sir Havelock Allan) said you might 
increase the pay without getting better 
men, I think the reason why you get 
these boys in the Army is that the py 
is too low. That is what we find in 
other matters. In my own district the 
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greatest number of recruits that enter 
the Army are lads—between boys and 
men. hen the lads on the farms 
think they are getting too old for the 
pay of boys, and the farmers refuse to 
pay them more, they enlist because the 
pay is rather better than the pay they 
were getting. Anybody can tell that 
the Army is composed chiefly of boys 
if a visit is paid to Aldershot and the 
regiments there are looked at. I have 
heard a great many complaints that 
these boys when they enlist think they 
are going to get one shilling a day clear 
and their rations, including breakfast, 
dinner, and tea, and that they only get 
their dinner free, having to pay out of 
their shilling for groceries, for their 
breakfast, and tea. These deductions 
bring the pay down to eightpence or 
ninepence a oo. I think that this is 
a great hardship, although, no doubt, 
it would be a very large matter to in- 
crease the Army Estimates by fourpence 
per day a head. I have the authority 
of Sir Evelyn Wood for stating that if 
the Government would provide these 
*‘ groceries” the cost would not be 
fourpence, or even threepence, but only 
twopence per head; and one of the 
best things the Government could do 
would be to give a free breakfast and a 
free tea to the soldiers. There can be 
no doubt that a great many of the men 
are underfed. The lads do not grow 
into great strong men as they would 
with sufficient food. When the ranges 
were made at Bisley Sir Evelyn Wood 
gave the men who made the earth- 
works an extra free luncheon, and the 
consequence was that at the end of the 
time the men developed into great 
healthy strong men. The soldiers also 
complain of other stoppages which 
should not be made. With regard to 
the question of ‘‘ boys”’ in the Army, 
Sir Evelyn Wood in his evidence stated 
that only thirty per cent. of the whole 
troops at Aldershot were equal to 
carrying the service marching order. 
Surely that is a very sad state of things. 
I can only conclude, from reading the 
Report, that the men are undersized— 
mere boys—and that the reason why 
this is the case is that the pay is too 
low. With regard to the deferred 
pay which the Secretary of State for 
War says he is taking into considera- 
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tion, it always seemsto mea very strange 
thing that when you have enlisted 
these boys and turned them into good 
soldiers you should, after seven years, 
instead of trying to induce them to 
stay on in the Army, give them a lump 
sum in order to get rid of them. In 
any civil employment when we have 
good servants we try to induce them to 
stay with us by increasing the pay, and 
we should certainly not give them a 
lump sum to induce them to go. This 
is the principle recognised even with 
regard to War Office clerks, and I would 
suggest that as soldiers stay on their 
pay should be increased. Enlist them 
if you like, as boys, train them in the 
Army,and then gradually increase their 
pay. In that way you will get a good 
Army. It appears to me that there is 
rather a dislike to the Army among a 
great many respectable people in the 
country, and I know from my own 
experience that on one occasion when 
a boy joined the Army his father and 
mother, who were respectable people, 
thought it was a great di and a 
dreadful thing,and they paid ten pounds 
in order to buy the boy’s discharge. I 
think that a great deal of the unpopu- 
larity arises from the practice of soldiers 
in uniform being excluded from places 
of public entertainment, and I am glad 
that a Circular has been recently issued 
about this matter. Instead of the 
Army being a disgrace, I think that 
wearing the Queen’s uniform is an 
honour ; and if soldiers cannot enter 
these places of entertainment free as is 
the case on the Continent, they ought 
on payment to be admitted willingly. 
If the Army were made more popular 
we should have a better class of 
recruits ; but the main point is to take 
away the stoppages in the pay. 

(8.14.) Lorp HENRY BRUCE 
(Wilts, Chippenham): I do not think 
that the Secretary of State for War's 
speech will be at all satisfactory to the 
country. It is not a question whether 
our soldiers should get deferred pa 
or whether our non-commission 
officers are better than the French 
or German ones. It is a question 
whether the whole of the scheme 
organised in 1872 has or has not 
been to a great extent an egregious 
failure. I shall be very glad if 
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-the ex-Secretary of State for War oppo- 
site (Mr. Campbell-Bannerman) on that 
point. It is not a case of running 
atilt against Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee or their Report, for I think 
this country owes a great debt of grati- 
tude to them for their work. We 
well know that Army reform must 
cost money, owing to the state of the 
labour market, but what this country 
wants to know is whether we get our 
money's worth. I am afraid when we 
look into the present system thereis only 
one reply we can give to that question, 
and that is an unsatisfactory one. 
What we want to know is, first, have 
we got an efficient home Army ; 
‘secondly, have we got one Army Corps 
ready to take the field; and, thirdly, 
have we got an efficient Reserve ? 
To these straightforward questions 
only one answer can be given, and 
that is an emphatic “No.” Our short 
service system is based on Continental 
ideas, with conscription as its basis; 
and as this country will not have con- 
scription, short service with us is bound 
ito be a failure. To begin with, the 
French Army never takes a man under 
twenty-one; we very often take boys 
of sixteen and seventeen. That is an 
unsatisfactory way of recruiting. 
Furthermore, our recruiting officer is 
not allowed to go to any depét where 
recruits are, without the distinct 
consent of the Commander-in-Chief at 
the Horse Guards. Is that satis- 
factory? The Secretary of State for 
War, speaking at Hammersmith on the 
short service system, said— 

“It is the fact that in this respect our 
military system corresponds with those of 
France and Germany, and you have got a 
large reserve of highly-trained men.” 

But what did Sir A. Haliburton say in 
his Report? He said this— 

“No doubt it is desirable that Reservists 
should receive some training if it can be done 
without injury to their prospects in the labour 
market.” 

Now I ask, do these considerations 
weigh with France, Austria, Russia, or 
Germany? We well know that they 
do not. To counteract the labour 
market you must, therefore, ularise 
the Service. You must abolish those 
costly dishonest placards which deface 


our public buildings. You must not | Jy 


say, by these advertisements at rail- 
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way stations and other places, that a 
man shall receive one shilling a da 
when he does not get it; you shoul 
not promise him free rations when you 
do not give it to him, and you must 
not promise him a free kit when you 
do not positively give him one ; for though 
there has been considerable alteration 
in this respect, many hon. Members 
know that when some of our soldiers 
have gone out to India, they have had 
to pay for their kit. I say you 
must get rid of these compulso 
stoppages. AsI have always poin 
out, the rule in the Army is that the 
more work you do the less pay you get. 
For instance, take the evidence of 
Colour-Sergeant Coyne, lst Warwick- 
shire, before Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee— 

“With regard to Aldershot, I do not think 

the men get asufficient supply of boots. The 
men have to get their boots repaired at least 
once every months. I have known a 
case where a man had to get both pairs of 
boots repaired in one month. 
It is totally different in the labour 
market, where the more work you have to 
do the more pay you get; and you will 
never get good servants unless you act 
on the principle of the labour market. 
As regards barrack damages and these 
absurd charges, Sergeant Crofts, in his 
evidence before Lord Wantage’s Com- 
mittee, states— 

“ We really do not know what we are paying 
barracks damages for.” 

I can well believe that statement, for I 
recollect a story told me by a friend of 
mine, an officer of the 22nd Regiment, 
who was once quartered at Linen Hall 
Barracks, Dublin. On his taking up 
his quarters there he was given a room 
which he noticed had the only 
wet floor in the officers’ quarters, 
and he could not understand the 
reason of it; but next morning he 
found, when the floor had become j 
there was a huge stain, due no doubt 
to someone else having upset an oil 
lamp. A few days after this my friend 
spoke to another officer at Dublin, and 
said he thought it was a hard case that 
he should have to pay barrack damages 
for this, whereupon the other officer 
replied, ‘‘ My good fellow, the very same 
trick was played upon me seventeen 
years ago in the same room when I was 
last quartered there.” Perhapsthe Com- 
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mittee will allow me to give them one 
more illustration. An officer in the 
Scots Greys, quartered at New Bridge 
, and who was a smart officer, 
was anxious to put a stop to these 
barrack damages and solicited his 
Colonel when the regiment was leavi 
to be allowed to remain behin 
and give over their quarters to the 
barrack master. On going through 
the men’s rooms, the barrack master 
at once detected a small crack in a 
pane of glass in the corner of the 
window, for which he immediately 
charged the full value of the window ; 
my gallant Friend, who happened to 
have a small cane in his hand, at once 
pat his stick through the window. 
My Friend did it again to the next 
window that the barrack master con- 
demned, and I need hardly say that 
after this no more windows that were 
cracked were noticed. This question 
of barrack damages and stoppages is a 
very important one. Of course, hos- 
pital stoppages are most unfair when a 
man is in the hospital through no fault 
of his own, and is not malingering. If 
he is put into the hospital through 
any fault of his own let him pay, of 
course, the proper charges, but other- 
wise the fewer stoppages the better. If 
you wish to make the Service more 
popular, abolish useless night duties, 
abolish those long sentries around our 
palaces and public buildings, which are 
totally unnecessary, and for which you 
can substitute night patrols under the 
officer on guard. You could thus 
relieve a large number of soldiers 
going on guard at night. Then, again, 
if you wish to popularise the Service, 
give up destroying our glorious tradi- 
tions and our old regimental numbers. 
Look at the Oxfordshire Regiment, the 
late 43rd! Who ever heard of the 
Oxfordshire Regiment ; but we have all 
heard of the old 43rd and 52nd. The 
Duke of Cambridge made this 
statement before the Committee, and 
yet the Secretary of State for War does 
not take the slightest notice of it. 
Then, again, look at the Lancashire 
Fusiliers. Who knows anything of the 
Lancashire Fusiliers? Noone ; but we 
have all heard of the 20th Regiment, the 
Old Minden Boys, the regiment who 
won the Battle of Minden! Give up 
tearing away these badges of distinction, 
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which are worn, perhaps, in memory of 
the dead. Take the 9th iment. 
The mourning chevrons of Sth 
Regiment were worn by their drum- 
mers in memory of Sir John Moore, 
who died on the battle field of Corunna 
in the moment of victory, and yet they 
were torn away in order to effect a 
small saving. It is the cld story over 
again. For the sake of a pene of 
tar you are ready to spoil the whole 
ship. That comes from the War Office. 
The War Office is the béte noir of 
the British Army. The Secretary of 
State for War said at Hammersmith— 


“ My endeavour has always been to improve 


its condition without destroying the and 


glorious traditions to which ‘+ is attached.” 

I firmly believe the right hon. Gen- 
tleman does wish to improve the 
condition of the Army, but if he 
does not wish to.destroy the old and 
glorious traditions of the British 
Service, why, in the name of com- 
mon sense, before he was _ six 
weeks Secretary of State for War, 
did he get rid of five batteries of 
Royal Horse Artillery? The only 
reason given was because they wanted 
the horses for the military train. Sir 
Arthur Haliburton says he sympathises 
with the long-suffering taxpayer, and 
so do I. We pay the War Office 
£257,000 a year to destroy the tradi- 
tions of the Army and to get rid of five 
batteries of Horse Artillery in the 
way they did. How did they get rid of 
the uniforms of these Horse Artillerists ? 
They positively, when cne battery 
went to bed, stole their uniforms from 
them. I have heard of one Political 
Party stealing the clothes of another 
Political Party while they were 
bathing, but I never heard before of 
a War Office Department stealing the 
uniforms of their men when asleep in 
their barrack rooms. It reminds me of 
Mr. O’Brien’s breeches at Tullamore! I 
want to know whether we are to go om 
damping that cold-blooded courage 
which is predominant in the British 
race and in the British Army? We 
should recollect the words the great 
Napoleon exclaimed as the sun was 
setting on the battle field of Waterloo = 
“Those English, they never know 
when they are beaten.” I say the 
War Office should turn over a new 
leaf, and try to make itself more in 
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unison with the feelings not only of 
the country, but of the —o 
and you would then have no difficulty 
whatever in getting a sufficient number 
of recruits to serve under the Union 
Jack. 
*(8.28.) Sm HENRY TYLER (Great 
Yarmouth): I think we are much in- 
debted to the Secretary of State for 
War for the many improvements he has 
carried out since he has held that 
position, and I do not join with the 
noble Lord who has spoken last in 
his wholesale denunciations of the 
Department. But I do think that the 
ition of the British soldier should 
improved. We all know that the 
recruiting sergeant has to compete 
continually with the labour market ; 
and as wages of late have improved in 
every branch of industry, I think the 
British soldier should share in that 
advance. I quite agree with the gallant 
officer who gave it as his opinion that 
we should take young men into the 
ranks. After enlisting these young 
men, we should not only train them 
carefully, but also feed them properly, 
because we can never convert them 
into able soldiers unless they are 
sufficiently fed as well as thoroughly 
drilled. I therefore ask the Secretary 
of State for War to re-consider the 
whole question, with a view to making 
our soldiers as efficient as they possibly 
can be made, for we have in this 
country the very best material, if only 
it is properly handled. 


Notice taken, that forty Members 
were not present ; Committee counted, 


and forty Members being found 
present, 
Mr. McDONALD CAMERON 


(Wick, &c.): I join with hon. Members 
in welcoming the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. E. Stanhope) on his recovery from 
his recent illness. Having taken con- 
siderable interest in Army matters, I 
much regret the condition of the Army, 
both at home and abroad ; but wherever 
I have been I have heard unani- 
mous expressions of approval of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s methods of 
reforming the Army. He has not, how- 
ever, been able to do as much in that 
direction as is desired. I wish to call 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to the promise made several years 
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ago with regard to those who took up 
commissions in the Militia with the 
intention of subsequent admission into 
the Regular Army. Last year five com- 
missions were offered in March and five 
in September ; but this year I believe 
the War Office issued an Order that 
only two commissions would be given 
in March this year and two in 
September, and that then the commis- 
sions will finish. This is exceedingly 
hard on those parents who have 
engaged their sons in a course of pre- 
paration, and fulfilled the other condi- 
tions of the Service; and therefore I 
should like the right hon. Gentleman 
to promise that he will extend these 
commissions until March next, so that 
those who accepted the terms offered 
may be enabled to complete the re- 
quired fifteen months’ service. With 
regard to the Army itself, I agree with 
the hon. Member for South East 
Durham (Sir Henry Havelock-Allan) 
that so long as you go tinkering away 
on the old lines no great good will re- 
sult. Wespend millions per year for 
the purpose of making the Army effi- 
cient, and yet the highest authorities 
tell us that this money will do nothing 
towards efficiency. I hear this wherever’ 
I go. While it is true that the regi- 
ments which go to India are composed 
of excellent and splendid men, when I 
see these boys of seventeen and 
eighteen years of age at home, I am 
forced to the conclusion that they are 
not fit for service abroad. And I cer- 
tainly think that a country like ours, 
with territory all over the world, should 
be prepared to defend its possessions, 
but that cannot be done without a 
thoroughly efficient Army. I was 
lately at Singapore, and saw what had 
been done in reference to the 
protection of our coaling stations there 
and at Aden, and so far nothing could 
be more satisfactory than the work 
carried out. We are, however, simply 
on the fringe of the question. This is 
a great trading nation, and we must 
protect its interests or face retrogression 
to the position of a fifth or sixth rate 
Power. How can we meet this ques- 
tion? You have made education in 
this country compulsory, and you have 
made it free. And are the people to 
receive all these benefits from the 
Exchequer and to give nothing in 
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return? This may be considered a 
Tory speech, but it must be remembered 
that this country is no longer in the 
position of forty years ago. Then we 
were without a rival; but we have now 
40 compete with other nations in every 
part of the world. Conditions in this 
respect have altogether changed in 
recent years, and therefore it is surely 
wise that we should be prepared at any 
moment to protect the rights of this 
, sane Empire which has been handed 

own to us by our forefathers. What 
are you going to have in return for free 
education? Surely you must have 
something in return from a man who 
has been educated at the expense of his 
country. The Empire has a right to his 
services. I would like to say, as the 
hon. Baronet said, that with this free 
education you ought to have associated 
the means of educating the youth of 
this country to arms, so that in the 
event of outbreak or conflict in Europe 
you could call upon men perfectly fitted 
to take the field. I think if this ques- 
tion were brought before the country, 
and the country were made aware 
of our enormous responsibility, the 
patriotism and desire to maintain first 
position would cause the people to 
accept any obligation of this sort which 
might be placed upon them. At the 
present moment there are millions of 
men under arms in Europe, and it 
must be obvious to any man of expe- 
rience that under our present Army 
system, and our present limited re- 
sources, we could not cope with a great 
European war. The result would be 
panic ; Parliament would again be 
appealed to for money, and it would be 
granted; the old blundering would be 
committed, and the money would be 
wasted. Some believe that if we had a 
‘strong Navy and continued to build 
ships the nation would be safe. ‘That, 
however, is a serious error. While 
Continental nations maintain large 
Armies, we also should have a strong 
and efficient Ariny ready to move at 
any moment. But I understand from 
experts that we cannot turn out three 
big Army Corps ; and under the present 
dishonest and unfair system of recruit- 
ing we never shall get such an Army. 
‘The present system is not in accordance 
with the spirit of the nation, and it 
aust be remedied. You may doall you 
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can, chipping here and there, but there 
will i rfect improvement 
until you completely change your 
system. No matter what Government 
is in Office you will have to face this 
question, and you will have to face it 
simply on the lines suggested; and 
the sooner it is so faced the better will 
it be for the interests of the Empire. 

*Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: May! 
just answer the specific question which 
the hon. Member put to me with regard 
to more commissions? That is a point 
already under consideration, and 
although as the hon. Member knows I 
have made some concessions, I will see 
whether further concessions cannot be 
made during next year. I would rather 
not pronounce any opinion now. I, 
however, think there is a good deal to 
be said for the case put forward, and I 
will carefully consider it and see 
whether something further cannot be 
done. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): We have had an excellent Tory 
speech from this side of the House, but 
I should be sorry to think tiaat the hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken (Mr. 
McDonald Cameron) from below the 
Gangway represents to any extent the 
feeling of this side with regard to the 
duty that devolves upon the citizens of 
this country to serve in the Army 
simply because we have free education. 
The peopie have paid out of their own 
pockets for the free education they are 
enjoying; and I do not see that that 
involves the duty of being called upon 
to serve either in the Army or the Navy, 
or any duty beyond that of paying pro- 
portionately as taxpayers. It seems to 
me that our position has proved to be 
superior to that of Continental nations 
by the position in which British trade 
stands to-day as compared with those 
countries where the males are com- 
pelled to serve for a time. We are 
holding our own in the markets of the 
world, because of our freedom from 
compulsory service; and as regards 
Germany, with all its advantages and 
all its native power and force, we are 
able to hold our own. And particularly 
with regard to the Germans, I believe 
this is because they have compulsory 
service and we have it not. What does 
compulsory service mean? It means 
taking the youth of the country just at 
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that period before manhood when they 
ean best learn the handicrafts of the 
country. This is essentially a trading 
community ; and totake away from the 
handicrafts of this country our youths 
and young men at that period when in 
other countries compulsory service is 
observed would be to render possible 
our reduction to a third, fourth, fifth or 
sixth rate Power among the nations 
ofthe world. Depend upon it, our best 
path to pursue is to give such ad- 
vantages as we are able to the young 
men who are willing to serve in the 
Army or Navy, and not to treat 
them scurvily if they so serve. 
Ido not wish to pursue this question 
further, but I could not allow the 
speech of the hon. Member to pass 
without an observation, because I think 
the fact that we have free education 
or free anything else does not carry 
with it any obligation that the youths 
of this country shall be called upon to 
serve in the Army or Navy. 

Me. McDONALD CAMERON: 
I am sorry the hon. Member 
misunders me. I did not mean 
to advocate compulsory service in 
the same sense as the hon. Member 
regards it, because I am sure the 
country would not stand it. My 
meaning is that we should train the 
boys and youths of our Board schools 
so that we may have men ready for 
active service when any emergency 
arises, instead of having to fall back 
upon men who have never had a 
rifle in their hands. 

Mr. MORTON: I had no desire to 
intervene in connection with this Vote 
previously to the Jingo speech of. the 
hon. Member for the Wick Burghs (Mr. 
McDonald Cameron). I feel certain 
that the hon. Member does not in any 
way represent the feelings of the 
Radical Party or of the people of this 
country generally with regard to war. If 
Tunderstood him correctly, he believes 
in our being prepared, not only to 
defend ourselves, but for the purposes 
of aggressive warfare all over the world. 
I do not think that is the desire of the 
people of this country at ali, and I am 
satisfied that the result of free educa- 
tion, as it is called—that is a misnomer, 
because the people pay for it them- 
selves, and, therefore, there is nothing 
free. about it—will be to teach the 
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rising generation the o ite of what 
the oi Member has Sere y The 
proper course for the Government of 
this country to adopt is, instead of 
assuming an ive attitude all over 
the world, and seizing additional terri- 
tory, togoin forarbitration as the Anteri- 
can Government have done, and then 
we should not need to increase our 
Army. Probably we should be able to 
diminish it. I do not believe in train- 
ing up boys in Board schools to: fight. 
We had much better teach them a trade, 
so that they may become good citizens, 
and not murderers of their fellow-men. 
Now, Sir, I am satisfied that in the 
future we shall have to pay the private 
soldier what will be equal to £1 a 
week, instead of 14s., as at the present 
time. While we have to keepan Army 
we ought to make the soldiers’ lives 
reasonably comfortable, and do all we 
can to enable them to become good 
members of society when they leave 
the Army. I see the Vote now before 
the Committee has increased by 
£40,000, and I should like the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. E. Stanhope) or 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Mr. Brodrick) to explain the 
reason for that. 

*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
to rHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : Considering the 
very iarge number of men and horses 
that have to be provided for, the 
smallest variation in the price of 
rations or of forage makes a great deal 
of difference. As the hon. Member is 
probably aware, the harvest last year 
was not so good as that of two or three 
previous years, and that accounts, to a 
large extent, for the increase. The 
figures in the Estimates have been very 
carefully considered, and have been 
fixed at the lowest possible point. 

*Sm WALTER BARTTELOT (Sus- 
sex, North-West) : I have always given 
my right hon. Friend (Mr. Stanhope) 
credit for what he has done for the 
Army, but I am bound to say that I 
am exceedingly disappointed with his 
statement. He commenced by saying, 
‘“‘T have received very little assistance 
from the Report of the Committee.” J 
was sorry to hear that remark, because 
I think it isa very poor return to make 
to a body of men who have endeavoured 
by every means in their power to place 
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a clear and exhaustive Report before 
the Government. Some misapprehen- 
sion seems to have arisen with reference 
to the statement of His Royal Highness 
the Commander-in-Chief in paragraph 
21 of the Report. Itis assumed that the 
chiéf military suthorities do not 
condemn the system on which the 
Army is founded. No one has said 
they do, but what they did say was 
that the materials placed in the 
regiments were not fit to do the duty 
for which they were intended. My 
right hon. Friend has said that the 
information sent by Lord Roberts 
with regard to recruits was so casual 
and imperfect that he could not put 
any trust in it. NowI will venture to 
say that a man who, like Lord Roberts, 
has 60,000 to 70,000 of our troops 
under his command, and who has 
every opportunity of getting to the 
bottom of all these matters, is the last 
man who should be accused of not 
knowing the disposition of recruits, 
and of those who have joined the 
service. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man went on to say that all soldiers 
were in favour of deferred pay. 

*Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: 
There are several points already on 
which I have been misrepresented, but 
I cannot sit still and hear this added to 
the rest. I did not say anything of the 
kind. All I said was that officers 
generally were in favour of the abolition 
of deferred pay, whilst the private 
soldiers generally went against its 
abolition. 

*Srr WALTER BARTTELOT: Well, 
then, all I will say on this point is that 
if a Return of the deferred pay which 
is placed in the savings bank and of 
that which is spent as soon as it is 
received could be obtained, I think it 
would astonish my right hon. Friend 
to find the number of cases in which 
the money is immediately spent, and 
its recipients left to become waifs and 
strays in the country. The Secretary 
of State for War has said that although 
the Committee has made certain re- 
commendations with regard to in- 
creased pay he is not prepared to 
consider them until he has ascertained. 
what the total sum would be.; i: 
connection with this question of pay, 
there is one matter to which I wish to 
refer. On the bills which are posted 
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about the country to attract recruits it 
is stated that they are to receive « 
certain amount of money. They joi 
the Army believing they 8 to ms 
a shilling a day, but they find that 
every sort of deduction is made, and 
that, in short, they have been taken 
in. That is a state of thi whieh 
ought to be altered without delay. | 
was very pleased to hear my right 
hon. Friend say that it is quite true 
the battalions at home should be com- 
posed of the same numbers as those 
abroad, and that he would do his 
best to make them so, although circum- 
stances sometimes occurred which made 
it impossible to do so. A right hon. 
Gentleman also stated that the number, 
of battalions at home should be 
increased by ten instead of six, so 
as to allow a margin for small wers 
and other casualties. We are a great 
nation ; we have an enormous Colonial 
Empire, and we are bound to see that 
we are prepared for emergencies at all 
times in any part of the globe. I was 
also very glad to hear my right hon. 
Friend say that he was determined to 
improve the position of the junior non- 
commissioned officers. Nothing is more 
necessary or required. Now, there is 
a great and growing demand that 
soldiers shall have their old clothing. 
It is sold to certain people, and every- 
one knows what it fetches, and I think 
the soldier should either have the 
clothes himself or its equivalent money 
value. My right hon. Friend has not 
referred to the question of Indian summer 
clothing. I would point out to him that 
this question is one of great import- 
ance to the men, because as soon as they 
are sent out to India they are at once 
subjected to stoppages of pay for it. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
consider these points. ; 
*Mr. E.STANHOPE: I cannot refrain 
from rising at once, because there is 
hardly a single statement I-have made 
which has not been misrepresented by 
the right hon. and gallant Member 
(Sir Walter Barttelot). In the first 
place, I should like to say that although 
it is perfectly true that I said I have 
not derived any particular assistance 
from the Report of the Committee, stil! 
it will be recollected that I spoke at 
great length upon the Report in March 
last. I then expressed my obligation 
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to the Committee for what they had 
done and the great pains they had 
taken in the inquiry. And then my 
ight hon. and nt Friend has quite 
misrepresented what I said about Lord 
Roberts. I never suggested that he 
was not perfectly able to judge of the 
recruits that were sent out to serve in 
the regiments in India. Of course he 
is. He is very much better able to 
form an opinion about them on their 
arrival than are any of us at home. All 
that I said was that in India Lord 
Roberts was not in a position to 
form an opinion about the condition of 
the labour market in England, and 
therefore these are matters on which 
those in England are better able to 
form a judgment than Lord Roberts 
could in India. Then my right hon. 
and gallant Friend also referred to 
the question of deferred pay, and he 
challenged my statement, which as 
far as I can judge from the 
evidence is a perfectly fair one, that the 
majority of the officers of the Army are 
in favour of abolishing deferred pay, 
whilst the majority of the private 
soldiers are in favour of retaining it. It 
is stated in the evidence that the ques- 
tion was put to 31,300 Reserve men, 
and more than 26,000 expressed them- 
selves very strongly in favour of 
deferred pay. My statement was, 
therefore, absolutely justified. I did 
not express any opinion on the matter, 
but I stated as a curious fact that 
whilst the officers went strongly in one 
direction the private soldiers went in 
the opposite. There is only one other 
point, and that has reference to the 
sea-kit. I explained in March last 
that we had taken steps to abolish the 
objectionable deductions with regard 
to sea-kit, and that, as this had been 
done in full consultation with the Go- 
vernment of India, a good deal of time 
was occupied. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
wish to protest, Sir, against the Jingo 
speeches we have heard to-night from 
several hon. Members, and I think this 
Debate has gone on quite long enough. 
The outcome of all the talk of hon. 
Members has been that they have 
iound fault with the Secretary of State 
for War, who, to my mind, is more to 
ch ogy than condemned. He has 

to do his feeble best in the cir- 
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cumstances. If his ability is not 
sufficient for the position he holds he 
cannot help it. If all the millions 
voted for the Army have been wasted it 
is the fault of the system. I regard it 
as a deplorable fact that although hon. 
and t Members get up in their 
places and complain of what is done 
or is not done, yet they have not 
the manliness to bring coercion to 
bear upon a Coercion Government. 
The history of the present Government 
will be written in letters of strong 
condemnation, and the administration 
of the Army and Navy seems to be 
quite as bad as the administration of 
any other part of the Government. 


Vote agreed to. 


2. £290,100, Medical Establishment, 
Pay, &c. 

*Dr. FARQUHARSON: I should 
like to thank the right hon. Gentleman 
for the concessions he has made to this 
Department in the matter of titles. 
He went into the matter with an open 
mind and with great assiduity, and 
treated us with great courtesy. He 
has made considerable concessions, but 
I am sorry as he took the matter up he 
did not go the whole hog. He did not 
give the full military title which the 
Army Medical Department wanted, 
and which similar Departments have 
in other countries. Undoubtedly this 
is a step in the right direction, and I 
think eventually the Medical Depart- 
‘ment will get what it wants. What is 
wanted is that the doctors should have 
military titles, which they can use in 
private life or not as they please. But 
although the present system is not 
ideal it will become better. Of course, 
these compound titles are rather 
cumbrous ; and I understand it is the 

ractice that military officers are 

, acon el the medical part of the title 
and addressing them by the military 
ititle, such titles as we hope they will 
jeventually get. I should like to ask 
the Secretary for War why he cannot 
give these compound titles to officers 
of the Army Medical Department who 
have retired, but are on the Service 
lisi and may be called upon. Some 
people go so far as. to ask that these 
titles should be conferred on medical 
officers who have retired altogether, 
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but I do not know whether that would 
be desirable. : Still, a certain section 
desire it. Then I should like the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider the 
grievance that the period of foreign 
service has been lengthened frgm 
five to six years. It is a very heavy 
tax on an Army medical officer to 
have to carry on his difficult and 
onerous duties in a tropical climate. 
It is found in practice to be very detri- 
mental to health, and many break down 
in consequence. Why cannot the con- 
cession which has been made to the 
officers of the Naval Medical Depart- 
ment be made to the Army Medical 
Department? Let them have certain 
periods of leave for study purposes. If 
a medical officer comes home after a 
long term abroad he should have five or 
six months given to him to study. He 
might attend some of the medical 
schools, and, and as medical knowledge 
grows very fast, he would find that he 
had much to learn in order to keep 
himself abreast of the times. I think 
a period of leave for study would be a 
at advantage to the Department. 

(10.7.) Dr. TANNER: I cannot see 
why there should be any difficulty in 
extending to the Army what has 
already been given tothe Navy. The 
same concession has been made in 
Germany, Belgium, and France. In 
earlier life I had the opportunity of 
studying side by side with surgeons in 
the German Army, who were allowed 
to go into the medical schools. Ithink 
when we know that this system pre- 
vails in other countries our Government 
should be all the more ready to give 
attention to it. There can be no 
; ee as to the advantage to be 
erived, when, as we know, medical 
science advances not by steps but by 
bounds ; and when a man has been on 
a foreign station several years he ought 
to have an opportunity of rubbing up his 
medical knowledge when he comes home. 
This is a matter of manifest importance, 
and I trust the right hon. Gentleman 
will give to it the attention it deserves. 
With respect to the question of titles, 
T must say I never paid very much atten- 
tion to that. It strikes me that if a 
man is proud of his profession as he 
ought to be he will be satisfied with 
his professional title ; and as for prece- 
dence, the best precedence that a man 


Dr. Farquharson 
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can have is that of eminence in his pro- 
fession. I should like to call attention 


to the fact that the Army hospitals at 


reputable condition. You have spp 
any amount of money on the m 
rooms and the decoration of the mess- 
rooms, but there is no such thing as an 
hospital for infectious cases at Alder- 
shot. There are huts, but they are nos 
isolated, and are practically within the 
lines. What would happen in the 
event of the outbreak of an epidemic? 
Both in the British Medical Journal 
and in your own Reports the state of 
affairs has been stigmatised as it de- 
serves over and over again. 
something will be done to remedy what 
is nothing short of a disgrace. Not 
very long since a disused schoolroom 
on the public road was used as an in- 
fectious hospital, and it is quite time 
something was done to put a stop to 
things of that kind. : 

*(10.13.) Mr. BRODRICK: With 
regard to the last observations of the 
hon. Member for Cork,! think he is 
aware that very considerable building 
operations are going on at Aldershot at 
this moment. We are quite aware 
that the hospital huts are not in a con- 
dition that is desirable, and I think 
he knows that. the building at 
Aldershot is going on as quickly 
as the contractors can push it. We 
have had two severe winters and @ 
strike to contend with; neverthe- 
less, if the hon. Member can find time 
to go to Aldershot he will be very 
much surprised at the change that has 
been made in two years. We shall 
welcome the time when the use of 
these wooden huts can be discontinued, 
and when the new brick building whichis 
being built is ready. I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman that there is no inten- 
tion of postponing this matter. On the 
papas A the work is being pushed on 
as rapidly as possible. 

Dr. TANNER: The hon. Gentleman 
speaks as if this were an old matter 
which existed two years ago. I can 
bring proof that what I have said refersto 
the last two months, and I am not 
dealing with any old matter. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The transfer has 


Aldershot are in nothing short of ote 


‘not yet been made, but that cannot be 


done till the new building is completed. 
We shall make the transfer as quickly 
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as possible, and I must say that no 
1 officer commanding has ever 
ed on his work with more rapidity, 
zeal, and energy than Sir Evelyn Wood 
has displayed. His devotion could not 
have been surpassed by any man, and 
he has assisted the War Office in every 
possible way over this work. Some- 
thing has been said by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Aberdeenshire (Dr. Farquhar- 
son) and the hon. Member for Cork 
(Dr. Tanner) with respect to attendance 
at medical schools after long terms of 
foreign service. This is a subject of 
some importance, with respect to 
which there should be some inquiry, 
and my right hon. Friend (Mr. E. 
Stanhope) is quite prepared to give the 
matter every consideration. With 
respect to the term of foreign service, 
that is undoubtedly long in some cases, 
as is the case in other departments, 
but that is inevitable, and we could 
not decrease the time withouf largely 
increasing the number of medical 
officers. I think the hon. Gentleman 
will scarcely expect me to raise the 
question of compound titles now. The 
object of these titles, which have given 
so much satisfaction, was to give each 
officer proper authority and status in 
the regiment. That hardly touches 
officers on the retired list, and I do not 
know that there is any precedent for 
giving to officers subsequent to their 
retirement the same advantages which 
are given to officers on the active list. 
*(10.20.) Lreurenant GENERAL Sim 
FREDERICK FITZWYGRAM: I 
should like to support what has already 
been pressed upon the Secretary of State 
(Mr. E. Stanhope) with respect to op- 
portunities for study being given to 
medical officers who have been on 
foreign service. No one who knows 
anything of medical science can be 
ignorant of the fact that a man who 
has been away from the country for six 
years gets behindhand, and I think it 
is very reasonable that men who return 
on leave after such an absence should 
be allowed to attend the schools for six 
months on full pay. 


Vote agreed to. 
3. £535,000, Militia, Pay and Al- 
lowances. 


4. £74,400, Yeomanry Cavalry, Pay 
and Allowances. 


{10 Jung, 18932} 
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5. £781,500, Volunteer Corps, Pay 
and Allowances. 


*(10.23.) Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: 
I wish toavail myself of this opportunity 
to make one statement with regard to 
the Volunteer Force, which I think 
will be of interest. I have before now 
intimated that it was my anxious desire 
to take every step in my power to 
encourage Volunteer officers to enter 
the Service and remain init. One ste 

that I have endeavoured to take—an 

I hope it will be carried out before any 
very long time has elapsed—is to secure 
their exemption from jury service. 
There is one other matter which spe- 
cially applies to Volunteer officers, but 
I want it to be distinctly understood 
that it does not apply to non-com- 
missioned officers or privates. Their 
case is not at all the same as the case 
of the Volunteer officers. The officers 
have to give a great deal of their time 
and of their money to the work, and 
they are therefore specially deserving 
of encouragement and _ recognition. 
Accordingly I have proposed to Her 
Majesty, and Her Majesty has been 
graciously pleased to approve, that a 
special decoration should be granted to 
Volunteer officers. Her Majesty, in the 
preamble of the Warrant which will 
shortly be issued, states that her desire 
is to reward the long and meritorious 
services of Volunteer officers of proved 
capacity in Her Majesty’s Volunteer 
Forces. The means by which we pro- 
pose to attain that end is to institute 
a decoration which shall not be a 
medal in order to distinguish it 
entirely from those decorations given 
to soldiers of the Regular Arm 

for service in the field. But it will 
be a special decoration, which every 
person will be entitled to receive 
whoat the time of receivingit is actually 
holding a commission in the Volunteer 
Force and has served for twenty 
consecutive years as a commissioned 
officer, and who is duly certified by the 
district military authority as an efficient 
and thoroughly capable officer. We 
believe that decoration will be an en- 
couragement to Volunieer officers ; and 
I hope it will, to a great extent, remove 
the feeling of want of recognition. 
There is one other point. It will 
naturally be suggested : Why have you 
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given this decoration only to Volunteer 
officers and not toofticers of the Militia ? 
I have always been led to believe that 
the officers of the Militia desire 
specially to be connected with the 
officers of the Regular Army, and they 
would look with jealousy upon any 
decoration which would specially 
separate them in any particular from 
the officers of the Army. Had it been 
otherwise I should certainly have been 
not at all indisposed to recommend 
that they should have the same decora- 
tion, and I am glad to be able to 
announce that Her Majesty is prepared 
to give this proposal her gracious 
‘sanction. 

*(10.27.) Couonen HUGHES (Wool- 
wich) : I gather that Volunteer officers 
of twenty-five or twenty-eight years’ 
standing who may have retired a year 
or eighteen months ago will not have 
this decoration. I think this will give 
rise to some jealousy on the part of the 
older officers who may not now be 
serving that a distinction of this very 
gratifying character should be given 
only to those who may now be serving, 
whilst other officers may have served 
much longer than twenty years. I feel 
that there is something wanting in the 
way of recognition of past services. 


(10.28.) Mr. PICTON (Leicester) : 
The right hon. Gentleman commenced 
with a statement about exemption from 
jury service, and then mentioned this 
decoration. Do I understand that this 
decoration will carry the exemption ? 


“Mr. STANHOPE: The two pro- 
posals are totally distinct. The ex- 
-emption from jury service is, as I have 
-said, a matter which will have to be 
dealt with by legislation, and the Lord 
Chancellor has intimated his readiness 
to initiate that legislation. But the 
two proposals are totally distinct, and 
the decoration will not carry ex- 
-emption. 

(10.29.) Mr. TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): It is gratifying to know that the 
very important subject of efficiency of 
our Volunteer officers has been re- 
ceiving attention from the War Office, 
and I have no doubt that the exemption 
from jury service will be felt by many 
to be a substantial recognition of the 
-services rendered by Volunteer officers. 
With respect to the twenty years’ 


Mr. Edward Stanhope 


{COMMONS} 
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service, I do not think any very large 
number of officers wili be able to claim 
the decoration, and I am not quite 
sure in the interests of the Force that it 
is desirable that the number should be 
large. What we want in the Volunteer 
Force is not long and continuous 
service, but a succession of young men 
able to work, ready to fil! the places of 
the older officers. I hope, however, 
that this step may tend to produce 
efficiency in the Volunteer Service. 
There appears to be a certain want of 
interest in the management of the corps 
by the young men of the towns, and | 
sometimes think that that is not alto- 
gether due to defective interest on their 
part so much as discouragement on 
the part of their parents and guardians. 
I know instances where they have been 
keep back by their parents and guar- 
dians on the score of the expense. | 
do not know whether it would he 
possible to do something with regard to 
it in the way of a sort of sumptuary 
law to check the “swagger "’ of some of 
the Volunteer officers. There is no 
necessity for wearing silver lace; I 
know it is not required by the regula- 
tions, but indirect pressure is put upon 
the officers to bear greater expenses 
than are necessary under the regula- 
tions. 

(10.32.) Cotonen NOLAN: In this 
decoration a new principle is introduced 
by the Secretary of State for War. 
Where is there an Order confined to 
officers? I have known of an Order 
restricted to the men, and they did not 
value it much because the officers were 
excluded from it. The officers often 
have more money than the men in the 
ranks, and that accounts for them 
being officers; but I do not think a 
decoration should be introduced for 
them only. It is unmilitary, and 
draws a distinction between officers 
and men. There might be grades in 
the Order, and the officers might 
receive a higher grade than the men, 
but both should be included in the 
Order. I do not see on what —_ 
the Government have gone in 
matter unless it is that the officers 
have spent a certain sum of money on 
the corps. The men are, perhaps, not 
able to contribute to the same extent, 
and, therefore, it looks very much like 
buying a decoration. I would strongly 
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recommend the Secretary of State for’ 
War to re-consider the matter. 


‘*Mr. STANHOPE: The object of 
the distinction is this: Many Volun-' 
teer privates are practically paid for at- 
tendance in camp, and their attendances 
at drill are often very infrequent. The 
officers, on the other hand, have to give 
an enormous amount of time and 
ure for the performance of their 
ties, and if there is any service 
which deserves special recognition it is 
that of Volunteer officers. 

Mr. MORTON : I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman why,’ if the 
officers are to be exempted from jury 
service, the men should not have the 
same encouragement to give up their 
time to the corps. As regards the 
medal, I confess I cannot understand 
it. It appears that officers are to receive 
it after twenty years’ continuous ser- 
vice, but I am afraid that there are not 
many officers who are able to give 
twenty years’ continuous service. 
There is great dissatisfaction in the 
country at the position of the Volun- 
teers. They are continually snubbed 
by the Horse Guards; the officers and 
men have to bear large expense, and 
sometimes outsiders have to contribute, 
so that the corps may be kept up. In 
my opinion that expense ought to be 
borne by the country. I see there are 
two hundred thousand efficient Volun- 
teers, which shows that considerable 
interest is taken in the Service by the 
country, and I think when we have 
these men and officers for the good of 
the country they ought not to be called 
upon to: pay anything out of pocket. 

e House of Commons is not doing its 
duty in allowing anything of the kind. 
I notice under this Vote there is a re- 
duction of about £4,000 in the grant 
for great-coats, and I see there is 
also a reduction in the item of 
travelling expenses. I should like to 
know why this is. We owe a great 
deal to the Volunteers, and the 
Government and the House of Com- 
mons ought to be ashamed of them- 
selves it they any longer allow the 
officers and men to pay money out of 
pock2t to keep up the Service which 
4s f> the good of the country. 


VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. | 


{10 June, 1893} 
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Mr. NOBLE (Hastings): If my 
right hon. Friend is unable to say that 
the Order shall. be extended to the 
privates, I would ask if he is not able 
to extend it to the non-commissioned 
officers. The Secretary for War said 
that the officers gave up a large amount 
of time. No doubt they do; but the 
time of the non-commissioned officers 
is of a great deal more value to them 
than the time of the commissioned 
officers is to them ; and the efficiency 
of a corps is often as much dependent 
on the exertions of the non-com 
missioned officers as on those of the 
commissioned officers. If the Order 
could be extended to the non-com- 
missioned officers it would be greatly 
appreciated, as showing that the ser- 
vices they render to the country are 
recognised. 

“Mra. STANHOPE: I am afraid 
I cannot accept the suggestion of my 
hon. Friend. I have based this deco- 
ration entirely on the precedent of the 
Distinguished Service Order in the 
Regular Army, which is given only to 
officers, and not to non-commissioned 
officers and privates. 


Mr. PICTON : There are differences 
between the Volunteers and the 
Regular Army. The former are a 
Citizen Army, and though, of course, 
there must be a distinction between 
officers and men when on parade, in 
other respects they should be treated 
alike. The right hon. Gentleman made 
a somewhat unfortunate remark when 
he said the officers gave a great deal 
of time and money. We own’ that 
they give up the time, but I 
do _ not: - think; when the _ ser- 
vice of the State is concerned 
we ought to say anything about the 
money. I do not think money spent 
by rich men is any reason for giving 
them a special distinction as com 
with a poorer man. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that some Volunteer 
privates are paid ; they are not paid by 
the State, but by private subscription, 
and I believe that some corps subscribe 
to pay well-qualified officers. I deprecate 
the introduction of any kind of distine- 
ction between officers and men as regards 
recognition by the State. With 
to the suggestion that all Volunteers 
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should be exempt from jury service, I 
think there is a great danger in a wide 
exemption. There are already many 
exemptions, and if 200,000 more are to 
be added at once to the list the work 
of serving on juries will press increas- 
ingly on working men. I have little 
sympathy with the suggestion. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will re-con- 
sider the question of the decoration, and 
that officers and privates will be placed 
on an equality in the matter. 


Dr. TANNER: The right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to create a sordid 
distinction between officers and men 
in the Volunteers, and I think he ought 
not to set up class distinctions. There 
will be considerable disappointment 
when it is found that the officers are to 
receive a decoration while the men are 
not, on the ground that the men are 

id while the officers are not paid. 

he officers devote considerable time to 
the Service, but they do it because they 
enjoy doing it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man will be making a signal mistake ifhe 
gives the officers a distinction, while the 
privates who leave their trade or busi- 
ness to do the drills and so on are left 
out. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A year ago the 
Government offered a grant of two 
shillings per man towards the purchase 
of great-coats for the Volunteers by 
the corps themselves, or gave them the 
option of having the coats supplied by 
the Government. The vast majority 
of the corps decided to accept the 
latter method, and something like 
150,000 great-coats have been given, at 
a cost of about £100,000. So many 
out of the total having been already 
supplied, the Vote was, of course, re- 
duced. The Vote for travelling ex- 
penses is reduced, but the amount of 
the reduction will be found to be added 
to the expenses in connection with 
camps. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
han, N.) : Ithink the Secretary of State 
Tor War was unjust to the Volunteers 
when he gave as his reason for the 
men not being able to earn the decora- 
tion that they were paid. 


Mr. STANHOPE: I said they were 
paid when in camp. 
Mr. Picton 


{COMMONS} 








Mr. O’BRIEN: The point I want 
to make is this: The rank and file of © 


the Volunteers have sacrifieed much 
more of their earnings than they ever 
get back for attending drill on certain 
occasions. Many of them who are 
engaged in factories and workshops 
during the day give up many of 
their evenings to attend drill, 
while in general the officers are 
young gentlemen who have notliing 
else to do, and whose parents get them 
into the Volunteers to keep them out 
of mischief. I think it is a bad prin- 
ciple to introduce a distinction between 
officers and men in the matter of the 
decoration. I hope, even yet, the right 
hon. Gentleman may see his way to 
extend the Order to the men as a 
reward for merit in the ranks of the 
Volunteer Service. 


*Sim HENRY HAVELOCK-ALLAN; 
Hon. Members below the Gangway 
are, perhaps, not aware that there is 
great difficulty in keeping up the supply 
of Volunteer officers, considerable ex- 
pense being attached to the post; and 
if the Secretary for War proposes to 
reward the officers and men by giving 
them a decoration, he does not intend to 
make any distinction between them. I 
understand that the men already re- 
ceive a badge for long service. 


Cotonet NOLAN: If the Secretary 
for War will get up again and explain 
what he intends to do, we shall not 
have other speeches like that we have 
just heard. 


Cotone. HUGHES (Woolwich): 
The privates have a badge for five 
years’ service ; they have a decoration, 
and the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman fills up a gap. 


CotonEL NOLAN: Now, I under- 
stand. The private gets a badge on 
his arm, a stripe like a good conducé 
stripe. 

CotoneL HUGHES: With a star. 


Cotonet NOLAN: That is a badge, 
and not a decoration. A cross or decora- 
tion is very much prized, and the men 
would be very proud to wear it if the 
officers also had it. The Secretary for 
War is making a most ludicrous dis- 
tinction. 
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Dr. TANNER: I think we might 
have some further explanation from 
the right hon. Gentleman. Is the 
right hon. Gentleman going to face 
the General Election, after having con- 
ferred this distinctive upon the 
members of a particular % simply 
because the officers spend money which 
they have to spend, and because the 
men do not spend it as they do not 
have it to spend? I say this is one of 
the most invidious distinctions. I do 
not stigmatise it too strongly when I 
characterise it as a sordid distinction, 
which will very soon get such a recep- 
tion at the hands of the people of the 
country as the right hon. Gentle- 
man very little thinks of. He has not 
considered this matter; and I really 
think at the present time that he would 
act very wisely if he got up in his place 
saying, that as he has been beaten in 
argument on this particular point, he 
would withdraw his scheme of stripes 
and decorations, and hold it over until 
another Government came into power 
better qualified to deal with the matter. 
In that way he would relieve himself 
from responsibility, and relieve those 
officers from a certain amount of 
odium. 


Vote agreed to. 
6. £639,700, Transport 


mounts. 


(11.1.) Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, 
Basingstoke): I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman from what source the 
horses are drawn, for which a sum of 
£14,000 is asked in the Vote ? 


(11.2.) Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: 
The horses come from various sources. 
They are carefully selected. A large 
number of them are riding horses for 
Cavalry purposes. The animals are all 
thoroughly efficient for the purposes 
for which they are intended. 


(11.3.) Dr. TANNER: I wish to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman for some 
information relative to the ships in use 
as the means of transport for Her 
Majesty's troops. I see there is a shi 
in use called the ‘ Assistance.” 
recollect that in 1886 a Debate took 
place in this House in reference to this 
vessel, which was then strongly con- 
demned as being absolutely unsea- 


and Re- 
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worthy. I had an opportunity of goi 
over her on many occasions ; and 
had the opportunity of seeing her forthe 
last thirty years constantly coming into 
Queenstown Harbour, and she was 
always ina state of disrepair. I would 
really ask the right hon. Gentlman 
whether some steps will not be taken 
to try and get good, respectable, sea- 
worthy, decent ships forthe conveyance 
of troops instead of a superannuated 
class of vessel like the “‘ Assistance.” 


(11.5.) Coroner NOLAN: f really 
think there might very properly be a 
reduction of about £100,000 effected on 
the item for transport. The fact is, 
that is one of the policies of the War 
Office. Ido not say this Government 
is responsible for it, because it has been 
going on always. There has been a 
positive mania for moving troops about 
from place to place, which has caused 
great discomfort, and put the married 
men to considerable expense and 
mere & In my opinion, this is a Vote 
which might be cut down by, say, 
£100,000 without hurting anyone, 
except, perhaps, the Railway Com- 
panies. 


(11.6.) Mr. BRODRICK: The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman may be 
assured that there is no disposition 
whatever on the part of the 
War Office to move troops about 
from place to place unnecessarily. 
I would remind the. right _ hon. 
Gentleman that very considerable re- 
ductions were made in this Vote by my 
right hon. Friend when he took office. 
The amount asked for tha transport of 
troops is almost entirely made up, or 
very largely made up, of railway ex- 
penses for deserters, men in distress, 
escorts, and so forth. 


(11.7.) Cononen NOLAN: This 
question of deserters does not much 
mend the matter. The more hon. 
Members look into the question the 
more clearly they will find that this 
item for transport of troops might be 
cut down. ° 


*(118.) Mr. STANHOPE: I 
have satisfied myself by a _ close 
examination that the number of regi- 
ments moved cannot = te yw 
ws I am sorry to say there has 
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been an increase in the Vote in conse- 
quence of the great difficulty in finding 
rifle ranges... : 

*(11.9.) Sm FREDERICK FITZ- 
WYGRAM: In regard to this last 
point my experience is that troops are 
often kept a very long time at every 
station. In the neighbourhood where 
I live the regiments twenty years ago 
used to be moved once and sometimes 
twice every year, which was a great 
source of trouble and expense to the 
married men. Of late years the move- 
ments have been less frequent, and the 
change is very much appreciated. 

(11.10.) Dr. TANNER: I think as 
a matter of fact the way in which some 
of the items of this Vote are put down 
is rather misleading. I want to have 
some better explanation as to the pay- 
ment and discipline of the medical staff 
in connection with this transport. 
But the most serious matter which 
I should like to raise in connection 
with this Vote is the question of 
how these re-mounts are obtained. 


In days gone by we find that the major | 
portion of the light Cavalry regiments | 


obtained a large number of horses from 
Ireland ; but I regret to say that in the 
— day the present Government 

ve followed the lead of the noble 
Lord at the head of Her Majesty’s 
Government who declared Irishmen to 
be worse than Hottentots, and have no 
dealings with the country. At all 
events, on the question of re-mounts, the 
farmers of Ireiand have been more or 
less boycotted. I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether it is not 
a fact that there has been a very 
considerable falling off in the purchase 
of horses from Ireland for re-mounts 
during the past year? I appeal to the 
right-hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, who under- 
stands all these matters perfectly well. 
IT must say it is rather an extra- 
ordinary thing that while the purchase 
of horses in Ireland by the Govern- 
ment has so much fallen off, we find 
Frenchmen and Germans coming 
to Ireland and -buying horses for 
re-mounts for their respective Services. 
Can it be wondered at under such cir- 
cumstances that the Irish trade is not 
thriving ? 

Mr. Stanhope 


{COMMONS} 
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11.15.) Mr. H. H. FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton, E.): May I be per- 
mitted, Sir, to make.an appeal to the 
Committee to carry on ‘to-night the 
policy which was understood to be 
agreed to by the House last night ? 
Gentlemen who are largely interested 
in the Civil Service Estimates last 
night abstained from discussing them 
on the understanding that Parliament 
had reached a crisis in its history when 
it was desirable to pass the Estimates 
without discussion. There were man 
points which they might-bave raised — 
myself would under other circumstances 
have done so—which would have been 
of equal importance to those raised 
this evening, and their iurportance I 
am quite ready to admit; but every 
Member in the Committee thought it 
was desirable to get these Estimates 
through quickly as it was impossible 
to criticise them efficiently at this 
period of the Session, and as the First 
Lord of the Treasury had undertaken 
to make an announcement as to Public 
Business on Monday night. If we are 
to discuss the Military Estimates as 
they would be discussed in an ordinary 
| year it would be hardly fair to those 
gentlemen who abstained from their 
criticisms on the Civil Service Votes, 
and it will be really impossible to get 
through in the time in which the 
House wishes to get through. I would 
therefore most respectfully ask the 
House whether it would not be desir- 
able to follow the example of last night 
and bring Supply to a close as quickly 
as possible, especially as we cannot 
make an effective criticism, and- it is 
not desirable that the Estimates should 
stand over? This is a matter of prac- 
tical common sense, and I would 
appeal to the Committee to deal with 
it accordingly. 





On the general principle, I entirely 
agree with the right hon. Member 
for Wolverhampton. It is evidently 
impossible te discuss the Estimates 
this year with the fulness of detail 
which ordinarily is necessary, and, that 
being so, it is scarcely a matter of 
utility to attempt to discuss them. 
But I must add that I think the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 





(11.18.) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): 
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Wolverhampton is a little premature 
in the remarks he has made to-night, 
and I ajync seamen him of the extra- 
ordinary and unprecedented 
of Public Business last night." While 
ou, Sir, were in the Chair I do not 
leew how many millions were passed, 
‘but I do know that we got through the 
whole of the Navy Estimates and 
four Classes of the Civil Service 
Estimates, excluding the Irish Votes. 
Besides that, there was somethin 
which on another occasion woul 
have been considered worthy of notice 





as being exceptional in itself, 
and that was the passing of 
twenty-two Bills after midnight. 


Ihave listened for some time to the 
course of the Debate, and I do not 
think the speeches made were trivial. 
Iwould advise the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton 
to possess his soul in patience, and he 
will find that no arrangement has been 
violated, and that the progress of 
Supply will be as last night. 

Mr. MORTON: If my right hon. 
Friend the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton has any cause for complaint it is 
against gentlemen on the other side of 
the House. Four or five hours were 
taken up on one Vote almost entirely 
by Tory Members. I think we below 
the Gangway have shown both last 
night and to-night that we are anxious 
to get the business through as fast as 
possible. 

Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: In 
reply to the hon. Member, I am 
unaware that there has been any 
alteration of policy at all, and I would 
not sanction any alteration of policy. 


Coronet NOLAN: Are any horses 
got from Canada? 

*Mr. STANHOPE: None. 

Vote agreed to. 


7. £820,600, Clothing Establishment 
and Services. 


8. £1,847,000, Warlike and other 
Stores: Supply and Repair. 

CotoxneL NOLAN : I wish to ask 
the Secretary of State whether an 
arms or ammunition have been sold, 
lent, or given to the British East 
Africa Company 
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*Mr. STANHOPE: I am afraid 
I cannot answer that question. I know 
that a few stores went out to a Consul 
General, but I do not think any went 
to the British East Africa Company. 
However, I would rather not speak 
without further notice. 


Coronet NOLAN: 
question on Monday. 


Dr. TANNER: With regard to the 
question of Cordite powder, I would 
like to ask whether the Department 
have taken any measures to investigate 
other varieties of smokeless powder ? 


*Mrx. STANHOPE: Every form 
of smokeless powder was tested, and 
Cordite came out the best, and I am 
bound to say that since its adoption it 
has given very satisfactory results. 
The final tests by heat in India are 
not perfectly completed; but so far as 
they have gone they are very satis- 
factory. 


Vote agreed to. 

9. £802,100, Works, Buildings, and 
Repairs: Cost, including Superintend- 
ing Staff. 

(11.26.) Mr. MORTON: I should 
just like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man why there is such a large increase 
in this Vote? The increase is about 
ten per cent. of the total Vote. 

Mr. H. R. FARQUHARSON 
(Dorset, W.): I am sorry to interrupt, 
but I should like to know if the Vote 
includes any expenditure on the New 
Forest ? 

*Mr. STANHOPE: No; 
nothing. 

Dr. TANNER: I should like to ask 
whether this Vote of one thousand 
pounds for the drainage of the Royal 
Infirmary at Dublin, in page 63, will 
be sufficient to carry out the proposed 
improvement in this place, or whether 
it is only a Vote on Account ? 

*Mr. STANHOPE: The £1,000 is 
a complete estimate for the works. 
So far as I know, and so far as we are 
informed, that amount will complete 
the works. 

Dr. TANNER: Will that be suffi- 
cient ? 


I will ask a 


there is 
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*Mr. STANHOPE: It will be suf- 
ficient to far as I know. To the best 
of our belief it will complete the 
works. 


Dr. TANNER: There is also another 
point on which I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman a question. 
I refer to the drainage of Ballincollig. 
This is a matter which has been up 
again and again, and | find that there 
is £900 to be voted for it in this Vote. 
I want to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman can say how poling vt work 
will be finished, and whether steps wili 
be taken to make this a complete 
work? There are very great diffi- 
culties in the way. There is a small 
slope near these barracks, and in con- 
sequence there has been a certain 
amount of settlement in or about the 
barracks of stable matter, from which 
offensive smells arise. I should like to 
know how the work is proceeding, and 
whether it is likely to be finished 
soon ? 


“Mr. STANHOPE: I am afraid I 
cannot answer that question right off. 
I have not heard of the progress of the 
work since the end of last year, but I 
will make inquiry and report exactly 
how the work is going on. 


Dr. TANNER: I am much obliged 
to the right hon. Gentleman ; and if he 
will communicate with me on the 
matter, I will take that as an answer. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: Certainly. 
With regard to the question of the 
hon. Member for Peterborough (Mr. 
Morton) as to the serious increase in 
this Vote, I would point out that we 
have had to carry out a number of 
alterations in barracks, and that this 
accounts for some portion of the in- 
crease, and that the acquisition of 
Barry Links in Scotland accounts for 
another £61,000 of the increase. 


Vote agreed to. 


10. £113,500, Establishments for 
Military Education. 


(11.30.) Cotonen NOLAN : I think 
the sum required.for this purpose is 
altogether too large. It also appears 
to me that the cadets have to pay too 
much for their education. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BRODRICK : They have not to 
pay more than the actual cost. I 
would remind the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman that this question was very 
carefully gone into about a fortnight 
ago. 

Coronet NOLAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man has not stated how much these 

oung gentlemen are required to pay. 
t is £150? 


*Mr. STANHOPE: I think it is. 


CotonEL NOLAN: Then I consider 
the sum to be excessive. 


Vote agreed to. 


11. £122,300, Miscellaneous Effec- 
tive Services. 


Dr. TANNER: I tried once before 
to get some information about this par- 
ticular item, but failed. It shows an 
increase, and, without wasting any 
more words, I will ask the cause of it. 

*Mr. STANHOPE: It has been 
found necessary to give the assistant 
secretary of the Sanitary Committee, 
who has been working very hard 
throughout the United Kingdom, an 
increase of salary. 


Vote agreed to. 


12. £257,800, War Office, Salaries 
and Miscellaneous Charges. 

Coronet NOLAN: I should here 
like to recur to the subject which I 
raised some time ago, with reference to 
the manner in which the military 
authorities acted towards an Irish 
soldier who wore the shamrock on 
St. Patrick’s Day. The man was 
ordered to remove the emblem from 
his cap, and was afterwards punished 
for not doing so. No more effective 
way of hurting the feelings of Irishmen 
cquld have been chosen, and I do not 
think the Military and War Office 
authorities have taken a proper and 
sufficient notice of the conduct of the 
officers in the case. It is likely to 
leave a bad impression on the minds 
of Irish soldiers and Irishmen generally, 
and I consider that something sho 
be said with regard to it. How can 
you expect Irish soldiers to take an 
interest in the English flag when = 
are not allowed to wear the sham 
on St. Patrick's Day? There has been 
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a great lack of tact on the part of the 
authorities, to say the least of it, in 
this matter, and I hope that a state- 
ment which will be satisfactory to 
Irishmen in the Army will be made 
before we separate. 
Mr. MORTON: I wih to put a 

uestion with reference to the ry of 
the Commander-in-Chief. I notice that 
the maximum salary is £4,500, but 
that £6,000 is put down for him in the 
Estimates. I do not think the present 
«Commander-in-Chief is likely to get any 
wounds, or to be reward for dis- 
tinguished services ; and, therefore, I 
do not see why he should receive nearly 
£2,000 above the maximum allowance. 
TI should like to have some information 
on this subject, as well as to hear the 
weasons why the Director of Military 
Intelligence and the Accountant Gene- 
ral should receive more than the 
maximum salaries allowed for these 
officers. 

“Mr. STANHOPE: With regard 
to the question addressed to me as to 
the salary of the Commander-in-Chief, 
t should like to say that the salary was 
fixed at £4,500,- but that before 
the present Commander-in-Chief, who 
has held the position for a long period 
of years, accepted it, he was in receipt 
of a larger amount. It was, therefore, 
thought right not to reduce the sum, 
‘but any successor to the office will 
receive only the £4,500. The Director 
of Military Intelligence and the Accoun- 
tant General are paid the sums they 
are receiving on account of their special 
qualifications for their positions. In 
reply to the hon. and gallant Member 
for Galway (Colonel Nolan) as to the 
wearing of the shamrock by Irish 
soldiers, I have nothing to add to what 
{ have already stated on the subject, 
.and that is, that if an Irish soldier 
desires to wear the emblem on St. 
Patrick's Day, and he intimates such a 
desire to his commanding officer, I 
think the latter will be willing to grant 
his wish; but the sanction of the 
commanding officer must -first be 
obtained. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): There 
‘are two reasons why I need not go back 


.to the recent case of the Irish soldier 


who was punished for wearing the 
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shamrock on St. Patrick’s Day. The 
first is, because the War Office autho- 
rities have practically admitted that the 
cemmanding officer of the regiment 
acted rashly and without discretion ; 
and, secondly, because, iong before St. 
Patrick’s Day comes round again, 
another Administration will be in power 
which will be actuated by different 
feelings towards Ireland. But I will 
say this—that whatever Administration 
may be in power, the Irish Members in 
this House will insist upon the national 
feelings of Irish soldiers being respected. 
They will not tolerate any system of 
insult or punishment by English com- 
manding officers and martinets to Irish 
soldiers for wearing the national 
emblem on St. Patrick’s Day. 


*CoLonEL HUGHES (Woolwich): I 
wish to ask whether any intimation has 
been made to the men employed at the 
Woolwich and Enfield Arsenals with 
reference to the giving of gratuities after 
twelve years’ service and discharge? 
I believe, in accordance with the Act of 
Parliament, the Secretary of State for 
War has made a reduction to seven 
years. I should like to know whether the 
War Office has sent a notification to 
Woolwich, and from what date the re- 
duction is to operate? If no otherdate 
occurs to the right hon. Gentleman he 
might adopt the date of my original 
complaint in 1890 as to the variance, 
between the Rule and the Statute. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: The Act will 
operate from Ist January, 1892. 


Mr. MORTON : I have had no reply 
as to the extra £300 to the Accountant 
General. 


*Mr. STANHOPE: Anybody who 
attended the Committee on Army 
Estimates must remember the Com- 
mittee’s general expression with regard 
to the work done by that official. The 
Committee intimated to me a desire 
that the services he had rendered 
should be recognised, and, in response 
to my representation, I am cag, to say 
that the recognition was made. 

Mr. MORTON: The Royal Com- 
mission recommended that the office 
should be done away with. I trust it 
will be dispensed with, and the money 
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ven to the officers in the Army who 
o the work. 


Vote agreed to. 


13. £1,527,700, Retired Pay, Half 
Pay, and other Non-Effective Charges 
for Officers, &c. 


14. Motion made, and Question pro- 


“That a sum, not onnettins Sa. be 


ted to Her Majesty, to the haw 7 
Chelsea and Kilmaizhae Hospitals and 
In-Pensicners thereof, of Out-Pensions, of the 
Maintenance of Lunatics for whom Pensionsare 
not drawn, and of Gratuities awarded in Com- 
mutation and in lieu of Pensions, of Rewards 
for Meritorious Services, of Victoria Cross 
Pensions, and of Pensions to the Widows and 
Children of Warrant ea, which bar 

in course of payment during the year endi 
on the 31st day of March, 1893.” . ts 


Dr. TANNER: [have received several 
communications with regard to pen- 
sions, and, after referring to one or two 
of the cases, I will hand the Papers to 
the right hon. Gentleman for his inves- 
tigation. The first case is that of 
Sergeant Major Kelly, who was dis- 
charged from the Army after twenty- 
one years’ service and wanted to re- 
engage. Hischaracter was good, and 
a certificate had been granted to him. 
I think there are strongly-deserving 
elements in his case. The next is the 
case of a poor man who lives near Cork 
—Toomey, late Corporal B Battery, 
18th Royal Artillery—who, from all 
accounts, is most respectable, and 
has behaved in an_ exemplary 
manner. He enlisted in _ the 
East India Service on the 9th April, 
1847, was discharged 31st July, 1886, 
and volunteered for the Royal Artillery. 
Another claim sent to me is from a 

r man who is at present an inmate 
-of the Union Hospital at Cork—Peter 
Phillips, 98th Regiment. He wanted 
to claim admission into the Hospital 
at Chelsea, but the Commissioners had 
altered the regulations, and Phillips 
was in consequence shut out. These 
are three particular cases I mention in 
order that the names may be reported. 
I hope these, with the others, will be 
“investigated in a fair and judicial spirit, 
in order that these poor old soldiers 
may receive that reward which I believe 
is due to them. 
Mr. Morton 


{COMMONS} 
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CotoneL NOLAN: I rather object 
to the system of the Chelsea Commis- 
sioners, regarding whom I am con- 
stantly getting letters. In two or three 
cases, notably in that of Sergeant 
Webster, the Secretary of State for War 
seemed to agree that there was a good 
deal in the cases ; but the Chelsea Com- 
missioners occupy so much time that the 
cases are forgotten. There seems to 
be nobody in London to whom you can 
speak on the subject. It is true that 
the Office is conveniently situated, but 
when you go to discuss a case there is 
practically nobody responsible there. 
I do not see under what rule the man 
can be denied his pension ; but, owing 
to this system of the Chelsea Commis- 
sioners, there is no means of obtaini 
redress. Another point is that these 
pension arrangements lack elasticity. 
The Secretary of State for War does 
not seem to have sufficient power to 
vary pensions in extremely hard cases. 
I brought this subject forward when 
the present Duke of Devonshire, as 
Lord Hartington, was Secretary for 
War, and I believe the Solicitor to the 
Treasury then told me that he was 
instructed to bring in a Bill which 
would allow the Secretary of State for 
War this discretionary power. There 
ought to be a sum of money voted to 

im for this purpose, as the cases are 
daily occurring. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. and 
gallant Member has argued for elas- 
ticity, which is a word entirely un- 
known to the Treasury ; rigidity is the 
particular line in which the Treasury 
shines, and, so far from looking on my 
post at the War Office as a sort of 
outlying picket, the Treasury, I am 
sorry to say, look upon me as its 
greatest marauder. Thus, if the hon. 
and gallant Member would appeal to 
the Treasury for greater — in 
this matter, I am afraid I should be 
the very worst person for him to 
select as a cheval de bataille. With 
regard to the special Crimean pensions, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
granted in the first instance 4 
certain sum which enabled the War 
Office to grant a limited number 
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of pensions. JI think the delay 
mentioned by the hon. and gallant 
Member (Colonel Nolan) is due to the 
fact that the number of men who 
applied for these pensions is enormously 
in excess of the capabilities of the 
fund. The War Office, under these 
circumstances, have applied for further 
assistance, and I am s hacer to say that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
found it possible to give us the money 
necessary to award an additional 
number of pensions. This, I hope, 
will enable us to deal with the worst 
eases, which will be done at once. 


Mr. PICTON: I should like to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if there 
is any power to make special awards 
of pensions in cases of unusually heroic 
‘Service? I have been pained every 
now and again to read of men who 
took part in the Balaclava Charge 
being reduced to great poverty, in 
consequence of their not being in 
receipt of a pension. I am not very 
fond of war, but I feel that men who, 
perhaps under mistaken orders, have 
exposed their lives to imminent peril in 
the cause of their country should not 
be left to the privations of poverty and 
destitution, simply because they have 
not complied with certain strict rules 
which regulate the granting of pensions. 
I cannot go as far as my hon. and 
gallant Friend, who that 
twenty thousand pounds should be put 
into the hands of the Secretary of 
State for War to do what he likes with 
in this direction. That would not be 
in accordance with constitutional pro- 
cedure. All Task is that men such as 
those who took part in the Balaclava 
Charge should not be left destitute in 
their old age, and if there ismo power 

iven to the right hon. Gentleman to 

eal with such cases I think there 
should be. 


*“Mr. EDWARD STANHOPE: I 
am afraid I have trespassed on the 
attention of the House a good many 
times to explain this matter. It 
is utterly impossible to make a 
distinction in favour of men who served 
in the Balaclava Charge. It seems 
to me that men who have served 
in the trenches in the Crimea, for 
Instance, and others who have suffered 
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similar hardships deserve just as much 
consideration. Parliament has placed 
it in the power of the War Office to 
give a certain number of pensions 
every year to very deserving cases, 


but the sum is limited and we 
cannot go beyond it. 
Mr. MORTON: I should like the 


right hon. Gentleman to remember 
that the cause of complaint outside is 
not so much that these men are 
neglected, but that all the officers were 
pensioned and the private soldiers were 
not. I think it is only right that in 
such cases the private soldiers sLould 
have the same consideration shown 
them as the officers have. 


Mr. BRODRICK: That is not the 
case at all. The hon. Member must 
remember that a large number of offi- 
cers do not serve for pensions, and 
those who do have to serve a much 
longer period than private soldiers. 


Mr. MORTON: But they have 
half-pay, which is just the same. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


15. £154,100, Superannuation and 
other Allowances and Gratuities. 


16. £100, Ordnance Factories. 


Mr. MORTON: I understand that 
the total of this Vote is two and a 
quarter millions, and although I do not 
wish to go into the question of Enfield 
to-night, I should like to obtain from 
the Secretary of State for War some 
further information. It is admitted by 
the Government that they are paying 
£5 10s. for rifles to be made in Bir- 
mingham, when they can manufacture 
a better article at their own works for 
£3 13s. (‘*No, no!”) Well, that is 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own state- 
ment. Therefore, to bolster up these: 
private firms at Birmingham we are 
making a large loss. I do not intend 
to take up the time of the Committee 
by opening up the whole matter, as I 
have been asked to do by representa- 
tives of the Enfield men. There are,. 
however, two or three questions to- 
which I should like an answer. In the 
first place, How many men have been 
discharged from these Enfield works. 
up to the present time? Second, Is it 
now intended to put a stop to these 








803 Supply—Army 


discharges? And third, Is it proposed 
%o continue paying this extra price for 
the manufacture of rifles by private 
firms? It seems strange rifles should 
be made at Birmingham when the 
country has to pay more than they 
would have to do if they were manu- 
factured at the Government factories. 
It has been said that Birmingham has 
4 more powerful representative than 
the Enfield Division. That may make 
@ difference or it may not. 


Mr.. STANHOPE: I believe I 
have answered all these questions 
previously. Undoubtedly we ms intend 
to maintain the principle of having 
rifles manufactured by private firms. 
The object is that in times of emergency 
we shall be able to obtain a larger 
supply than would be possible if we 
were restricted to our own factories. 


Mr. MORTON: How many men 
have been discharged from Enfield ? 


Mr. STANHOPE: About five 
hundred, I think. 

Carrain BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): I understand that the electric 
light at Enfield has been discontinued. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman state 
what charges are included in the cost 
of lighting that, factory? I sh ould like 
to know especially whether the cost of 
this electric lighting plant was included 
in the rate of manufacture ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not sure 
that the hon. Member is correct in say- 
ing that the electric light has been dis- 
continued at Enfield. Certainly no 
avoidable charge has been incurred 
there, but lighting is one of the charges 
which must be made. 


Caprain BOWLES: I believe the 
plant has been laid down so badly that 
it has had to be discontinued. 


CotoneL NOLAN : With regard to 
the manufacture of rifles, I should like 
to say that I approve of the policy of 
giving some orders to private firms, but 
to give them a very large number of 
rifles to manufacture is not, I think, 
the best thing to do. I understand the 
Financial Secretary to tacitly admit that 
£3 13s. is the price of turning outa rifle 
at Enfield as against £5 10s. at 
Birmingham. I should like to 
know if these figures are correct? 

Mr. Morton 


{COMMONS} 
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How many are made at Enfield and 
how many at other places ? I have a 
very strong recollection of the way in 
which the Member for West Birming- 
ham (Mr. J. Chamberlain) urged the 
claims of his constituents to a share of 
the manufacture of these rifles, and I 
cannot get rid of the idea that the 
transfer of the manufacture of these 
rifles from Enfield to Birmingham had 
& political origin. 

*(12.16.) Mr. BRODRICK: I 
should like to make the question clear. 
I think the hon. Gentleman will under- 
stand that, in the first place, it was 
impossible to get the private trade to 
undertake the manufacture without 
giving a definite order ; and when he 
remembers that the progress of the 
trade in turning out rifles, has been 
less rapid than the ordnance factories, 
he will see it is not fair to compare the 
price at which the trade turns out rifles 
and the price they are turned out at 
at Enfield. The present price is about 
£3 12s. at Enfield and about £5 9s. 
from the trade. But the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman (Colonel Nolan) is 
mistaken in putting these prices 
against each other. The price at 
Enfield, when the manufacture was 
first commenced, was well over £6. 
That has been brought down, aad it 
was only the other day they were 
brought down to the present price. It 
is expected that the price for the 
future will be £3 12s. at Enfield and 
about £4 14s. by the trade. Thenumbers 
which are being turned out at the 
present moment are about 1,200 in the 
ordnance factories per week and 1,000 
by the trade. We have divided the 
necessary reductions in hands in an 
equal praportion between the two de- 
partments, and the only difference 1s 
that we have a great many more com- 
plaints from Enfield than we have from 
Birmingham. The numbers employed 
at Enfield are considerably larger now 
than they were when we took office, 
and we have given a pledge that in the 

resent year they shall not be reduced 
ae 2,000, which undertaking has 
been rigidly adhered to. 

(12.19.) Caprars BOWLES: | 
think I aim entitled to complain of the 
way in which the Financial Secretary 
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has made the comparison in price. It 
is unfair to compare the price of the 
first few rifles made at Enfield with 
the price of the first 100,000 made by 
the trade. Let him compare the price 
of the first 100,000 in each case, and 
then state the figures. 

(12.20.) Mr. MORTON: I do not 
think the Financial Secretary (Mr. 
Brodrick) has put the case fairly with 
regard to the men. It is admitted that 
five hundred men have been discharged. 
These men were induced to go and live 
there on the honourable understanding 
that, so long as work was required for 
the nation, they should be employed. 
All of a sudden they were turned off, 
and told that they might go about their 
business. If you were getting these 
rifles from private firms for less money 
than you can manufacture yourself, I 
could understand you reducing work at 
Enfield and giving it to the trade; but 
when we learn that these rifles cost 
thirty or forty per cent. more from the 
trade, we cannot think you have treated 
the men fairly. I trust that in the 
future the Government will treat the 
men better than they have in the past. 

(12.23.) Dr. TANNER: I am glad 
to see that the hon. Member for Enfield 
(Captain Bowles) is taking an interest 
in this matter. It was first brought up 
by another hon. Member, and when the 
matter had been made public, the hon. 
Member for Enfield declared that he 
would eat his boots if these men were 
not re-instated ; the men have not 
been re-instated, and the hon. Member 
has not eaten his boots. Instead of 
that he has come down here at a quar- 
ter ap twelve and said a couple of 
words upon these Votes in order that 
he may be reported as doing something 
for his constituents. It is another 
instance of Tory bunkum, and I hope 
it will not go down with the working 
classes. 


Vote agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS, 1892-3. 
Cuass V. 
17. £219,747, to complete the sum 
for Diplomatic and Consular Services. 
18. £1,313, to complete the sum for 
Slave Trade Services. 
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19. £102,783, to complete the sum 
for Colonial Services, including South 
Africa. 

20. £25,400, to complete the sum for 
Subsidies to Telegraph Companies. 


Crass VI. 
21. £261,578, to complete the sum 
for Superannuations and Retired 
Allowances. 


22. £6,000, to complete the sum for 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions. 


23. £9,213, Friendly Societies Defi- 
ciency. 

24. £912, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances, Great Britain. 


Crass VII. 

25. £24,064, to complete the sum 
for Temporary Commissions. . 

(12.29.) Mr. PICTON: I would 
urge that some consideration should be 
given to this Vote. It is well-known 
that owing to recommendations, 
coming practically from the Govern- 
ment, the Vaccination Commission was 
led to consider the desirability of 
making a speciai interim Report. They 
did consider it, and arrived at a unani- 
mous conclusion, which has been laid 
before the Government. This unani- 
mous conclusion was to the effect that 
reiterated penalties should be aban- 
doned, and that any recaicitrants com- 
mitted to prison owing to non-payment 
of fines should be treated as first-class 
misdemeanants. A question was put 
to the Home Secretary (Mr. Matthews) 
not long ago, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man said that no conclusion had been 
arrived at, and he must have time to 
consider the evidence. I must confess 
Ido not see the use of appointing a 
Commission, consisting, as this one 
did, of a number of eminent medical 
and scientific men, if their study of the 
questions submitted to them is not 
looked upon as of sufficient im- 
portance to justify speedy legislation. 
If the Home Secretary is to form a 
Special Commission by himself, I do 
not see the use of spending all this 
money on the inquiry. The Committee 
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should remember that there is on the 
Commission a nobleman of such well- 
known judicial mind and power of col- 
lating evidence as Lord Herschell, 
and such eminent physicians as Sir 
James Paget, Sir William Savory, 
and others. These gentlemen enter- 
tain very strong views on _ the 
question of vaccination, and it is 
expressly stated in the interim Report 
that it is not to be supposed that the 
Commission have come to any decision 
averse to vaccination, or has yet come 
to a final decision. The Commissioners 
were unanimousin their interim Report, 
and, that being so, I think it. should 
have received a little more considera- 
. tion than it appears to have done. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to say that the Report is under 
consideration, and that he will be able, 
if not to bring forward legislation, at 
any rate to take steps to make the 
working cf the law more in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Com- 
mission. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MattHews, Birmingham, E.): I will 
say, in reply to the suggestion of the 
hon. Member, that it appears to me 
that it would be extremely inexpedient 
to deal with this question in a fragmen- 
tary manner. ere is, doubtless, 
strong opposition in many parts of the 
country to vaccination ; but, without 
expressing any judgment as to whether 
or not it is justified, I think, solong as 
the Vaccination Law is maintained, it 
would be a startling change to adopt 
the recommendations in the interim 
Report. Before embarking on legisla- 
tion on so important a subject, Her 
Majesty's Government desire to examine 
thoroughly on what grounds those re- 
commendations are based. 


Mr. McLAREN (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I should like to know whether it is a 
fact that the Local Government Board 
issued instructions to Boards of 


Guardians not to prosecute more than 
once in these cases ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Rircuie, Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) : 

Mr. Picton 


{COMMONS} 
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The instruction was to the effect that 
the Boards, before ordering re 
prosecutions, should consider whether 
they did more harm than good. 


*Mr. McLAREN: Then the Local 
Government Board is of opinion that 
the Act should not be enforced and re- 
peated prosecutions instituted. If that 
is the view of one Department it seems 
to mé curious that the Home Office 
does not take the same view. The 
present attitude of the Home Office is 
to ignore the Report of the Commission 
altogether. I can hardly believe that 
now the Report of the Commission is 
issued repeated prosecutions will take 
place, and I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will give us some assurance that 
Boards of Guardians will not be called 
upon to enforce repeated penalties. 


Mr. MORTON: I should like to 
press on the Government the necessity 
of advising Boards of Guardians not 
to take proceedings until the interim 
Report has been considered by the 
Government and the House of Com- 
mons. Some Boards have already 
taken that course, and, therefore, the 
Government ought either to insist 
upon thése Boards taking proceedings, 
or +o advise the other Boards not to 
do so. 


Mr. PICTON : I would remind the 
Home Secretary that there is nothing 
in the interim Report requiring the 
intervention of legislation. If the 
Government would say that there 
should be one penalty, as provided in 
the Bill of 1871, which passed this 
House, but was lost in another place, 
that would meet the recommendation 
of the Report. It was never intended 
that the penalty of five shillings should 
be a penalty recurring for ever. The 
Commission would never have made an 
interim Report but for the Govern- 
ment, and now they will not act upon 
it. 

Mr. RITCHIE: The Government 
did not ask for an interim Report. A 
question was put to me as to whether 
or not the Commission was going to 
make an interim Report, and I merely 
conveyed to the Commission the inquiry 
put to me in the House of Commons. 
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Mr. PICTON : Then I was under a 
misapprehension. 


Mr. MATTHEWS: I think [ can 
hardly accept the suggestion to set the 
us example of interfering with 
the law as it exists, and as it has been 
laid down by Parliament. Parliament 
has wir | a special officer under 
Boards of Guardians to look after vac- 
cination cases, but the hon. Gentleman 
wants me to advise these Boards of 
Guardians to disobey the law. 


Mr. MORTON : May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman what steps he has 
taken, or proposes to take, against those 
Boards of Guardians who decline to 
take proceedings ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am not aware 
of the facts to which the hon. Member 
refers.’ 

Vote agreed to. 

26. £2,498, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Expenses. 

27. £70,000, to complete the sum for 
Pleuro-pneumonia. 

28. £28,000, to complete the sum 
for the Highlands and Islands of Scot- 
land (Public Works and Communica- 
tions). 

29. £2,500, to complete the sum for 
the Chicago Exhibition. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
30. £675,485, to complete the sum 
for Customs. 


Mr. MORTON : Do the Government 
desire to take any more Votes to-night ? 
We have done very well, and we are 
coming to the Post Office Vote, which 
is very important. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
only three more Votes. 

Vote agreed to. 

31. £1,573,709, to complete the sum 
for Inland Revenue. 

32. £5,644,963, to complete the sum 
for the Post Office. 

(12.45.) Mr. MORTON: I wanted 


to ask the Postmaster General a ques- 
tion as to the cost of letter cards, and I 
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certainly do think if the Government 
desire to press this Post Office Vote to- 
night they might at least have re- 
— the presence of -tHe right hon. 

entleman to answer such questions as 
arise on the Vote. I do not desire to 
occupy the time of the Committee. I 
simply wish to mention that I find 
from communications from Vienna 
that the charge for letter cardsthere is 
just half what the charge is in this 
country ; that while in this country the 
public pay a shilling for ten, in Austria 
the same number are supplied for 
sixpence. ; 

Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE TREASURY (Sir Jonn Gonrsr, 
Chatham): If the hon. Member will 
allow me to interrupt him, I may say 
that the question is now under the 
consideration of the Treasury, and that 
a decision will be arrived at in a few 
days. 

Mr. MORTON: If I am assured 
that this consideration will result in 
the reduction of the price of these 


letter cards, that answer is all 
I can fairly expect to-night; 
but the right hon. Gentleman 


does not say that. Certainly, I think 
that in this country the public should 
be able to obtain the cards as cheaply 
as they can be supplied in Austria. 
Now that the Postmaster General has 
arrived, I wish to ask him one other 
question. I do not see the hon. Mem- 
ber for Canterbury (Mr. Henniker 
Heaton) in his place, but I gather from 
what has appeared'in the newspapers 
that the hon. Member and a few friends 
have made an offer to bear for three 
years the cost that may follow from 
the adoption of a system of penny ocean 
postage. So much I gather from the 
papers, and I am bound to say we are 
very much indebted to the Press for in- 
formation which we do not get in this 
House, and | further understand from 
the same source that the Government 
have refused this generous offer from 
the hon. Member for Canterbury. From 
a speech of the hon. Member, delivered 
I think at Manchester, I understand 
that he did not get a very courteous 
answer from the Government, or any 
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indication why they refused the offer 
except that it is not the custom to 
allow anyone to guarantee losses from 
a service of this kind. But when we 
remember how often guarantees are 
required before telegraph offices are 
established in many parts of the 
country, we must allow that the Post 
Office authorities have recognised the 
system of guarantees, and why 
it should not be applied in this 
case I do not know. At all events, I 
shall be glad to have some information 
why it is the Government refuse to 
allow the experiment to be made. 
Personally, I think the Government 
ought to be prepared to adopt a system 
of penny ocean postage without a 
guarantee from anybody in the interest 
of the commercial community; and I 
think, having in view the large profits 
derived from the Postal Service, they 
would be justified in doing this. 


After a pause— 


Mr. MORTON: Do I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman refuses 
to give us any information ? 


(12.50.) THe POSTMASTER 
GENERAL (Sir James FeEreusson, 
Manchester, N.E.): The hon. Member 
has referred to an offer made by the 
hon. Member for Canterbury and some 
Manchester friends to the Treasury to 
give a guarantee in respect of a system 
of ocean postage. That offer did not 
come before the Post Office, and, of 
course, the offer could not be enter- 
tained without very much consideration 
both as to the propriety of accepting 
such an offer, the nature and extent of 
the guarantee, the position of the 
guarantors, and, in short, a much more 
formal consideration than could be 
given in conversation. I think the 
Committee will hardly be prepared to 
enter upon the question asa practical one 
at the present time. All I can tell the 
hon. Member is that, as at present 
advised, the Government are not pre- 
pared to entertain the proposal. 


Mr, MORTON; As I understand, 
the guarantee offered was of an abso- 
lute and a substantial character for 


three years, a guarantee which to use 
Mr. Morton 
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@ common expression was “ as safe ag 
the Bank of England.” I do not know 
whetherthe matter is finally dismissed ; 
it would seem that the Government are 
not far-seeing enough and have not 
sufficient public spirit to give proper 
consideration to the offer made. 
Vote agreed to. 


33. £528,954, to complete the sum 
for the Post Office Packet Service. 


34. £1,736,360, to complete the sum 
for Post Office Telegraphs. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 
(No. 359.) 


coMMITTEE. [Progress, 9th June.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 

(12.57.) Mr. MORTON: I beg to 
move that Progress be reported. This 
is not a Bill to be pushed through 
Committee in the small hours without 
consideration. It appears tome a Bill 
which ought to be submitted to the 
consideration of a Select Committee. 
At any rate there should be a fair 
opportunity of considering a proposal 
which is for taking away authority 
from this House and transferring it to 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, who 
may dispense patronage as he pleases, 
we here knowing nothing about these 
matters. To my mind this is an 
objectionable alteration. We have not 
had these matters properly explained, 
and I now move that Progress be 
reported. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.”— 
(Mr. Morton.) 


(12.59.) Taz FIRST LORD or THE 
ADMIRALTY (Lord Grorce Hamit- 
ton, Middlesex, Ealing): I cannot 
conceive any reason whatever why the 
Bill should not pass. From the hon. 
Gentleman's remark it would seem he 
has not read the Bill, for he states that 
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rity from this House and confer it 
upon the First Lord, but the exact 
reverse is the case. The almost abso- 
Inte power of the Admiralty is defined 
and regulated by the Bill, and I hope 
the hon. Member, finding he is mis- 
taken in his reading of the Bill, will 
not press his Motion, but will allow 
the Committee to proceed. 


(1.0.) Mr. MORTON : But we have 
something on the Votes every year 
with regard to these Naval Knights, 
and the question is very pertinently 
asked, ‘‘Who are these Naval 
Knights?” Seeing the manner in 
which the Bill was thrust through 
Second Reading, it certainly should 
have proper examination in Committee 
—in Select Committee, I think. Of 
course, I know if the Government de- 
sire to force the Bill now it is useless 
for me to offer any opposition; but I 
must say it is an almost indecent way 
of conducting the business of the 
country to carry a Bill through its 
stages without giving opportunity for 
consideration. i have read the Bill as 
carefully as I could, and if I have mis- 
construed some of the clauses, that 
seems to show that we require ex- 
— which as yet we have not 


Question put, and negatived. 

Clause agreed to. 

Remaining Clauses, Schedule, and 
Preamble agreed to. 

Bill reported, without Amendment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


(1.3.) Mr. MORTON: At any rate 
I think the Government should agree 
to postpone the final stage until Mon- 
day, so that we may have some time 
for consideration. Surely, there is 
oo of time without hurrying the 

ill through now ? 

Third Reading deferred till Monday 
next. 


{10 June, 1892} 
the Bill proposes to take some autho- | 
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PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
BILL.—(No. 371.) 

SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 


(1.5.) Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, 
N.): It will be cbserved that there are 
four notices of opposition to the Bill 
from hon. Members on the other side 
of the House, and there will be in 
Committee considerable opposition to 
certain parts of the Bill from Members 
on this side. The first part of the Bill 
is to carry out what I believe to be the 
intention of the Government as to 
rating— 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would not be entitled to enter upon a 
discussion of the Bill on a proposal to 
put off the Bill to another day. 


Mr. KELLY: I only wish to suggest 
to the Government that as the Bill 
must meet with opposition from both 
sides, it is scarcely expedient under 
present circumstances to proceed with 
it. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester) : Oppo- 
sition is not directed to the Bill asa 
whole, but I think it might fairly be 
deferred to Monday. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I can 
testify to the strong desire in man 
parts of the country that the Bill 
should pass. 

(1.6.) Tae FIRST LORD or tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, 
Manchester, E.): ‘‘ Hope springs eternal 
in the human breast,” and in spite of 
the gloomy anticipations of my hon. 
Friend (Mr. a I do not despair of 
the Bill becoming law ; but, meanwhile, 
all I have to suggest is that we defer 
discussion untit Monday. 

Second Reading deferred till Monday 
next. 


TELEGRAPHS [ADVANCES]. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient te authorise- 
(a) the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of 
such sums, not ex i in the whole 
£1,000,000, as may be required for the 
of the oT Acts, 1863 to 1889, and of 
any Act of the present Session to make further 
provision respecting Telegraphe ; and (b) the- 
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creation of terminable annuities, for providing 


such sum out of moneys to be pro- 
vided b “Pari nt for the service of the 


Post O and, if those are insuffi- 
<ant, out of ae Consolidated 
James Fergusson.) 

(1.8.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notting- 
ham, Rushcliffe) : May I ask whether 
if the Bill, which has been referred to 
a Select Committee, is not passed, any 
of the money will be required ? 


Tue SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham): No, 
not unless the Bill is passed, This isa 
necessary stage to enable the Bill to be 
carried forward. 

Resolution to be reported upon 
Monday next. 


‘SSUPPLY—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1892-3. 

Resolutions {9th June} reported. 

1. “That a’sum, not exeeeding £1,215,700, 
tbe granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of Victualling and Clothing for the 
Navy, including the cost of Victualling Estab- 
Jishments at Home and Abroad, which will 
ome in course of p pr during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1893,” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
‘Committee in the said Resolution.” 


(1.9.) Mr. MORTON: Earlier in 
‘the Sitting I made an appeal to the 
“Government to allow the Report of 
several of these Votes to be de- 
ferred to Monday, because of the rapid 
way we got over the work in Committee 
on Thursday night. There were many 
matters to which no consideration was 
given, and I have had letters from some 
thon. Members who were. unavoidably 
absent from London, and who desired 
to discuss sundry matters in relation to 
these Naval Votes. It would be no 
loss to the Government to defer the 
Report now and take it at an earlier 
hour on Monday. I ask the First Lord 
to defer this Vote until Monday. I 
gathered from what he said at an 
earlier hour that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would not insist on taking the 
Report at a late hour. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution agreed to. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £125,000, be 
:granted to defray the Expense of Medical Ser- 
vices, incluiing the cost of Medical Establish- 
mments at Home and Abroad.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. MORTON: Surely the right 
hon. Gentleman will give me some 
reply after what he said early this 
afternoon ? 

(1.10.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
do not wish to press the House unduly 
upon this or any other matter; but I 
think that Members are in a business- 
like mood and disposed to deal with 
Report of Supply before we separate. 
My right hon. Friend the Vice Presi- 
dent of the Council will make his 
general statement upon educational 
matters at a future stage, and then 
opportunity will be given for entering 
upon the subject generally. 

Mr. MORTON: But not on the 
Naval] Votes. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions 3 to 12 agreed to. 


13. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £227,800, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of the Admiralty Office.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. MORTON: Upon this Vote 
especially I would renew my appeal 
for a postponement. 

(1.14.) Mr. BALFOUR: The 
House, I am sure, will be happy to hear 
now any observations the hon. Member 
may have to offer, but I think private 
‘letters to the hon. Gentleman from 
Members unknown, upon subjects un- 
defined, scarcely afford sufficient 
reason for the postponement of Busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MORTON: I made the appeal 
early this afternoon, and I repeat it 
pow on behalf of an hon. Friend 
who is unable to be present to-night. 
The right hon. Gentleman may doubt 
my word—— 

Mr. BALFOUR: I express no 
such doubt at all. 

Mr. MORTON: I do think that 
without any detriment to Business this 
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Vote, at least, might be deferred to 
Monday. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions 14 to 17 agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3. 


Crass I. 
Resolutions 18 to 30 agreed to. 


Crass II. 

Resolutions 31 to 54 agreed to. 

55. “That a sum, not ex £37,051, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
ae oes oe S ing the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1 for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 
Commissioners of Her Majesty's Works and 
Public Buildings.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. MORTON: I do not see 
the First Commissioner of Works in 
his place, and he was absent, I think, 
when this Vote was taken in Com- 
mittee. There are two matters I want 
tocall attention to; but seeing that the 
head of the Department is not present, 
—— the First Lord will allow the 

ote to be postponed, so that I may 
have answers to the questions I desire 
to ask. 


(1.30.) 
the hon. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If 
Member will address his 
= to the Secretary to the 

sury, perhaps my right hon. 
Friend can now give him the informa- 
tion he desires. 


Mr. MORTON: I do not think 
it will be any use doing that; the 
Secretary to the Treasury can know 
nothing of the subjects. I will not go 
through the farce of asking questions to 
which I can get no answer, and I will 
not detain the House to-night, but will 
seek an opportunity upon the Appro- 
priation Bill. Still, I think we have 
good reason to complain that the First 
Commissioner should be absent when 
this Vote is before the House. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions 56 to 61 agreed to. 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Cuass III. 
Resolutions 62 to 75 agreed to. 


Cuass IV. 

76.“ That a not exceeding £3,796,213, be 
granted to Her Majest ;, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray Charge which will 
come in course of papeens during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1893, for 
Publie Education in E and Wales, in- 
— pe of the Education Office in 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘ That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Resolu- 
tion.” 


Mr. MORTON: Is this Vote 
to be postponed, or how is the 
Vice President of the Council to 
make his promised statement upon 
educational matters ? 


(1.35.) Tue VICE PRESIDENT 
or tHE COUNCIL (Sir Wit. 
Hart Dyke, Kent, Dartford): I am 
quite prepared to carry out my promise 
given last night. Many opportunities 
will be offered, and I will consult with 
the First Lord of the Treasury as to 
the statement being made on one of the 
stages of the Appropriation Bill or on 
some other occasion. Due notice will 
be given, and I think it will be a better 
opportunity than on the Report of 
Supply. 

Mr. MORTON: And opportunity 
will be given for discussion ? 


Sm W. HART DYKE: Certainly ; 
there will be no difficulty about that. 


Dr. TANNER: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman now fix the date? 
Will it be on the Appropriation Bill, 
or would it not be better to settle a 
date ? 


Sm W. HART DYKE: On Monday 
or Tuesday we may be able to deter- 
mine when. 


Dr. TANNER: Say Tuesday. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution agreed to. 

or laa 77 to 85 agreed to. 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL.—(No. 279.) 
CONSIDERATION. 


Order for Consideration, as amended, 
r 


(1.38.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I would make an 
a to the House in favour of this 
Bill, and I can assure the hon. Baronet 
{Sir Richard Tempie), who has given 
notice of an Amendment, that what he 
proposes has been anticipated by the 
Amendments introduced at the in- 
stance of the Board of Trade. The 
hon. Baronet will find that the object 
he has in view is carried out by those 
Amendments. The clause permits an 
officer of the Board of Trade to go on 
board and inspect the provisions if he 
thinks it is necessary to do so, but the 
Bill does not say that he shall make 
the inspection. I hope the hon. 
Baronet will not press his Amendment. 


*(1.39.) Sm RICHARD TEMPLE 
(Worcester, Evesham): I do not wish 
to obstruct the Bill, and I do not want 
to embarrass the Board of Trade ; but 
in deference to the wishes of various 
shipping interests with which I have 
been in communication, I must move 
my Amendment. I am sorry to say 
my objection to Clause 3 is not re- 
moved by the hon. Member’s explana- 
tion. In a word or two, I may state 
what my object is. 


Mr. SPEAKER: If the Bill is ob- 
jected to it stands over. 


*Sm R. TEMPLE: Perha my 
Amendment may be accep on & 
little explanation ? 


Mr. HOWELL: With the general 
assent of the House, perhaps the hon. 
Baronet may be allowed to explain. 


*Sm R. TEMPLE: In a few words 
I can explain the Amendment I desire 
to move. It is quite agreed that the 
peers shall, if n coe Peel in- 
spected, but it is apprehen the 
officer of the Board of Trade may go on 
board just before a ship is about to 
sail. If an objection is made to the 
quality of the provisions, then the ship 
must be detained until the inspection 
is made, and the defect is remedied. 
The only object of my Amendment is 
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to secure that the owner or 
having given due notice to the Board 
of Trade of the probable date of the 
ship’s sailing, the inspection shall be 
made in due time, and to allow a 
_— interval before the appointed 
ate of sailing, so that if there are any 
defecis to be remedied that may not 
necessitate the detention of the shi 
beyond the announced date of sailing. 


‘the officer for any reason fails to make 


his inspection in time, that shall not 


tbe a reason for detaining the vessel. 


Nothing is so detrimental to the just 
interests of a ship as detention. If 
my Amendment is adopted there will 
be a certainty that an inspection, if 
made, shall be made in time to remedy 
any defect in the provisions found to 
exist. It is a simple matter, and I 
leave the Amendment in the hands of 
the House. 


(1.41.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
am sorry to have put my hon. Friend 
to the trouble of explaining his Amend- 
ment. I have given a pledge not to 
allow Progress to be made with other 
than Government Bills after twelve 
o'clock so that I cannot consent to this 
Bill being taken to-night. [ have, 
however, consulted with my right hon. 
Friend the President of the Board of 
Trade, and J find that the Bill does 
come under the category of unopposed 
measures, and my hon. Friend (Sir RB. 
Temple) has himself said he does not 
wish to defeat the Bili. I propose 
therefore on Monday to include the 
Bill among the Government Orders of 
the Day. 


Consideration, as amended, deferred 
till Monday next. 





TELEGRAPHS BILL. 
The Select Committee on the Telegraphs 
Bill was nominated of—Mr. Chancellor of the 
uer, Mr. Crilly, Mr. William Cross, Mr. 
John Ellis, Sir Edward HIM, Mx. Athertay Jones 
Mr. Lafone, Mr. Leon, The P 
General, Mr. Summers, and Mr. Taylor. 
Ordered, That the Committee have power 
te send for persons, papers, and records. 
That Five be the quorum.—(Sir 
James Fergusson.) 


(1.43.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Not- 


tingham, Rusheliffe): It is generally 





understood that two names are 
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be added, and one of these that 
of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bradford (Mr. Shaw 
Lefevre). I suppose I may take it that 
the Committee will not sit until those 
names are added ? 


Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Fercusson, Manchester, 
N.E.): The Committee will not meet 
for business until after Monday. The 
Members will meet on Monday to 
choose the Chairman and to settle the 
course of procedure. I will communi- 
cate with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bradford. 


Mr. ELLIS: Yes; but it is 
desirable, in settling the course of pro- 
esedure, to have the right hon. Gentle- 
man present, and have the benefit of 
his experience and assistance. 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : Having 
regard to the circumstances in which 
we find ourselves, and the importance 
of passing the Bill, it is desirable not to 
lose @ day in appointing the Com- 
mittee. he other names will be 
added on Monday, and I think the hon. 
Member may be satisfied with my 
assurance that business will not be 
proceeded with until the Committee is 
complete. 





GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ORDER (GLASGOW, &c.) BILL 
[Lords]}.—(No. 56.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [ZLords].—(No. 397.) 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL.—(No., 339.) 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders contirmed] ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 9) BILL. 
(No. 354.) 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (PUR- 
CHASE) BILL.—(No. 257.) 
Lords’ Amendment to be considere d 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
TION) BILL.—(No. 219.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [Lords]. 
(No, 261.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL.—({No. 385.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ALKALI, &c., WORKS BILL.—(No, 264.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL.—(No., 293.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 
BONDS BILL.—(No. 360.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, wittout Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND BILL.—(No, 294.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; read the 
third time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE ACT (1891) EXTENSION 
BILL.—(No, 378.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; read the 
third time, and passed. 








823 Ancient Monuments’ 
POLICE RETURNS BILL.—_(No. 376.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 

ported, without Amendment; read the 

third time, and passed. 


RURAL LABOURERS’ COTTAGES BILL, 
(No. 138.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 

Report from the Select Committee 
brought up, and read [Inquiry not com- 
pleted]. 

Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 253.] 

Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 253.] 





CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
‘DEPARTMENTS, 1892-3. 
(SupPLEMENTARY EstTIMArTe). 

Copy presented,—of an Estimate of 
the Sums required to be voted for the 
service of the year ending 3lst March 
1893, in addition to the Sums provided 
in the Estimates presented in the 
current year [by Command]; Referred 
to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 255.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS, 1892-3. 
(SupPLementary Estimate, Crass 4, 
Pusiic Epucation ScoTanp). 

Copy presented,—of Supplementary 
Estimate of the Amount required in 
the year ending 31st March 1893, for 
Public Education in Scotland [by 
Command]; Referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. ([No. 
254. | 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES, 


Accounts presented, — showing the 
interest accrued in respect of the 
securities standing in the names of 
the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt to the credit of 
the Post Office Savings Banks Fund, of 
the Fund for the Banks for Savings, 
and the Fund for Friendly Societies, 
for the year 1891 [by Act]; to lie 


{COMMONS} 





upon the Table. 
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FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS, 
Copy presented,—of Report of Chief 
Inspector for the year ending 31st 
October 1891 [by Cousin: to lie 
upon the Table. 


POLICE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES), 

Copy presented,—of Reports on the 
Control and Organisation of the Police 
in the Capitals and Provinces of certain 
Foreign Countries [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 
Copy —,- Annual Report 
of the Governors for the year 1891, 
with Accounts [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES 
REFUSED). 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
= continuation of Parliamentary 
aper, No. 381, of Session 1890) 
[Address 15th February; Sir William 
Harcourt]; to lie upon the Table. 


CERTIFIED DAY INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS. 

Copy presented,—of Order of the 
Secretary of State applying to Certified 
Day Industrial Schools in G w 
recommendations under “The Ele- 
mentary Education Act, 1876,” as to 
the Parliamentary Grant [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PASSAGE OF PETROLEUM (SUEZ 
CANAL) (COMMERCIAL, No. 5, 1892). 
Copy presented,—of Correspondence 
respecting the Passage oi Petroleum in 
bulk through the Suez Canal 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MOTION. 





ANCIENT MONUMENTS’ PROTECTION ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL. 


On Motion of Sir John Lubbock, Bill to * 
amend “ The Ancient Monuments’ Protection 
Act, 1882,” ordered to be brought in by Sir 
John Lubbock, Mr. Carew, Mr. Stanley 
Leighton, Mr. Osborne Morgan, and Mr. 
Sexton. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 405.| 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Two o’elock. 


<in Asterish (“) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Disturbances 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, 13th June, 1892. 





REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 
IRELAND. 


Earl of Clonmell: Report made 
from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of Thomas Charles Scott Earl of 
Clonmell to vote at the elections of Re- 
presentative Peers for Ireland has been 
established to the satisfaction of the 
Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


THE DUKE OF ARGYLL. 

George Douglas, Duke of Argyll, 
K.G., K.T. in the Peerage of Scotland 
(Baron Sundridge in the Peerage of 
Great Britain) having been created 
Duke of Argyll in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom—Was (in the usual 
manner) introduced 


DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


*Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I wish 
to ask a question, of which I have given 
private notice to the noble Marquess at 
the head of Her Majesty’s Government, 
with regard to certain atrocities that 
are said to have been committed 
in Uganda under the protection and 
with the assistance of officials of the 
British East Africa Company and 
officers in Her Majesty’s Army. I do 
not wish to express an opinion on the 
subject without further information, 
but I think it is most desirable that 
that further information should be 
given as soon as possible. It seems 
very strange that when a great part of 
E is ringing with the accusations 
brought against certain officials of the 
British East Africa Company, and 
accounts have been read in all the news- 
papers of these atrocities which are 
said to have been committed, no in- 
formation has, as yet, been received from 
those people who are supposed to have 
assisted in these atrocities. I, there- 
fore,, would ask the noble Marquess 
whether he can give us any information 
on the subject, and in any case whether 
he will be prepared to send out to that 
country some Commissioner qualified 
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to make a special report on the subject, 
who shall make inquiries on the spot, 
and let-us know what really has hap- 

ned and what is thestate of the case. 

y Lords, I think the honour of Eng- 
land is at stake, and that this matter 
must be cleared up sooner or later. It 
seems almost incredible—I hesitate to 
believe that English officers should 
have been guilty of such conduct ; and, 
therefore, I say as an Englishman that 
I wait with the greatest anxiety for 
some further information. And I 
would remind your Lordships that 
the information which the Company 
may give to us must be considered ag 
ex parte statements, and that we shall 
require something more; what we 
require is that some independent per- 
son shall be able to give us information 
of what has really happened; and I 
would ask the noble Marquess whether 
he can give any assurance that means 
shall be taken to acquire that informa- 
tion ? 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Satispury): My Lords, just before 
I came down to the House I received a 
telegram from Mr. Portal, of Zanzibar, 
which bears upon this question, though 
it does not entirely answer the questions 
of the noble Lord, and I wiil read the 
effect of it to the House. It reports 
the receipt of letters from Muanza, 
a place near the southern end of Lake 
Victoria Nyanza, dated 31st March; 
the arrival there of Captain Williams, 
one of the officers in the employment 
of the British East Africa Company, 
who brought the news that the fighting 
in Uganda was ended, and that hopes 
were entertained of coming to terms with 
Mw and hisadherents; and that the 
English missionaries were in Uganda, 
and nineteen missionaries in the 
Bukoba district. From the con- 
cluding words of the message, which 
are not quite clear, it ap that 
they were all safe and well. I ho 
that that at all events will diminish the 
acuteness of the anxiety, which has been 
very naturally felt, at the reports which 
have reached this country. I can 
a | noble Lord that we have 
elt the deepest s thy with the 
self-devoted men, es to have 
been exposed to great danger and it 
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may be to great suffering; and, if I 
believed for a moment that any British 

t had been guilty of the violence 
which the noble Lord suggests—had 
been guilty of attacking Roman 
Catholic establishments, or taking 
any hostile action against the 
subjects of other European Powers, I 
should join heartily with him in the 
language of condemnation he has used ; 
but I do think that we owe it to 
British officers that we should not 
condemn them before we have heard 
what they have to say. Though I 
have no personal acquaintance with 
Captain Lugard and Captain Williams, 
I have seen the reports of the 
former now for several years, and 
I am quite convinced that nothing 
could be further from his thoughts than 
any action of a propagandist character, 
cr than the use of the force at his dis- 
posal for the injury either of those of 
another religion or those of another 
nation. All his reports breathe a spirit 
of the utmost impartiality and loyalty, 
and I am convinced that when we 
know the facts we shall know that he 
and his coadjutors have acted as 
becomes British soldiers. But that 
does not diminish in the least the deep 
regret with which we have heard of the 
sufferings of the missionaries on Lake 
Nyanza. I hope, from the telegram I 
have just read, that the reports are 
exaggerated. We know from experience 
that reports coming across from the 
interior to the coast are liable to be 
very much disfigured on the road, and 
therefore we cannot at present speak 
with confidence. The noble Lord asks 
us to make immediate inquiries by 
means of a Commissioner. I think the 
words he used indicate that he is not 
quite acquainted with the geographical 
conditions of the problem. It takes six 
months for a caravan to get from the 
coast to this Lake and back again; so 
that a Commissioner, even if everything 
ran perfectly straight, could only just 
visit the Lake and come back again by 
December next. Undoubtedly we will 
make every inquiry, and we will call 
rigorously to account any who, on 
inquiry, deserve. that their conduct 
should be censured. We are very 


anxious that peace should be restored 
in that country, and that the self- 
devoted men who have been working 


The Marquess of Salisbury 
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there should be restored to their 
activity ; but, in spite of that anxiety, 
we cannot allow any presumption of 
blame to rest upon British agents, 
whose reports, for some reason or other, 
we have not yet received, and as to 
whose conduct it would therefore be 
most unjust in us to form conclusions. 

*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, it would not be either right or 
convenient to enter into such a ques- 
tion as that relating to Uganda upon a 
mere question asked upon a very 
interesting point no doubt, but 
which does not involve the whole of 
our relations at all with that country. 
At the same time I have heard 
with satisfaction the news which, so 
far as it goes, tends to relieve our 
anxiety ; it is not of very late date, and 
other events may have happened since; 
still, so far as it goes, it tells us that 
the hostilities have ceased, and there- 
fore leads us to hope that a state of 
things may exist there which is not 
such as te give rise to any complaint 
on the part of others. But, my Lords, 
I cannot help making one remark, 
namely, that it is not a very satisfactory 
state of things when we are held 
responsible for the acts of British 
officers in a part of Africa with which 
it seems it takes no less than six 
months to communicate; and, if I 
could have given notice, or had known 
that this question was going to be put, 
I should have liked to have asked the 
noble Marquess whether the announce- 
ment that I have seen in the Times 
newspaper that the British East 
Africa Company have determined to 
abandon Uganda, is well founded, and, 
if so, what are likely to be the steps 
taken with regard to our position in 
that quarter of the world. Probably 
the noble Marquess would not wish to 
answer that question without notice, 
and, if he wishes it, I will give notice; 
but if he could answer it simply now, 
Ithink it would be some satisfaction 
to your Lordships to know how the 
matter stands. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
I believe it is perfectly true that orders 
have been sent to Captain Lugard to 
withdraw from Uganda, I do not think 
to withdraw to the coast—that is my 
recollection speaking without notice— 
but to a place about half-way. With 
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respect to the holding of Uganda, I 
quite admit that, as long as the com- 
munications are as difficult as they are 
now, it will be an arduous task for this 
country to maintain its position there. 
I have a remedy which I hope the new 
Parliament will adopt, and that is to 
encourage the making of a railway to 
Uganda; and, as soon as a railway is 
made to Uganda, there will not be the 
slightest difficulty in maintaining our 
position. 

*Tue Ear: or KIMBERLEY: The 
noble Marquess will forgive my saying 
that there will be a very considerable 
time, I conclude, before this railway is 
completed, and I would like to know 
what our relations with the country 
will be during that long interval ? 

*Lorpv HERRIES: I should like to 
make one remark on what has fallen 
from the noble Marquess. I think the 
noble Marquess was hardly fair upon 
me in saying that I condemned the 
action of those officers. I said that I 
hesitated to condemn their action until 
I received further information on the 
subject ; but I went on to say that I 
thought we must consider that further 
information as an ex parte statement, 
and that independent evidence was 
necessary. 

Tae Duxe or ARGYLL: Before this 
discussion terminates I wish to say 
that I quite understand the noble Lord 
who has just sat down not to anticipate 
the result of inquiries about to be made, 
and not beforehand to express an 
opinion that blame ought to be thrown 
now upon British officers against whom 
a presumption seems to have arisen, 
I think under very mistaken circum- 
stances, owing to stories told at second 
and third hand through a most un- 
reliable source. ButI rise, not in con- 
sequence of anything my noble Friend 
near me (Earl of Kimberley) said, but 
rather because of the tone in which he 
spoke of the whole question. My 
Lords, this is a large question, and one 
that cannot and ought not to be dis- 
cussed on an incidental discussion such 
as this; but it was impossible to mis- 
take the tone of my noble Friend, im- 

ying that the whole position of Great 

ritain in Central Africa was one to be 
de ted and condemned. 
Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
never said anything of the kind. 
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Tae Duxe or ARGYLL: I thought 
that was the tone of my noble Friend. 
I only wish to say distinctly, 
that, in my opinion, and I believe in 
the opinion of the great majority of 
the people of this country, it will be 
the duty of Great Britain to take her 
part with the other European nations 
in the civilisation of Africa and in the 
destruction of the Slave Trade, and 
that these two great objects cannot be 
accomplished unless Great Britain 
asserts her power over that vast terri- 
tory over which her dominion has 
been acknowledged, over which her 
sphere of influence—I believe that is the 
term—has been extended. With re- 
gard to the possibility of wars, more or 
less bloody, happening in that country, 
it is inevitable that such wars will 
happen, and I have no doubt that a 
great fuss will be made in this country 
about a few hundred negroes shot in 
these encounters. 


*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : Hear, 


hear ! 


Tue Duke or ARGYLL: I quite 
understand my noble Friend's cheer ; 
but I beg my noble Friend to read the 
account which the missionaries give of 
the loss of human life which occurs in 
these districts of Africa from thé 
savagery of native kings. I venture to 
say that there will be no loss of life in 
any number of battles against the 
British or against European Powers to 
be compared with the daily blood- 
letting and murder of thousands of 
people by the savage tribes of Africa. 
My Lords, it is a Continent which 
seems to be given over on lease to the 
Devil. It is impossible to exaggerate 
the language one would use of the 
horrors that go on among native princes, 
and all that is due to a great extent to 
the loathsome slave trade carried on 
with Arab slave dealers; and we are 
one at least of the great Powers whose 
duty it is to see that that is put an end 
to as soon as possible. So far, then, 
from thinking that our position ig un- 
satisfactory in Uganda, merely because 
occasional difficulties arise, or occa- 
sional battles happen, or blood is shed, 
I think these are occasions on which 
we must put our hand to the wheel and 
go forward with the policy indicated 
by the noble Marquess of establishing 
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a thorough communication from coast 
to coast of Central Africa. 

*Tue Eant or KIMBERLEY: I am 
not going to answer the noble Duke, 
because that would be out of order; but 
I rise to make a personal explanation. 
I did not say one single word of con- 
demnation with regard to the policy 
of the Government; I pref my 
remarks by saying that I did not think 
this a fitting opportunity of entering 
upon these very large questions ; but I 
sup even those who approve entirely 
of the policy of the Government do not 
think it wrong to inquire what may be 
our position in that part of the country, or 
to inquire of the Government in what 
way they propose to deal with the 
difficulties that arise. My object 
was merely to obtain information as tc 
the present condition of Uganda, and 
I protest against my remarks, which 
were of a simple character, being inter- 
preted in a sense they will not bear. 


LORD WANTAGE’S COMMITTEE, 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Lorpv SANDHURST : With the 
leave of the House I wish to ask a 
question, of which I have given private 
notice to Lord Wantage, who presided 
over a Committee to inquire into the 
terms and conditions of Army service. 
It is to ask: the noble Lord whether 
he will state what were the reasons 
which guided the Committee on the 
terms and conditions of Army service 
with reference to the course taken by 
them in regard to the evidence sent 
home by Lord Roberts ; and why that 
evidence was not included in the evi- 
dence laid before Parliament ? 

Lorpv WANTAGE: My Lords, owing 
to his absence in India Lord Roberts 
was not able to give evidence before the 
Committee ; but the evidence taken by 
the Committee was from time to time 
unofficially sent out to Lord Roberts, 
and he sent home a yon which he 
himself described as “‘ A review of the 
evidence taken before Lord Wantage’s 
Committee.” That paper, being in 


the nature of a commentary or criti- 
eism of the evidence, did not appear to 
the Committee, however valuable in it- 
self, to be either intended or suitable 
for inclusion in the evidence and 
Report furnished to Parliament. 


The Duke of Argyll 
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THE DUKE OF YORK. 


The Marquess of SaLisBuRy ac- 
uainted the Howse, by the 
een’s Command, “ That Her 
Majesty has been gracicusly pleased to 
issue Letters Patent, dated the 24th 
day of May, creating His Royal High- 
ness Prince George Frederick Ernest 
Albert Duke of York, whereby his said 
Royal Highness has obtained the right 
to sit and vote among their Lordships 
in Parliament; and Her Majesty re- 
commends it to the House to consider 
of the place his said Royal Highness 
should occupy in the House.” 


Ordered, That the matter with which 
the Marquess of Salisbury has ac- 
— the House by Her Majesty's 

ommand be referred te the considera- 
tion of the Lords Committee for 
Privileges ; and that their Lordships do 
meet to take the same into considera- 
tion, to-morrow at Eleven o’clock; and 
do report their opinion thereupon to 
the House. 


SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. ; 

*Toe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Eari 
Capoaan): My Lords, I rise to ask 
your Lordships to give a Second Read- 
ing to a Bill for the provision of Smail 
Agricultural Holdings in Great Britain. 
My Lords, it has been my duty, on 
more than one occasion, to present 
Bills to this House for dealing with the 
question of tenure of land. Those 
Bills related entirely to one part of the 
United Kingdom, namely, to Ireland ; 
but, though I retain a grateful recol- 
lection of the generosity and support 
which I stherd. 5 from your Lordships 
on the occasion of the performance of 
past duties, I cannct but feel anxiet 
as to the performance of the task whi 
is before me now with regard to the 
Bill which now lies on your Lordships’ 
Table. My Lords, this Bill has been 
for some time past before Parliament, 
and before the country. It was in- 
troduced into the other House of 
Parliament by my right hon. Friend 
the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture in a speech of singular ty 
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and eloquence, which gave to that 
Assembly avery complete description 
of its scope and its general bearing. 
My Lords, I cannot doubt that every 
one of your Lordships will have made 
himself, to a certain extent, at any 
rate, acquainted with the provisions of 
this Bill; and I am therefore some- 
what in doubt as to what course I 
should pursue in moving its Second 
Reading to-night. I remember to have 
heard that on one occasion, when a 
Member of your Lordships’ House had 
Comer the duty of moving the 
nd Reading of a Bill in a somewhat 
rfunctory and incomplete manner, a 
istinguished Peer rose, and began 
his speech by saying that ‘ The 
noble Lord in charge of the Bill 
appeared to have omitted to do that 
which he asked the House to do, 
namely, to read the Bill a second 
time.”” My Lords, Iam not anxious to 
incur any such criticism as that; and 
yet I think I should be wanting in 
respect to this House,- especially in 
view of the many changes which have 
been imported into the Bill during its 
e through the other House of 
Parliament, if I failed to go as quickly, 
and as concisely, and as clearly as I 
can through the general scheme of the 
Bill, and asked your Lordships to pass 
ajudgment upon it as a whole. My 
Lords, as to the necessity which exists 
for some measure of this sort, and as 
to the objects which influence us 
in presenting it to the House, I 
conceive that all of your Lordships 
on both sides of the House will pro- 
bably be agreed. I do not intend on the 
present occasion to discuss the circum- 
stances under which agriculture has 
become depressed, or the causes which 
may have led to that depression. 
There is, however, one of the many evils 
which at present affect agriculture to 
which our attention has been specially 
directed; I allude to the migration 
which is taking place, and which 
increases every day, of the rural popu- 
lation from the rural districts into the 
towns. My Lords, that migration is 
perhaps easily understood, and can be 
easily accounted for. No doubt the 
spread of education, the increased 
facilities of communication, and other 
causes are likely to lead young men 
m agricultural districts to look to 
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something more lively than the occupa- 
tions to which they have been brought 
up, and to induce them to leave the 
country and to go into the towns. 
But the worst of this state of things is 
that the want of sufficient labour, 
which is the result of this migration, 
has injurious effects, not only upon the 
labourers themselves, not only upon 
the tenants, not only upon the owners 
of land, but also upon the whole 
community. Undoubtedly the defi- 
ciency of labour which is thus 
caused must result in a deficiency 
of yield of produce throughout 
the country, and such a deficiency’ 
must injuriously affect every member 
of the community. My Lords, we 
believe that some remedy can be found 
for this most serious evil, and we 
believe that it can be found in an 
increase in the number of occupyi 

owners by the creation of sm 

holdings in the agricultural districts, 
With to the first of these points, 
it may satisfactory to those who 
value consistency in policy and con- 
tinuity in legislation that I should 
remind the House that the main 
object which we put forward in the 
Land Purchase Bill of last year was 
the increase which it would bring 
about in the number of occupying 
owners. It is interesting to note that 
the necessity or the advisability of such 
an increase proceeded in Ireland and 
in England from two diametrically 
opposite causes. In Ireland there is 
that love of the soil which possesses 
the inhabitants, that ‘land hunger” 
as it is called which induces them, 
above all things, to remain in and 
cling to that land upon which they have 
been born. In England, on the con- 
trary, as I have just said, the evil which 
we have to combat is mainly this: that 
there is a tendency, on the part of those 
who are born and bred in the country, 
to leave the country to the detriment 
of the agricultural interest. But, how- 
ever that may be, my Lords, the 
rinciple was adopted and was estab- 
ished that it is to the advantage of 
the country that we should, as much as 
possible, increase the number of the 
occupying owners of the soil. We 
have, therefore, determined to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Report of the Committee on Small 
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Holdings which sat from 1888 to 1890. 
pores y your Lordships will allow me 
to 


the two paragraphs which refer 
specially to this point. The Committee 
say :— 
“On this branch of the subject your Com- 
mittee are and i ly of opinion 


strongly and unanimousl 

that the extension of a system of smali hold- 
ings is a matter of national importance. It is 
desirable in the interests of the rural popula- 
tion, to whom it offers the best incentive to 
industry and thrift, and it is calculated to add 
to the security of property by increasing the 
— of persons directly interested in the 
soil.” 


And then, in the conclusions to which 
they came, the following paragraph 


' occurs:;— 


“The following is a summary of the con- 
clusions arrived at by the Com-nittee : 1. That 
the extension of a system of small holdings is 
a matter of nati importance, both in the 
edding to the svourity'of property generally. 

uri . 
2. That the letereention ° the Tagiclature iS 
called for by the special circumstances of the 
case, and is justified by considerations affect- 
ing the well-being of the whole community.” 
It is our desire to encourage occupiers 
to become owners of small holdings, to 
attach labourers to the soil by the in- 
ducements which the future or imme- 
diate possession of land may provide, 
and we desire and we hope to 
bring back from the towns some of 
those who have deserted their native 
villages, and who have endeavoured to 
earn a living in other branches of 
industry than that of agriculture. My 
Lords, a right hon. Gentleman, a 
colleague of noble Lords opposite, 
some time ago raised the cry, ‘‘ The 
village for the villagers.” I think 
that anyone who reads the Report 
of this Committee on Small Hold- 
ings will come to the conclusion that 
it will be necessary before long to bring 
back ‘‘the villagersto the village;” and 
I believe it will be found that the 
measure which I shall have the honour 
to lay before your Lordships is one 
that is calculated to effect that object. 
We have done something, as your 
Lordships know, by the provision of 
allotments. Two measures have been 
passed in the course of the present 
Parliament to assist the promotion of 
allotments which were limited to one 
acre; but it is our wish to go still further 
in that direction. It is encouraging to us 
to know that the small holdings which 
have been established in the country 


Earl Cadogan 
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have proved to a great extent success- 
ful. No doubt, as in the case of a 
well-known district in Lincolnshire 
where small holdings were formed a 
long time ago, in some cases such a 
heavy price had to be given for the 
land that those who settled in these 
smail holdings were not only unable to 
live in them but were absolutely ruined 
in their endeavours to cultivate them. 
But that is not the case at present ; the 
opportunity seems to be agood one ; the 
price of land is low, and the stimulus 
which has been provided by allotments 
for cultivation and for interest in 
agriculture appears to point to the 
present as the moment for undertaki 

some legislation such as that which 

venture to yer Now, my Lords, 
with regard to the Bill, I will en- 
deavour to make a very rapid surv 

of its general provisions. It is divided, 
as your Lordships will see, into three 
parts. The first is to constitute the 
provision of small holdings by the 
County Council; the second, which 
consists of only one clause, is to 
a that loans should be granted 
y the County Council to the present 
tenants of small holdings who have 
agreed with their landlords to pur- 
chase ; and the third consists of supple- 
mentary provisions only with a view of 
applying the clauses of the Act to 
the future. Now small holdings 
are defined in the Bill as plots of 
land from one acre to fifty acres in 
extent, or, as an alternative, land 
valued at £50 a year. For the purpose 
of providing these small holdings, the 
Local Authority, the County Council, 
is empowered to borrow money of the 
Public Works Loans Commissioners, 
who are empowered under the Bill to 
lend at a rate of interest not less than 
34 per cent., for the purpose of acquiring 
land for persons who desire to buy 
and will themselves cultivate their 
holdings. This borrowing power 18 
limited so that the charge under it 
is not to exceed a penny in the pound 
on the rateable value of the land. And 
here, my Lords, I wish to mention one 
objection which has been largely taken 
by the opponents of this Bill to these 
provisions—namely, the question of the 
authority to whom is entrusted the 
working of this Bill. It has been 
said that the County Councils are 
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not the authorities who are best quali- 
fied to carry on these o ions. 
I believe it was ted that some 
authorities like the Board of Guardians, 
or some authorities which have not even 
yet been constituted, like those Parish 
Councils of which we have heard so 
much lately, should be the proper 
authority under the Bill. It is I think 
sufficient in reply to those criticisms to 
say that as this Bill is only experi- 
mental, and as a rate of a penny in the 
pound in the aggregate is calculated to 
amount to about ten millions of money, 
it is advisable that a larger area should 
be used at first to carry out this ex- 
iment. If in a large area and if 
ked by the resources of the large 
area, this experiment is carried out, 
even if it should fail, the loss would 
not be large; but, if to the small 
authorities, to which I have alluded, is 
committed this duty, it is extremel 
doubtful whether their resources woul 
be sufficient to find the money which 
would be required under the circum- 
stanees. My Lords, I now pass on to 
the procedure which I may briefly state 
to the House. Your Lordships will 
observe that this Bill differs so far from 
the Allotments Act that the County 
Council are enabled to take action 
themselves without any previous peti- 
tion or action being taken by any of 
the electors. One or two of the electors 
may, however, petition the Council, 
and their petition would be referred to 
& Committee of Inquiry which is con- 
stituted under Clause 5. That Com- 
mittee is to report to the County 
Couneil, and if their report is favour- 
able to the application of the Bill, 
the land is then to be acquired by 
the County Council. Now “acquired,” 
as your Lordships will see, means pri- 
marily “‘ purchased.”’ There is a clause, 
to which I shall presently refer, which 
enables the County Council to let land ; 
but it is obvious that for the proper 
working of the Bill it is more advan- 
tageous that the large number of these 
small holdings created under this Bill 
should be created by purchase rather 
than by hire; because after the County 
Council purchase they are enabled to 
sell; and if they are enabled to sell, 
they carry out our object in increasing 
the number of occupying owners. It 
is also, as I think your Lordships 
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will agree, undesirable that Local 
Authorities should be placed largely in 
the position of middlemen ; and it is 
undesirable also that we should incur 
the risk to the ratepayers, which in- 
evitably would occur if the Local 
Authority became the landlord. The 
price to given is to be reasonable, 
and such as to repay the outlay of the 
expenses of the sale. And now before 
I go further I would, with the indul- 
gence of your Lordships, refer to the 
other great objection which appears to 
have been taken by our opponents to 
the Bill—namely, to the question of its 
operation being permissive and not 
compulsory. Now, my Lords, I am 
not prepared to deny, what —— 
knows, that compulsion has been 
frequently is resorted to for p 
which are calculated to be beneficial to 
the public welfare. This system of 
compulsion appears to be on the in- 
crease. It is generally the first criti- 
cism that you hear from our opponents 
that any measure that we are intro- 
ducing is not compulsory in its action ; 
in fact, within the last few days com- 
pulsion has been raised to thedignity of 
a beatitude. But I conceive myself, 
and I believe your Lordships will agree, 
that, especially in the matter of con- 
tract between man and man, it is 
advisable, at all events before you 
resort to compulsion, that you should 
be able to prove that the neces- 
sity for compulsion has arisen. 
If this Bill assumed a compulsory 
form, this at least would be the re- 
sult that you would almost inevitably 
do away with voluntary sale and pur- 
chase of these small holdings, and 
it would result in a general system of 
compulsion in their organisation. But 
there is again another reason against 
compulsion in the matter of small: 
holdings. We are constantly reminded 
that in the matter of allotments 
we have introduced compulsion. We 
did so, however, for this reason— 
that if the labourer requires an allot- 
ment he requires it in a particular 
sition, he requires it near his own 
ouse, he requires it where he can 
easily and conveniently cultivate it ; 
it is possible that grievances wo | 
thus arise, and that it may be fo 
absolutely necessary to introduce com- 
pulsion, and accordingly we intro- 
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duced it. But that argument does 
not apply in the case of small holdings. 
The necessity that may arise for a 
small holding does not arise in one 
aay place; it is the general 

and, the general desire for small 


holdings in any county which sets in | by 


motion the authority which is to 
constitute these small holdings; and it 
is at all events reasonable to su 

that with the amount of land which is 


now to be sold throughout the country, | Couneil 


and with the absence of all necessity 
for any particular location of that land 
when it is desired to establish a small 
holding, the necessity for compulsion 
will not arise in the manner in which 
it arose in regard to allotments. I 
will not lay any stress on the argument 
of expense; but that is one also I 
think that nobody can deny; the 
expense of compulsion in these matters 
is always considerable ; and I think, if 
noble Lords opposite consider it, they 
will see that that is another reason 
against pressing for that condition. I 
hope therefore that we shall not hear 
to-night, as we have heard on platforms 
and elsewhere, that this is a measure 
good in its intentions and to a certain 
extent unobjectionable in its form, but 
which will be absolutely nugatory 
because it does not contain a clause 
rendering compulsory the various con- 
ditions of the measure. Now to refer 
to the proposals of the Bill—the Local 
Authority having become the owners 
of the land ‘they are empowered 
to adopt it for small holdings, to erect 
buildings upon it, to offer it for sale 
under conditions which will be found 
in Clause 6, which I do not think I 
need read at length to the House. As 
I said before, with a view to help 
labourers who have not been able to 
put by money enough to buy these 
small holdings, it is provided that 
holdings of not more than fifteen acres 
or of the value of £15 per annum ma 
be let in accordance with rules whic 
the County Council are empowered to 
issue, and which will be found under 
Clause 7. The small holdings created 
in the manner described are to be held 
under conditions described in Clause 
9, and it will not occupy more than a 
minute of your Lordships’ time if 
I may be allowed to read them. 
First— 


Earl Cadogan 


{LORDS} 





reepect of the 
 % 
secondly— 


“That the holding shall, unless let with the 
consent of the County Council, be cultivated 


thirdly— 
“That the holding shall not be sub-divided 
or let without the consent of the County 


fourthly— 


“That not more than one dwelling-house 
shall be erected on the holding”; 


fifthly— 


securing healthiness, and 
crowding ” ; 
and lastly— 

“ That no dwelling-house or building on the 
holding shall epee for the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors.” 

Now, my Lords, the question arose at 
this stage of the Bill which I think it 
may be interesting also to your Lord- 
ships to discuss: Are these conditions 
which attach to these holdings to be 
perpetual, that is to say, are they to 
last only so long as the “age con- 
tinues in its present position and until 
the money is fully paid ; or, are they 
to be perpetual? This matter was 
discussed in the other House of Parlia- 
ment, and very opposite views were 
expressed. My right hon. Friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture has 
at all times expressed his very earnest 
desire that these holdings, if they are 
established, shall be freed as soon as 
possible from all vexatious and restrie- 
tive conditions ; and I must say that in 
that wish I fully coincide. But the 
decision arrived at in the other 
House was that these conditions 
shall remain for — years, 
and thereafter so long as the mone 

remains unpaid. Your Lordships will 
see at once that it is necessary to 
secure the duration of these condi- 
tions in order to prevent what I 
may call jobbery in land, that is to say, 
in order to prevent their being pur- 
chased by someone for a short period, 
and, as soon as that period is at an 
end, being used for other purposes 
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than those of agriculture as_ in- 
tended. There is one more clause 
in Part I. that I think I ought 
to mention—that is Clause 17, under 
which it is provided that the County 
Council may delegate the adaptation, 
selling, letting, and management of 
small holdings to a Committee consist- 
ing of five members, three of whom 
are to be members of the County 
Council, and the other two represen- 
tatives of the immediate locality. 
I draw the particular attention 
of your Lordships to this provision, 
because it is an attempt to meet the 
views of those who would, and perhaps 
with some reason, wish not only to de- 
centralise the authority, but also to 
secure that proper local knowledge is 
utilised in the procedure under this 
Bill. I referred before to the some- 
what vague allusions to Parish Councils 
to which we have become accustomed 
of late ; but I think under this clause 
it will be seen that by the delegation 
of the powers of the County Council, 
which as I said before have Koen con- 
sidered to be too wide and central, we 
shall arrive at considerable use of the 
local knowledge which is so desirable, 
as I admit, in these proceedings. 
My Lords, there are two clauses, 
Clauses 8 and 10, referring to registra- 
tion of title. I think those are 
not clauses that J need deal with 
in a speech on the Second Reading 
of a Bill—they afford a fair and ample 
battleground for those high authorities 
on legal provedure in which this House 
is so rich, and I think it will, perhaps, 
be better to postpone the consideration 
of their details until the Committee 
stage is reached. I now come to 
two clauses which were added to the 
Bill in the course of its passage 
through the House of Commons—they 
are Clauses 11 and12. I take Clause 
12 first, because it has reference to a 
subject on which I have already 
touched—namely, the question of per- 
petuity of the conditions and restrictive 
covenants. My Lords, this Clause 12 
was designed in to meet 
to some extent the views of those 
who are in favour of making these 
covenants perpetual. It provides that 
before the holding be used or sold 
for purposes other than agricultural— 
that is to say, going outside the condi- 
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tions of the holding, a right of pre- 
emption is to be > ily to the 
County Council, secondly to the owner 
of the land from which the hold- 
ing was originally severed, and thirdly 
to the adjoining owner ; and, of course, 
I may add that if the right of pre- 
emption is not availed of then the 
holder of the small holding can do as 
he pleases, and can use it free from 
that covenant that it shall only be 
used for agricultural pu . And 
then I come to Clause 11, of which I 
will read to your Lordships the 
actual text— 

“Land comprised in a small holding shalt 
be and shall remain nal property, and 
shall be dealt with in like manner and be sub- 
ject to like rules of law as leasehold land. 

vided that nothing in this section shall 
render any such land liable to Probate Duty 
or Legacy Duty, or exempt it from Succession 
Duty. 
Your Lordships will observe that the 
effect of that clause is twofold. It 
provides that all small holdings, 
when created, shall become personalty ; 
and in the proviso you will find that, 
although it has become personalty, it is 
to be liable, not to Probate or Legac 
Duty, but to Succession Duty—whic 
is the condition usually appertaining to 
realty. This clause was introduced 
into the House of Commons by Mr. 
Cust, and supported by a large number 
of Members on both sides of the House. 
The object of it undoubtedly was this. 
It was felt that under the ordin 
intestate succession — because this 
clause mainly _— to intestacy—to 
land which would be realty, a serious 
grievance would arise with reference to 
the position of the widow and children 
of the owner ; and it was felt desirable 
that some remedy to that should be 
found. Now, your Lordships are 
perfectly well aware that there are 
already cases of realty held and de- 
volving as personalty, and the Ashe 
bourne Act has already been cited, as 
also has the Land Transfer Bill of my 
noble Friend the noble Lord on the 
Woolsack. But the case of Ireland 
is not analogous. The leaseholds there 
were converted into ownerships under 
the section of the Act of 1887, and the 
owners nevertheless—perhaps I ought 
to remind your Lordships that this 
characteristically peveatel to Ireland— 
continued to believe that these holdings 
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were personalty and continued to treat 
them as personalty. The law therefore 
had to be altered to meet this special 
case. And with to the Bill 
of my noble and learned Friend on the 
Woolsack, that was a general Bill to 
amend the condition of transfer and 
devolution of land, and, though no doubt 
some such change might have been 
applicable to a Bill such as that which 
my noble and learned Friend then 
introduced, it would, I think your 
Lordships will agree, be extremely 
undesirable that in a clause contained 
in a Bill of this nature an entirely new 
tenure of land should be created, which, 
underthis clause, would be divided into 
two classes. There are two more 
reasons connected with the clauses of 
the Bill which I have now the honour 
to lay before your Lordships which I 
think may be taken as arguments 
against this clause: the one is that 
there are already two clauses in the Bill 
providing against sub-division ; whereas, 
if this land is turned into personalty, 
sub-division must inevitably result in 
the case of the death of an owner who 
has not made a will. And another diffi- 
culty has been suggested—but that isone 
also which can better be dealt with by 
the great judicial authorities in this 
House—namely, I am informed that 
there are rights of dower, which would 
attach to these small holdings under any 
circumstances, and which, if they were 
not barred, would remain even if these 
holdings became personalty. There- 
fore, with all these difficulties before 
us—your Lordships will remember that 
this clause was inserted somewhat late 
in the passage of the Bill through the 
House of Commons—and in view of the 
fact that it would be almost impossible 
to pass the clause without considerable 
modifications, we are landed in serious 
difficulty ; because the proviso at any 
rate of this clause is one which deals 
with the imposition of a tax, and 
I am advised that, under no 
circumstances, would it be within the 
rights of this House to amend or modify 
the clause. I shall be glad to hear the 


opinion of noble Lords opposite and 
others upon the- matter ; but I should 
be very much disposed to recommend 
to the House that we should throw out 
the clause, and trust to the other 
House of Parliament producing an 
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amended and improved 

when it returns to that Assembly, 
which we should be enabled to 

and thus to meet the wishes of those 
who pro the clause as it now 
stands. My Lords, I think I have now 
stated to the House the chief enact- 
ments which will be found in Part IJ, 
Part II. consists of only one clause, 
but it is a clause of some importance ; 
it applies really to Great Britain the 
principle which is embodied in the 
Ashbourne and other Acts relating to 
Ireland—namely, that, under certain 
conditions, public money should be 
advanced to existing tenants for the 
purchase of their holdings. It will be 
essential, before any advance is made, 
that there should be an agreement 
between landlord and tenant, and the 
County Council are to be satisfied that 
the title of the holding is good, that the 
sale is made in good faith, and that the 
price is reasonable. Where these con- 
ditions exist the Council may advance 
an amount not exceeding four-fifths, 
that is 80 per cent., of the purchase 
money ; and this will be repaid by the 
small holder on the same _ terms 
as if the County Council had pur- 
chased the land and had themselves 
created the small holding. As I said 
before, Part III, consists entirely of 
supplemental provisions, and there are 
clauses in it — which may perhaps 
interest some noble Lords in this 
House—for adopting the general pro- 
cedure under the Bill to the different 
conditions under which land is held in 
Scotland. My Lords, I feel I ought 
to apologise to your Lordships for 
having delayed you so long upon the 
somewhat dull and dry details of 
this measure. I think I have e 
through all those provisions which 
would come naturally under our con- 
sideration in a Second Reading Debate, 
and I propose to leave the remainder 
of the details to the Committee stage. 
My Lords, as to the result of this Bill 
it will be difficult for anyone to utter 
any prophecy, and I shall certainly not 
myself attempt any prediction. It is, 
as I have an an experiment. It isa 
measure tentative in its character, and 
it is one of which, until it has been 
tried, it is impossible to foresee the 
consequences or the result. But @ 
difficulty has been found, and has been 





on ee 2 eee ie oe em ob bce © 6 Ot oP & 6,08 ob ee te ie bce ok aa a a sh Soe 


th 








aa ee. =a - 


cavrT wer wr oweweagvwess V@Bwewe |" ww w& weed ¢ 


i i i a ee 


i I ti _) 


rer Ve | =o 





$45 - Small Agricultural 
accentuated lately, in the position of a 


Minister who brings forward any 
measure of this sort. If he expresses 
any doubt as to the actual efficacy of 
the measure—if he expresses any fears 
that it may not wholly fulfil the objects 
which it was intended to promote—he 
is at once told that he is half-hearted 
in its production, and that he does not 
thoroughly sympathise with the mea- 
sure which he is called upon to intro- 
duce. My Lords, I am one of those 
who do not believe in finality in legis- 
lation of this sort. We have to provide 
for difficulties, the creation of which 
has covered a _ number of years ; 
and is impossible to believe that 
any remedy which we can produce 

il be immediately successful in 
completely doiag away with the 
evil which it is our object to avoid. 
But I do venture to commend this 
measure to the anxious consideration 
of your Lordships, as one which is 
sincerely and honestly designed to 
improve the condition and to brighten 
the prospects of the tillers of the 
soil. My Lords, much has been done 
during this Parliament for agricul- 
tural labourers — their dwellings have 
been improved; greater interest has 
been evinced, and progress has been 
made by legislation, in questions 
affecting sanitation ; the education of 
their children has been freed; and, as 
T reminded your Lordships just now, 
legislative enactments have been passed 
for enabling them to obtain allot- 
ments. But there is one thing still 
lacking, and there is one grievance 
which remains yet unredressed. I 
think we cannot but feel the hopeless- 
ness of the lot of those who have no 
future to look to in the career to 
which they have been born; who, if 
they wish for success, must seek for it 
far away from the homes in which 
they have been brought up; who have 
no prospect, in the pursuit of their 
avocation, of attaining that ition of 
independence which should be at once 
the incentive and the reward of their 
industry. My Lords, it is in the 
earnest hope that a remedy may be 
provided for this state of things that 
the Government have determined to 

‘oduce and hope to pass this measure. 

e are standing, as it were, round the 
death-bed of a Parliament which will 
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be memorable for the improvement 
which it has wrought in the con- 
dition of all classes of the labouri 

population; and I venture to thi 

that we cannot better employ the 
closing days of this Session than by 
assisting to pass a measure which, as 
we sincerely believe, will materiall 
conduce to the welfare of the agricul- 
tural labourer, and do much to revive 
the drooping fortunes of the greatest 
and most important of our industries. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.”"-—(The Earl Cadogan.) 


*Toe Duke or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON : My Lords, I am anxious to 
say a few words upon the object of this 
Bill, and to express the views 
which I entertain about it, which I _ 
grieve to say are not of the same 
character as those of my noble Friend 
who has just addregsed you. And, 
feeling as I do about the Bill, I am 
quite prepared to admit that the most 
logical conclusion [ could come to would 
be to move the rejection of the Bill on the 
Second Reading. But, my Lords, I am 
not willing to * that for what seems 
to me a very sufficient reason, and that 
is, that I feel certain that if I attempted 
to do soI should fail in the attempt. 
My Lords, there is some mysterious 
agency underlying this whole question, 
because I find a marvellous and extra- 
ordinary consensus of opinion on both 
sides of the House in the other House 
of Parliament that this is the time, 
now, as my noble Friend said, around 
the death- of the Parliament, when 
it behoves us in the most strenuous 
and most united manner, as in the 
other House of Parliament, to provide 
small holdings for the agricultural 
labourer. My Lords, I wonder that 
this has not occurred to both sides of 
the House before. I think it did. But 
then the House was of a different mind, 
and it was not brought so prominently 
home to them as it appears to have 
been on this occasion. Now, my Lords, 
I am far from saying that it is not a 
good thing that there should be an 
increase in the number of those who 
hold land in this country; I am en- 
tirely in favour of it; but then I think 
it should be done by what I call legiti- 
mate means, and I am sufficient of a 





Tory to consider that the best mode of 
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meeting this question is to leave it to 
the ordin course of events, and to 
let those a A want to buy and those 
who want to sell make their own 
bargains without the intervention of the 
State and the ratepayer. We have 
been told by my right hon. Friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
that there is an enormous amount of 
land in this country to be sold ; we are 
also told that there are a great number 
of persons who are anxious to purchase. 
If that is so, what is the necessity for 
an Act of Parliament to enable them to 
do so? The reason I take to be that 
they have not got the money to buy, 
and that you are now coming forward 
to lend them the money with which 
they are to purchase this land. My 
Lords, the views which I entertain are 
very clearly set out by a most eminent 
agriculturist who was examined before 
the Committee on Small Holdings that 
sat two years ago, a gentleman very 
well known in the West of England 
and indeed all over England, Mr. 
Squarey, a very eminent land agent. 
The question was put to him— 

“Might it not be desirable that the State 
should intervene in this way in order to stimu- 
late the creation of these small holdings ? ” 


and Mr. Squarey said— 

“T have been brought up in the doctrine of 
laisser faire, and I believe that individuals 
can do this thing very much better than the 
State can do it; because if the State once de- 
parts in England—which we can deal with 
without any of the associations connected 
with Ireland—from the sound political and 
economical doctrine of letting individuals 
make their own bargains, and if one section of 
the State is to be subsidised when others are 
not to receive the same subsidy in the conduct 
of their business, as an individual I think it is 
& wrong departure, and I hesitate to endorse 
it, much as I should like to see small holdings 
increase.” 


I believe that is exactly the common- 
sense view of the case. My Lords, I 
am very much in favour of allotments ; 
I think they are most excellent and 
admirable things, and the more they 
can be increased the better ; but to be 
of use to a labourer the allotment must 
be near his cottage where he can cul- 
tivate it when he has any spare time 
to devote to it. And, my Lords, I 
think that the allotments ought not to 
be too large. If they are made too 
large they will fail. If this measure 


is to be a boon to the labouring 
The Duke of Richmond and Gordon. 
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class, it is no use giving them more 
land than vse | can cultivate properly 
and serve the master for whom 
they are engaged to work. I differ 
entirely from my right hon. Friend 
the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture when he says that those who 
have these small holdings will culti- 
vate the holdings themselves, and will 
also be able to work for the farmers. 
I look upon it as an impossibility, 
because the time when the farmer 
wants the work more particularly than 
at any other time is just the time when 
the owner of a small holding will also 
be busy with his own holding in carry- 
ing out the operations which are neces- 
sary there. Now, my Lords, withregard 
to the size of the holdings. Iam sorry 
to quote, but there is a letter written on 
the subject of these small holdings by 
one of the most eminent agriculturists 
in the country, Sir John Lawes, who 
is very well known for his interest in 
agriculture, who has devoted a great 
deal of time and labour and considera- 
tion to the subject of allotments; and 
this is what he says—he is describing 
some allotments that he set out on his 
own property at Rothamsted. He 
says— 

“ Many of these allotments are held by agri- 
cultural and other ,and I believe itis 
the unanimous opinion that one-eighth of an 
acre is quite as much as a man depe' on 
weekly wages can ly cultivate. In 
whilst no demand has been made for larger 
areas, requests have occasionally been made 
for smaller ones on account of the smeliness 
of the family or the age of the tenant.” 


That expresses my opinion with regard 
to allotments, and I have taken some 
interest in the matter and not to a 
very small extent. Now, my Lords, the 
reasons for the Bill, as I gather from 
my noble Friend the Lord Privy Seal, 
are twofold: one is to re-create the class 
of yeomen, and the other is with regard 
to the labourers a into the 
towns. My noble Friend did not go 
very far into the question of the re- 
creation of yeomen—lI will touch upon 
it presently. I now wish to draw 
your Lordships’ attention to the other 
reason for the Bill. which my noble 
Friend put forward, namely, that the 
labourers go into the towns; and I 
think my right hon. Friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
went even further than my noble Friend 
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did just now, because he spoke of the 
attractions of town life, the increase of 
education, the growing dislike to actual 
labour, the réduction ih wages and the 
increase of allotments which followed 
the ing of the Allotments Act. 
My Lords, with r to the question 
of the reduction of wages I differ en- 
tirely from my right hon. Friend, and 
I think he can scarcely have forgotten 
that when we sat for three years, I 
think, upon the Royal Commission 
on Agricuitural Depression, if there 
was one thing more than another that 
was continually brought before us it 
was that whereas during these very 
bad times of agricultural depression 
s had increased, the work 
which the farmers got for those wages 
had diminished very considerably. I 
am sure my right hon. Friend would 
not deny that that was the evidence 
which we had before us, and I think my 
noble Friend opposite must have heard 
it too. 
*Toe Eart or KIMBERLEY: Hear, 
hear ! 
*THe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 


GORDON : My Lords, I do not agree | P% 


with my noble Friend the Lord Privy 
Seal when he says that the diminished 
number of labourers in the country has 
affected the yield of crops. 


Eart CADOGAN : I said it will do 
80. 
*THe Duke or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: I understood my noble 
Friend to say that the want of suffi- 
cient labour was bad for the agricul- 
tural interest and affected the yield of 
crops. I do not think that is the fact. 
I confess that I have never heard yet 
that there was such a diminution of 
agricultural labour in this country 
that the crops of the country had 
suffered. 

*Eart CADOGAN : I hope my noble 
Friend will excuse my eutuiien that 
I did not speak in the past ; I did not 
say the crops had suffered from want of 
agricult labour; I said that un- 
doubtedly there was a migration going 
on to an increasing extent in the 
country, which must result in such a 
diminution of labour as must even- 
tually tend to a decrease in the yield 
of the land. I did not say it had 
occurred. 
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*THe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: Then my noble Friend 
rather embarked on that spirit of pro- 
phecy ‘which he depretated just now. 
I am ready to admit that it is likely 
that such a migration of labour into 
the towns, will cause less labour to 
be available; but I have Sir John 
Lawes again on the question of 
the migration of labour into the 
towns, which I cannot but think 
has been very much exaggerated. It 
may be that in some places the 
labourers have gone into the towns, but 
not to the extent that my noble Friend 
would have your Lordships believe. 
Now Sir John Lawes says— 

“ There is little hope that a system of small 
holdings can ever be carried out in this 
country to anything like the extent which 
experience has shown to be practicable in the 
countries that are so frequently held up to us 
as models by those unacquainted with the 
conditions essential to success, or even with 
practical agriculture at all.” 

And I call my noble Friend’s attention 
to this— 

“Indeed, no one who dismisses from his 
mind sentiment and the exigencies of party 
litics, and looks carefully into the facts of the 
subject which is pre-eminently a v 
one, can entertain any hope that the system 
of small holdings can be carried out to any 
such extent as to counteract at all mate- 
rially the flow of the rising rural populations 
into the towns.” 

Well, my Lords, we are told that the 
increase of education and the growing 
dislike to actual labour are some of 
the reasons which cause these agricul- 
tural labourers to go into the towns. 
What is there in giving @ man a small 
holding of from one to fifteen acres on 
lease that will prevent the increase of 
education from causing him to desire 
to go into the town? And, moreover, 
if it is the dislike of actual labour that 
has been the cause, to give him a 
holding in which he knows that unless 
he does work himself, and work very 
hard, he cannot make it pay, does not 
seem to meet those two reasons for 
going into the towns. The giving him 
a certain amount of small holding will 
have no effect whatever. But, m 

Lords, I was very much struck, and 

read with very great interest and atten- 
tion all the speeches — and they 
were a great number — which my 
right hon. Friend the President 
of the Board of Agriculture addressed, 
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some in the other House of Parliament 
and some to ‘ conventions,” as I 
think they called them, of labourers— 
I never heard of them before, but there 
were two or three conventions; and 
one of the advantages which my right 
hon. Friend held out to the labouring 
pe ulation, as one of the benefits of this 
ill, was that it would 

“find employment for that vast number of 
the popelation which, alas, at present were 
out of employment.” 

If that is so—if the labourers are in the 
country and this Bill is to find them a 
great amount of employment—where is 
the argument that they are gone into 
the towns? You cannot have it both 
ways. If they are gone into the towns, 
the labour that you find for them in the 
country will not be of any use to them, 
because, according to that theory, there 
is only a small number remaining in the 
country—not more than enough to 
carry on the agricultural employment 
in the various districts. Therefore I 
say that the statement of the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, that 
this Bill is to find employment for 
a great number of those who are un- 
happily out of employment, does not 
quite accord with the idea that they 
have all gone into the towns. But then 
the owner of fifty acres is certainly a 
man who will not employ labour, 
because, if he does, he will be in the 
Bankruptcy Court before he is much 
older; he must work it himself or he will 
not make a profit out of it. Then, my 
Lords, I come to another point, and 
that is the County Councils being 
the authority. I cannot conteive 
any worse authority than the County 
Councils to deal with this matter. I 
am not prepared to say what authority 
should be set up—that is not my busi- 
ness—but just fancy the unty 
Councils as the landlords of these lease- 
holders to whom you are going to grant 
leases of from one acre up to fifteen, 
and others up to fifty acres! I cannot 
imagine what will take place. Who is 
to sign the lease, to begin with ? Is it 
to be the Chairman of the County 
Council? Is it to be a vote brought 
before the County Council that such 
and such a lease is to be signed by the 
Chairman? There is nothing in the 
Bill which says who is to sign the 
lease. I am sure there are numbers of 


The Duke of Richmond and Gordon 


{LORDS} 








Holdings Bill. 852 


our Lordships, who have small 

olders as tenants, who know thatit is 
often very difficult to know ,what to do 
with them; they are not the best rent 
payers in the world, andit requires 
often some consideration on the part of 
the landlord before he takes any serious 
steps. He may give him time before he 
either insists upon having his rent 
paid, or turns a man out of his hold- 
ing; and that is a matter that requires 
very great consideration on the part of 
the landlord. But then who is to be 
the judge here? I have the honour of 
presiding over the County Council of 
West Sussex ; we consist of sixty-three 
Councillors. Is the question of arrears 
of rent to be brought up and argued 
before the Council, and a vote taken as 
to whether one man who holds ten 
acres is to be proceeded against, or 
his rent reduced or forgiven alto- 
gether? I do not see that there is any 
provision whatever in the Bill to show 
how that is to be done; and, if it is to 
be done by the County Councils, 
I think myself it is a very serious 
matter. Then how are you going to 
carry out this measure? Supposing 
you require ten holdings of 50 acres 
each, you must buy a farm of 500 
acres to do that. And what will that 
be in the neighbourhood of some 
towns? That will be no good to holders 
in a distant of the country; you 
would have to take another 500 acre 
farm there. It seems to me almost 
unworkable. New I willfollow my noble 
Friend throughthe Bill. I take Clause1l 
—the County Council are to take land 
suitable for agriculture. It seems to me 
that that isa very wide term. What 
is ‘‘ suitable for agriculture,” and who 
is to be the judge? Originally—and my 
noble Friend did not tell us why it was 
left out in the first part of the Bill— 
this measure was to apply for the benefit 
of the labouring population, and they 
must reside inthe county. The labour- 
ing population has fallen out of the 
Bill, and the residence in the county 
has fallen out of the Bill; so it 
may be, so far as I understand 
it, that persons not residing in the 
county may get the benefit of those 
who live in the county. Just look 
what effect that would have. You 
might have a man living in Kent 
possessing land in the County of 
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Sussex, which land in the County of 
Sussex is provided by means of the 
ratepayers in the County of Sussex. 
d there be anything more unjust 
than that? Then I do not quite under- 
stand another term in the Bill, which 
is that the man must cultivate it him- 
self. I do not understand what 
cultivating it himself means ; because 
if he must cultivate it himself he 
cannot be in Kent; but I under- 
stand my noble Friend to admit 
that this is not intended to force 
him to reside in Sussex, because that 
was left out of the Bill as it passed 
through the other House of Parlia- 
ment. Then, my Lords, there is a very 
remarkable point in connection with 
those words “land suitable for agricul- 
ture.” One would imagine that they 
were not to take any land that was not 
suitable for agriculture; but if your 
Lordships turn to Clause 16 it says 
that the 
‘County Council shall, if practicable, sell or 
assmall holdings, andin acco with this 
Act, any land required under this Act, but if 
the Council are of opinion that any such land 
isnot needed for, or is unsuitable for, small 
holdings ” then “they may sell or let the land,” 


which, according to the _ instruc- 
tions in the first part of the 
Bill, they have no business to take 
because it is not suitable for agriculture. 
Therefore they may take my land and 
they may get it for the purpose of 
agriculture, and, after they have got 
this land of mine, they may suddenly 
find out that it is not wanted—that is 
the extraordinary thing—and then, 
though they have got it from me for 
the purpose of agriculture, they may sell 
or exchange that land, and with the pro- 
ceeds of it they may buy some land in 
another part with which I have nothing 
whatever to do. I think that is a 
most extraordinary provision, and is 
certainly one that I do not approve of. 
My Lords, I am sure my noble Friend 
will forgive my saying so, but I think 
the title of the Bill is a wrong 
one. I do not think it should be 
called a “ Small Agricultural Hold- 
ings Bill”; I would rather call it 
a ‘ Bill to enable County Councils to 
speculate in land at the expense of the 
ratepayers,” because that seems to me 
what it is; if you cali things by their 
right names that would certainly con- 
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vey very much what is in the Bill. 
Then there is another clause, I think it 
is Clause 19, that the Council shall fix 
the rent at such reasonable amount as 
to guard them against loss. Well now 
I do not quite see how that can possibly 
be done. If your Lordships bear 
with me I will just point out why. 
Supposing you are taking land that is 
worth 30s. an acre, I conclude that, if 
you take land at 30s. an acre from a 
tenant, you are bound to pay him some- 
thing for disturbance; then that, of 
course, is added to the 30s. Then, in 
addition to that, there is the 
fencing, roads, water, buildings, and 
the drainage ; all that, of course, must 
be added to the rent. Unless you have 
bought the land far below its market 
value, when you let it it must be let 
at such a rent that the man cannot 
possibly pay it; or, if you do not 
charge him that high rent, then it 
must be paid by one of two people—it 
must either be paid by the tenant to 
whom you let it, or by the ratepayers ; 
and in that case a serious addition 
would be made to the local rates, 
Then, my Lords, there is an expression 
that I should very much like my noble 
Friend to explain, and that is that this 
land may be cultivated on the 
co-operative system. 

Eart CADOGAN: No, in co- 
operation by a certain number. 

*THe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: It is in Clause 4, at the 
bottom of the page— 

“A number of persons working on a 
co-operative jag provided such system be 
approved by the County Council.” 

What does that mean? I cannot, for 
the life of me, understand it. And it is 
to be left tothe County Council to say 
whether it is a co-operative system or 
not. You are dealing with very small 
holdings. What do you call a co- 
operative system? Are there to be 
half-a-dozen labourers joined together 
to farm a plot of fifteen acres—because 
they would not have two acres 
apiece? And observe, if you have a 
six acre farm on a co-operative system, 
what an enormous amount of squab- 
bling and quarrelling there would be; 
each man would think he knew better 
than his neighbour how it ought to be 
cultivated. I should not envy anyone 
who worked on the co-operative system. 
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Then I think, my Lords, under 
Clause 6, after the money is all paid, 
the holding becomes the freehold pro- 
perty of the owner, and he may cut it 
up into as many little bits as he pleases, 
as it seems to me. I do not know 
whether that is wise, but I should 
rather doubt it. Then under Clause 9 
the County Council are to make 
sanitary rules. But then what be- 
comes of the Sanitary Authority? 
because you set up two Sanitary 
Authorities there you have the regu- 
lar Local Sanitary Authority and you 
have the Sanitary Authority set up 
under this Bill. ich is to prevail ? 
One of them must. Perhaps my noble 
Friend will think that over before the 
Committee stage; I think he should 
look to that, and see what can 
be done. Then, my Lords, I come 
to Clause 11. My noble Friend says 
with regard to that clause he is in a 
serious difficulty. I never like to 
hear my noble Friend say he is in a 
serious difficulty, and I am always 
glad if, by any possibility—particularly 
as I have been rather criticising his 
measure—I can relieve him. I think 
I can relieve him, because I will move 
the rejection of that clause when we 
get into Committee; and, from what 
he said to-night, I am certain that I 
shall get his support and that of my 
noble Friends who think with me. I 
now come to the first reason for the 
Bill—namely, the re-creation of the 
yeomen. I am quite ready to admit 
that they are a most admirable 
class ; I regret that they have ceased 
to exist really, and my noble Friend 
in talking of yeomen I think must for- 


get—— 
Eart CADOGAN : I did not use the 
word. 

“Toe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON : But the right hon. Gentle- 
man did in introducing the Bill into 
the House of Commons, and I have a 
right to take what the Proposer of the 
Bill intends the Bill to do. He said 
that there were two objects in the Bill— 
one was to benefit the labouring 
population, and the other was to re- 
create, if he might be allowed to use 
the expression, the class of yeomen. 
A yeoman used to be considered 
man who owned from one hundred 
‘to five hundred acres of land, and 


The Duke of Richmond and Gordon 
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to say that you are i 
re-create the class of yeomen helding 
from one hundred to five hundred acres 
of land, by setting up men who own 
land from one acre up to fifty acres, is, 
to say the least of it, as it seems to 
me, a most extraordinary statement to 
come from either my noble Friend or 
my right hon. Friend. My Lords, the 
— have gradually disappeared, 
use the present state of things did 
not suit them—because they preferred 
to occupy rather than to own; and 
there are many instances even in which 
the yeoman has sold his own land and 
afterwards become the tenant of the 
man who bought it. I was talking to 
a friend of mine, a yeoman, not lo 
ago, who owned about two hun 
acres of land. I asked him how he got 
on, and he said very badly indeed, and 
he added, ‘‘ For family reasons I do not 
like to part with the land, but I should 
be very much better off if I was the 
tenant and you the landlord, and you 
were the buffer between me and 
bad times.” That is the very reason, 
They do not like to be the buffer them- 
selves, but would rather somebody else 
was. And, to say that you can re-create 
a class of that kind by having re | 
acre holdings is an assertion that 
certainly cannot admit. My Lords, 
I must apologise for being so long. 
I have just come to the last point, 
and I told my noble Friend I would 
not forget it—I am quite sure he 
would be very sorry if I did—and 
that is compulsion. My noble Friend 
I think admitted that these holdings 
were an extension of the Allotments 
Act. In the Allotments Act there is 
compulsion. Then, I ask, if you have 
compulsion for one acre, what is the 
difference between one acre and fifteen 
acxes? If you find it necessary in the 
one you will find it n in the 
other. My Lords, I am of opinion that 
compulsion will come. I do not mean 
to say that I like it, but I think it will 
come, and I cannot help thinking that 
everybody whom I have the honour of 
addressing at this moment is of the 
same opinion too. If such a dreadful 
calamity were to happen to the country 
as that my noble Friend the Prime 
Minister was to find himself in a short 
time sitting on the other side of the 
House, we know perfectly well what 
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would nie. because we have been 
told, by noble Lords in this House and 
right hon. Gentlemen in the other 
House of Parliament, that the only 
mistake in the Bill is that there is no 
compulsion in it ; and therefore I have 
no doubt if that calamity should 
—I hope to goodness it will not— 
we shall have compulsion. ButI say 
the logical conclusion is that, if you are 
bound to have this power of compulsion 
up to one acre, it is absolutely necessary 
to have it for more. There are many 
men who would say, “ Take one acre if 
that is all; I do not care about that; 
it will make very little difference in the 
field.” But, when you come to take 
ten or fifteen acres, I do not think you 
will find it so easy; and, if you find it 
necessary to have compulsion in order 
to get one acre, you will find it more 
necessary when dealing with ten or 
fifteen acres. I should like very much 
to quote one of the reasons, and it is 
so very weak a reason that it alarms 
me, that was given by my right hon. 
Friend the President of the Board of 
Agriculture. He said— 
Meh oe cog pe eer “* compulsion at 
present time u unnecessary. 
On the First Reading of the Bill he stated that 
the quantity of land in the market for sale was 
something remarkable, and that the difficulty 
rather was on the part of owners of land to 
find a purchaser rather than to induce them 


tosell. He had in his ion su 

pe a firm who during the last pram 
sold about 67,000 acres of land in England 

alone out of 375,000 acres which they had at 

their disposal.” 

I want your Lordships to consider 

what he says now— 


“Tf hon. Members multiplied the number of 
eminent firms whe had land at their disposal 
with the i os cane by dk this firm in 
proportion, wo fin there was in 
the market at the t time waiting for 
purchasers an amourt of land which the 
idea of compulsion entirely unnecessary if not 
ridiculous.” 


Now, if it would not be rude, I should 
have applied that epithet to that last 
statement. If that is the way you are 
to arrive at the quantity of land in the 
country, and if that is the fact which 
renders it unnecessary to resort to 
compulsion, all I have to say is that I 
hope the statistics of the Agricultural 
Department are not framed on the same 
a My Lords, in this quantity 
of land which my right hon. Friend has 
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he does not tell us 
where the land is situated and what 
sort of land it is. It is no use to tella 
labouring man in Sussex that he can 
have a very good bit of land somewhere 
in Northamptonshire. It is no good 
unless you have the land in the imme- 
diate neighbourhood where you want 
it. And as to the quality of the land, 
unless you know what sort of land it is, 

ou cannot say that it is capable of 
bei turned into these holdings. M 
Lords, I come now to the inj whieh 
this Bill will inflict upon pays” Bhs in 
this country, who are not mentioned 
in the Bill at all, and who I take to be 
not the two least important classes in 
the country—namely, the owner and 
the occupier of se I am assumin, 
now that we shall get compulsion, as 
am sure we shall. My noble Friend 
does not like it, but still it will come, 
and I quite understand his not arguing 
the question. 


Eart CADOGAN: Not in this Bill. 


*Toe Duke or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: No, but it will be in the 
next. Just take the injury that would 
befall the owner and occupier. Take a 
farm of two hundred acres, of which 
the County Council want to take fifty 
acres. They will not take the worst 
land; because we know perfectly well 
that it is difficult enough in these days 
to make both ends meet if you are 
dealing with good land ; therefore the 
County Council, if they are going to 
let it to a man, will take fifty acres of 
the best land on the farm. Everybod 
knows that on all farms there is peer. 
land as well as bad, and that they see 
one against the other, and the man 

ays the rent, taking it all round, which 

e thinks he can afford to pay. But, 
if you take fifty acres off a two hundred 
acre farm, and leave it with 150 acres 
of the worst land, it is obvious that the 
occupier cannot pay hisrent. Then what 
happens? He gives his landlord notice 
to quit, and the landlord is left with a 
farm of 150 acres with probably more 
buildings than he wants upon it, 
which he cannot possibly dispose of at 
anything like a rental. I say this is 
one of the fruits of the very great in- 
justice that would be done to every 
owner and occupier of a farm. 
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Eart CADOGAN : Under our Bill? 
_*Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON : No, but my noble Friend 
says the Bill is an experiment; it is a 
sort of pilot balloon; it goes on, and 
after a bit when it is found that under 
this Bill you cannot do what you want 
to do, you cannot get the land you 
want to get, just in the same way as 
you could not get all the allotments 
you wanted under the old system and 
were obliged to resort to compulsion, 
so I say it will be exactly the same 
thing now, for the —_— for 
the Allotments Act was brought in 
by my friends the Government them- 
selves, and therefore they admit that it 
is necessary in some cases. My Lords, 
I am sorry to have detained you so 
long, but I feel very strongly upon this 
question, and this is a Bill which 
contains a great deal that is not at all 
to my mind. I hope it may be a 
success. My noble Friend says it is 
an experiment; I hope it may be a 
successful one ; but, at the same time, I 
have very great doubts as to whether 
it will prove that blessing to the agri- 
cultural labourers which my noble 
Friend hopes it will. 

*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I 
hope I shall not trouble your Lordships 
at any great length, but I feel that I 
ought to make some remarks on this 
important measure which has been 
introduced by my noble Friend the 
Lord Privy Seal. I shall not follow 
the exceedingly interesting speech of 
the noble Duke who has just sat down ; 
he has acted the part of a candid friend 
to Her Majesty’s Government, and it 
will be for them to answer the criticisms 
which he has made on their Bill. My 
remarks, my Lords, will be of a more 

eneral character ; and, at the outset, 

should like to say, with regard to a 
remark which fell from the Lord Privy 
Seal that the opponents of the Govern- 
ment have twitted him and those who 
introduced the measure with being 
half-hearted about it, that I do not in 
the slightest degree wish to impute 
that they are half-hearted in this 
matter. I am ready to admit that 
they consider that this Bill will be of 
advantage to the country. The only 
thing, I may say, is that they would 
not have thrown themselves open to 
the insinuation to which he refers if 


{LORDS} 








they had been able to introduce the 
measure at an earlier stage of their 
~— existence. Now, my Lords, I 
o not consider it is necessary to argue 
in favour of the desirability of increasing 
the number of owners of land in this 
country. The social and_ political 
advantage of this course is admitted 
on all hands. Nor need I argue in 
favour of the desirability of enabli 
the man who earns his daily bre: 
from agricultural labour to mount the 
ladder of his profession and to rise 
gradually from the lowest step where 
he ‘may now stand. Everybody, I 
believe, admits that to give hope to a 
man makes him a better worker, and a 
better citizen. I should like to dwell 
on two or three points which occur to 
me in considering this matter; and 
first of all I would like to refer to what 
I believe is the case—namely, the 
diminution of small holdings in this 
country. The interesting Report of 
the Committee which sat up to 1890, 
to which my noble Friend (the Duke of 
Richmond and Gordon) referred, speaks 
clearly on this question. It is obvious 
that that Committee considered that 
there had been a very considerable 
diminution in the number of small 
holdings in the country, not- 
withstanding the large increase 
in the amount of land brought 
into cultivation, and the increase of 
small holdings near the towns. Now, 
to what do they attribute this falling 
off of small holdings ? First of all there 
is the natural waste in small owner- 
ship; small owners from ordinary 
causes are obliged to sell their land, 
and, when they sell their hold- 
ings, other small owners rarely come 
in to occupy the same holdings. It 
may be that some small owners who 
have been successful buy an gas | 
holding, and perhaps double their 
holding ; but more often, from economie 
causes which I need not go into, large 
owners of property abscrb these small 
holdings. Then there is another cause 
which contributes a good deal to 
the discouragement of smali hold- 
ings. I allude to what has been done 
during the last forty years, or perhaps 
even before that time, in the inclosure 
of common land. Now, as your Lord- 
ships are aware, common lands afforded 
great opportunities to small owners for 
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the feeding of their stock, and in other 
ways they derived considerable benefit 
from common land. I am _ quite 
aware that when inciosure took 
lace a considerable number of small 

holdings were created, but not to any 
very appreciable extent in comparison 
with the amount of land which was 
distributed in larger holdings. I notice 
from this Report that, out of about 
600,000 acres which have been dealt 
with in this: way, only about 2,195 
acres were given for garden land or 
small fields. I, for one, regret the 
operation of these inclosures, for I 
believe that more good was perhaps 
done by many of these than the good 
which I know those who favoured the 
Inclosure Act prophesied from their 
dings—namely, the large increase 

of cultivation in the country. I cannot 
but think that the diminution of these 
commons has had an effect in diminish- 
ing small holdings. The Committee 
refer to other causes, and those causes 
are important. They draw attention 
to the heavy expense attending the 
transfer of land; they draw attention 
to the Laws of Settlement and Entail ; 
they draw attention to the laws with 
regard to intestacy ; and they say that 
all these Acts of Parliament have 
tended to diminish the number cf hold- 
ings in this country. I confess I wish 
that we could have done some- 
thing to remedy these general draw- 
backs to the creation of small hold- 
ings. I am quite aware that 
some years ago that distinguished 
lawyer, Lord Cairns, introduced an 
important Act dealing with property ; 
but, unfortunately, that reform was not 
followed up, for your Lordships threw 
cut a measure not many years ago 
which was supported greatly on this 
side of the House, but was actually 
proposed by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I regret that more has not 
been done in general legislation to 
remove restrictions which may hinder 
the creation of these holdings. If 
more had been done there would 
probably have been a safer distribution 
of land throughout the. country, and 
the advantages which are claimed for 
this measure would probably, or 
possibly, have been carried out by the 


. ordinary law of supply and demand. 


Well, my Lords, I am not going to 
. 


{13 Jung, 1892} 
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criticise the Bill in the way that the 
noble Duke has criticised it. Part of 
his speech referred, I think, more to 
allotments than to small holdings ; and, 
though I agree with a great deal of 
what he said with regard to allotments, 
I do not think the same arguments 
apply to this, which is a step higher 
up in the ladder of the promotion 
of the labourer. Well, then, I do not 
understand what was said with regard 
te the creation of yeomen. I do not 
for a moment conceive that this Bill is 
intended to create these large yeomen 
of whom we were so proud and whom 
we regret to find in such dwindled 
numbers now in various parts of the 
country. I welcome this Bill, however, 
as an encouragement to the agricultural 
labourer and those who spring from the 
same class—namely, small artizans in 
the villages, to enable them to get the 
benefit of being the owners of land. 
Now I, for one, do not anticipate that 
this measure will have any very large 
or wide extent. Certainly in the rural 
districts with which I am most familiar 
there will not be a great many labourers 
who will be able to produce the money 
necessary for coming under the Act ; 
there will be, I fear, very few of them 
who can, with their heavy responsi- 
bilities of families, save a sufficient 
amount to put down the money 
necessary for the purchase ; but, at the 
same time, if this measure encourages 
in every village, or even in every 
cther village, a few men to be- 
come owners, it will be a direct 
encouragement to thrift, and I 
therefore welcome the measure in that 
respect. But now I shouldlike tomake 
one or two criticisms on parts of the 
Bill. The noble Earl, the Lord Privy 
Seal, alluded to the question of compul- 
sion—he has had a most able argument 
from the noble Duke behind him on that 
subject ; but I am afraid I cannot alto- 
gether pass over this question of com- 
pulsion. I agree entirely with the 
noble Duke in the belief that com- 
pulsion is certain to follow the intro- 
duction of this measure. I may leave 
the argument to the noble Duke, 
for he put it very concisely and very 
forcibly, particularly that part of it 
where he said that you are obliged to 
have compulsion with regard to, allot- 
ments, and there is no difference in 
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principle between compulsion for 
allotments and compulsion for 4 
small holding. I should like also to 
emphasise another part of his argu- 
ment in which he dealt with the great 
amount of land which is now said to be 
in the market. That, to my mind, does 
not really touch the question of com- 
pulsion at all. . There are large owners 
who have whole villages under their 
complete control, and, if they are op- 

sed to carrying out this Act, it will 
os consolation to a man who has 
saved some money, and is able to 
take a small holding under the Act, 
to be told that twenty or thirty 
or fifty miles off, or perhaps, if he is in 
Northamptonshire, that in Sussex 
there is a large quantity of land avail- 
able. The fact is that the distribution 
of land available to be soldis not wide, 
and therefore the fact that a large 
quantity of land is in the market will 
not meet the objections which people 
have who desire compulsion. Now I 
will take another point. I quite admit 
that with regard to rent the Govern- 
ment have made some large conces- 
sions; but I feel very strongly that, 
if this measure is to be really useful to 
the agricultural labourer, more should 
be yoo to enable him to rent 
land than is done now even under 


the Bill. Why do I say this? As I| 


have told your Lordships before, there 
are very few agricultural labourers who 
have been able to save any consider- 
able sum of money; it is a very small 
sum that they may have saved out of 
their industry ; and this small sum is 
not more than adequate to pro- 
vide the stock for the farm; 
and if, in addition to that, they 
are obliged to put down a fifth of 
the purchase-money, it will make it 
almost impossible for any of these men 
to avail themselves of the Act. I there- 
fore wish that the Government could 
have extended this point, and enabled 
larger holdings to be rented under the 

rovisions of the Bill. Now, my 
See I come to a further point, and 
that is with to the authority 
which is to administer the Act. I 
in a great measure with what the 

noble Duke has said with regard to the 
immense difficulties that there will be 
if the County Council is to administer 


Earl Spencer 


{LORDS} 





' the Act. I believe that the initiative 
in all these matters ought to have been 
placed in the hands of a body repre- 
senting a smaller district. Four years 

,ago the Government introduced a 

| measure which. dealt - with Local Go- 
vernment in the counties. In that 

_measure they included provisions for 

| creating District Councils. They have 

/never carried out these provisions. 

| Four years have passed, and they have 

| not introduced any measure on that 

‘subject. I myself would go even 
further, and desire to see the erection 

| of Parish Councils. Now to these small 

bodies I should like to give the initia- 
tive in this matter of small holdings, 

They know the wants of the people ; 

they know the exact land suitable for 

the purposes of small holdings ; and 
they could admirably initiate all 
matters connected with this Act. 

I do not want that they should have 

unrestricted power. with regard to this 

—I should give either a confirmatory 

power to the County Council, or that 

an appeal to them should be made in 
cases of difficulty. And I desire to say 
| one word with regard to the hardship 
| that might be inflicted under this Bill. 
| I do not myself believe that any hard- 
| ship would be inflicted, even if the Bill 

were made compulsory. I do not 
| believe the body administering the Act 
would do anything to spoil what are 
called the amenities of property, or to 
prevent the practical and profitable use 
of a farm by taking portions of it which 
would have that effect. I believe it 
would have a very much better effect 
in the country if these provisions were 
added to it. My Lords, I have made 
these criticisms, not ina hostile spirit; 

I hope my noble Friend will not think 

that; for, on the whole, I feel o— 





* 


to be friendly towards the 

I do not propose to move any 
Amendment, use your Lordshi 
are well aware that it would be futi 

if we wished it, to propose any Amend- 
ment from the Bench where I sit. My 
Lords, I sincerely trust that this 
measure will have a good influence in 
the country. If its influence be but 
small, it will to some extent give hope 
to the agricultural labourer, and, in 
that way, I cannot but think that 





communities in England. 
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' Tae Duxe or ARGYLL: My Lords, 
if this Bill referred only to England I 
should not venture to trouble your 
Lordships at all; but, as it includes 
Scotland, I hope the House will allow 
me to say a few words on the general 
view that I take of this Bill such as it is 
natural to take on the Second Reading 
and before going into the details. My 
Lords, I am very glad to acknowledge 
the great fairness and ability and justice 
of the speech which has just been 
delivered by my noble Friend the noble 
Earl behind me. There are many 
things that he said with which I en- 
tirely agree. This is a Bill to satisfy a 
sentiment, but it is a sentiment widely 
entertained on both sides in both 
Houses of Parliament; and, whatever 
may be said of the electioneering aspect 
of the Bill to which my noble Friend 
(the Duke of Richmond and Gordon) 
not indirectly referred, I am bound to 
say, and to remind the House—both 
sides of it—that many years ago the 
noble Marquess opposite, when he was 
not in office, expressed in this House 
an anxious desire to increase the 
aumber of occupying owners in Eng- 
land. I remember it well because at 
the time it was rather a novelty—it 
has become a very common sentiment 
now—and I remember particularly 
taking notice of it. I do not think 
therefore that my noble Friend at the 
head of the Government can be accused 
of having, so far as he is personally 
concerned, taken this action merely on 
account of the approaching General 
Election. But, if any motive of that 
sort can be brought against my noble 
Friend opposite, it equally applies to 
the Party on this side of the House. 
During their last tenure of office I do 
not recollect that they took any 
steps whatever towards this end, and 
we all know that it is in order to 
satisfy the general sentiment that 
they have taken it up as_ well 
as the Party which supports the 
Government—the one is as bad and 
as good as the other in that matter. 
Now, my Lords, my own feeling is that 
this is an experiment which it is worth 
while to try—that is all. I do not 
believe that it will operate to a 
large extent ; I do not see how it can 
possibly do so; and, as to re-instating 
what is called the old yeomanry class, 


{13 June, 1892} 
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I think it is a pure delusion to su 

that this or any other Bill can do it. 
What are the causes which have led 
to the decrease of small ownerships in 
England ? My noble Friend in charge of 
this Bill said that one of them was the 
spread of education. What does that 
mean? It means that educated men 
do not find it pay them to have this 
small property. Are you to stop educa- 
tion, and are you to favour ignorance, 
in order that ignorant men may think 
they are better off in the country than 
they would be in the town? My 
Lords, the causes are sane economic 
which have led to the decrease of small 
owners. What happens is this: A 
family, who have gone on for genera- 
tions perhaps in a very humble way, 
hardly saving anything, living on their 
own produce and their own funds, 
get into more expensive habits of life— 
their sons do, their daughters do, the 
whole family do—and at last a stan- 
dard of living is set up which the little 
property is unable to support—that is 
a common case—and they find that, 
instead of getting £100 a year with 
very hard labour from their small 
property, it pays them much better to 
get £3,000 down, either from a neigh- 
bouring landlord, or from somebody 
else, and to migrate into the town. 
Now is Parliament really going to 
attempt to make these men think 
otherwise of their own interests and 
their own destiny? The thing is 
absurd; you cannot do it. On the 
other hand there are causes which are 
and have been in operation, which the 
noble Earl behind me alluded to, 
quoting I suppose from the Report of 
the Committee; but there are other 
causes which have perhaps led to the 
diminution of these small properties, 
which might have been remedied at an 
earlier period. My noble Friend re- 
ferred to the cost of the transfer of 
land. Now, my Lords, we all re- 
member that two or three years 

the Government produced a Bill for 
the registration and simplification of 
title ; but a large majority of this House 
threw it out, and great blame has 
been attached to your Lordships for 
its rejection. I took no part in the 
discussion because it was a Bill that 
referred to England alone, and I did not 
think it proper to do so; but I re- 
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member that a number of Peers 
who voted against the Bill, the 
noble Marquess of Bath —_ 
others, complained and _ objec 
chiefly because attached to that Bill 
there were clauses which referred to a 
wholly different matter, namely, the 
division of property upon the decease 
of the owner. That was one of the 
grounds, I think the main und, on 
which the vote of your Leolihige was 
come to. I do not believe that this 
House would be dis to reject any 
measure which would really facilitate 
and cheapen the transfer of land; I 
cannot conceive that they would have 
any interest in doing so. It is the 
interest of all of us to have our land as 
easily saleable as possible, and to in- 
crease our own market ; and, therefore, 
I do not believe that if a Bill were re- 
introduced purely for that purpose—I 
hope it will be by some Government— 
there would be opposition in this 
House. ‘But I am bound to say to my 
noble Friend behind me (Earl Spencer) 
that personally I do not believe that 
that has been a widely operating cause. 
The transfer of land is not so dear 
after all. I have had to buy a piece of 
land recently, and the costs were not 
so extraordinary. I believe, if there 
was a real desire to get land of that 
kind, there would be no difficulty in 
meeting the expenses of the transfer 
any more than meeting the expenses 
of the purchase. It is because there is 
not a market for these small properties, 
it is because there is not a class of men 
existing who think they would be 
benefited by them, that they are 
not bought. With regard to entails, 
I may say that Lord Cairns’s Act 
seems to me to have remedied the 
evils in that respect. As I understand 
the law of England now, there is 
no land which is not saleable; the 
price may be entailed, but the land 
itself is saleable; and therefore I do 
not see that entails, as they now stand 
in England at all events, have much to 
do with the question. Then my noble 
Friend came on the question of com- 
pulsion. Now J entirely agree with 
my noble Friend opposite (the Duke of 
Richmond and Gordon) that compul- 
sion is @ very serious matter in this 
reer ye but I do not think my noble 
iend stated the strongest ground 


The Duke of Argyll 


{LORDS} 








against it. Compulsion, as we all 
know, is familiar to this House and 
the other House of Parliament when 
lands are taken for strictly public pur- 
poses ; but you can hardly say that it 
is a strictly public purpose when 
merely say that it is desirable 
small proprietors should exist. That 
is not a public purpose in the sense of 
a railway, a canal, or any other such 
werk. My Lords, it is a question of 
general policy. If you are to make 
men sell their land compulsorily, you 
set up motives and you destroy other 
motives in a manner that would 
have a most serious effect upon 
the employment of the working classes. 
Just consider what the effect of 
compulsion would be upon the employ- 
ment of labour in the country. I 
suppose most of your Lordships who 
have large estates are accustomed to 
spend large sums of money in improve- 
ment of the soil.» Now with what 
heart would you undertake this opera- 
tion if you knew that a County Council, 
or, still worse, as my noble Friend 
(Farl Spercer) proposes, a District 
Council, or even a Parish Council, so 
far asI understand him—— 


*Eart SPENCER: As an appeal. 


Tae Duxe or ARGYLL: With 
what heart would any landlord enter 
upon agricultural improvem nts if he 
knew that next week, after his drain 
was finished, after his enclosures were 
made, after his buildings were com- 
pleted, the County Council might come 
in and say, I demand that that land 
shall be sold to me that I may cut it 
up for small proprietors? I have no 
doubt whatever that that is what 
people forget in regard to what is cailed, 
or miscalled, the science of political 
economy ; they forget the concealed and 
invisible motives that you set up—that 
when you adopt an absurd measure of 
that kind, you put an end to the 
improvements on the part of landlords. 
A universal system of compulsion 
would be the greatest curse that can 
happen to any industry and would 
smite the whole agricultural —— 
of the United Kingdom. My Lords, 
cannot conceive a ter mischief than 
that. You say that the agricultural 
labourer is migrating to tne towns. 
Why is he migrating to the towns? 
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Because you have adopted free trade, 


and it does not pay any lo to grow 
corn, and a large of the land of 
England, especially in the North is going 
into pasture. You are not going to 
reverse your policy of free trade in 
order to employ the labourer. Just 
think what an increased impetus you 
would give to that want of confidence 
and want of employment which drives 
the labourer into the towns! Every 
landlord would think twice before he 
made any improvement whatever ; he 
would take care to consider whether 
the County Council was friendly or not ; 
and all sorts of political and jobbing 
motives might enter into the action of 
the District and Parish Councils. And 
the smaller you make your authority 
—my noble Friend particularly says 
he wants the authority to be very 
small and local—the more local 
you make your authority, the less 
responsible it will be to public opinion ; 
and you will smite the agricultural 
industry of England with utter paralysis 
from the insecurity of property. 
Remember this, my lable, that 
security for the results of industry, 
for the investment of capital, is the 
mainspring of all prosperity in all 
departments of human life, and, still 
more than any other, in the question 
of land; because there you dannot get 
your results except after a long time. 
f there were a compulsory Bill passed, 
enabling everybody to seize everybody 
else's land because they thought it an 
important object that small proprietors 
should be set up, I cannot conceive 
that any landlord in England or Scot- 
land would think it worth while to 
improve his land at all, but would live 
4s our ancestors did, from hand to 
mouth, and give up improvements. 
You will not see the effect of that, 
because the motives operating in the 
minds of men are not visible to the 
multitude ; they act secretly and inci- 
dentally; and that is why they are 
never seen and taken account of. I 
must say, in answer to my noble Friend 
the noble Duke, who said that if 
We try this experiment the logical con- 
Sequence is that we shail go on to 
Conipulsion, that I do not agree with 
him at all. What the noble Duke 
meant was that this is an electioneering 
Bill, and it will not sueceed, and that 


{13 June, 1899} 
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in order to have another electioneering 
measure more successful we will cap it 
with compulsion; and no doubt, if 
that is the — we have in view, if 
that is the influence under which we 
are to legislate, then possibly com- 
pulsion may be the consequence. But 
it is not the logical consequence, it is 
an illogical consequence, a ruinous 
consequence, a consequence founded 
upon total ignorance of the first prin- 
— of human industry, a consequence 
which destroys the confidence in all 
property. My noble Friend behind me 
(Earl Spencer) alluded again to the 
Report of the Commissioners upon the 
enclosure of common lands. Can there 
be a more vulgar error than this stupid 
denunciation of the enclosure of com- 
mon lands? Have your Lordships 
ever looked into the evidence that 
was given about 100 years ago.as 
to the condition of farms held on the 
edges of great commons? They were 
universally miserably poor; their agri- 
culture was at the lowest ebb; they lived 
upon poaching and every kind of extra 
employment they could get; and the 
first movement and improvement in the 
agriculture, both of England and Scot- 
land, was the abolition of common 
lands. I do not say it may not have 
gone too far where you want recreation 
lands—that I do not deny; but after 
all it is easy to buy them back, and 
they are being bought back by very 
large sums of money indeed, wherever 
they are wanted for the large cities ; 
and with regard to the great heaths of 
Surrey and the South of England, 
many of them remain commons to this 
day ; they are very barren lands, not 
likely ever to be enclosed; and I am 
very glad that Parliament has stopped 
the excessive advance of enclosures 
with d to that particular class of 
land. But to denounce the enclosure 
of common lands, which has been the 
a. b. c. work of the whole of the agri- 
cultural improvements in England, 
seems to me the stupidest of fallacies 
and giving in to the vulgarest of all 
prejudices. With regard to some 
clauses of this Bill, I think they are 
very queer, and I am bound to say the 
observations of my noble Friend (the 
Duke of Richmond and Gordon) were 
full of that article which is so rare on 
all these subjects, and that is good 
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sound common sense; he did not go 
upon theories ; he went upon practical 
knowledge of agriculture and the state 
and condition of the people, amongst 
whom he is, as we all know, an 
eminently good landlord. Now, my 
Lords, I agree with much that he said 
with regard to those clauses. But 
then observe the difficulty Parliament 
isin. Parliament wishes to make this 
experiment of forcing a hot-house 
wth of small provrietors; but 
arliament does not want the County 
Councils to be mere jobbers of land ; 
and therefore there are all sorts of 
clauses put in to —— the ratepayer. 
And [ must say I think that a sound 
rinciple. You ought not to give to 
co Bodies the power of harrying the 
ratepayer. It is an essential principle 
of local municipal legislation—it has 
been from the beginning, through all 
the Middle Ages—that Parliament has 
doled out to Municipalities the powers 
which they are to exercise ; but Parlia- 
ment has kept in its own hand 
the power of protecting the indi- 
vidual ratepayer and the liberty of 
individual man, and has _ not 
given it to the Municipalities, even 
the greatest of them; such places as 
Birmingham, Leeds, Manchester, every 
one of them, are under restrictions from 
Parliament, and they cannot levy un- 
just taxation on the ratepayers of the 
towns which they govern. My Lords, 
so far as that goes, these clauses are 
right in principle; they are intended 
to protect the ratepayers, and to pre- 
vent the County Councils from becom- 
ing mere jobbers of land; and that is 
sound so far as it goes. But, my Lords, 
if compulsion were ever adopted, these 
clauses would have to be enormously 
reinforced. They are very good as they 
are in the case of voluntary purchase, 
but they would be quite inefficient in 
the case of compulsion. Therefore, my 
Lords, we are entering on a most inte- 
resting and very dangerous experiment. 
And I beg your Lordships to recollect, 
and I hope the public will recol- 


lect, that you are dealing with forces 
and motives which are out of sight, 
and you may touch, by stupid and 
foolish legisiation, the whole springs of 
the agricultural industry of this 
country. 


The Duke of Argyll 


{LORDS} 
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Lorpv DENMAN: My Lords, from 
the undue haste with which this mea- 
sure has been brought forward, I have 
had no opportunity of putting on the 
Paper my intention to move it be 
read a second time this day six months, 
I am satisfied, from long acquaintance 
with elaborate measures of this kind, 
that it is impossible for any Opposition 
that wishes to maintain any amend- 
ment to do so; and, therefore, my only 
course is to move the postponement of 
the measure. My Lords, it is quite 
contrary to the policy which so lon 
has prevailed in Ireland. In 1836 f 
passed through a great part of the 
County of Cork, and I was told that 
small Lchitege had been abolished, that 
tenants had been removed from the 
old roof-tree, and that in the end they 
were very thankful for having been pre- 
vented from becoming psa. | holders, 
My Lords, in Scotland every labourer 
has a good garden to his holding. My 
Lords, I do not believe that letting 
men into small holdings, without in- 
creasing their power of stocking those 
holdings, is doing them any service. 
We find that our labourers are ex- 
tremely glad of a little garden ; but in 
many instances they would rather not 
be either tenants or proprietors. be 
Lords, I happen to have had a g 
deal of correspondence with Irishmen, 
and I find that they wish very much to 
improve their property; but I do not 
find that everyone wishes to have a 
larger holding than he now possesses. 
In the crofter legislation you have 
made the holdings larger, and [ 
can only say, “O si angulus ille 
proximus accedat qui mune denor- 
mat agellum.” But here you are 
going to make a few small holdings ; 
and what will be the consequence? 
We know that cattle will stray. You 
must have fences that are almost enor- 
mous. If any one knows the way in 
which woodland sheep stray, he will 
not wish any small holder to be near his 
— Large proprietors can afford to 
ose part of their stock; but in the 
case of poor men with a small holding. 
if a foal or two or a heifer die, how can. 
they sustain it? My Lords, you had 
better let those who have large posses- 
sions make the best use of them ; and 
you know that they have much greater 
power of ising ened. 





than those who are 
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only small proprietors. There is an 
expression in Ireland, that I have met 
with in one of the books which I have 
read, of “‘ a half sir” ; and you want to 
make a great many “ half sirs.” It is 
a mistake; and, depend upon it, you 
will find it to be so; and I can onl 
hope that you will not interfere wit 
the property of pessessors ofland. My 
father, in his letter to Mr. Merivale, 
said— 

“You cannot disturb the t ion 
of any owner of land wtihout cttnaaaion te 

of the smallest. . . . You might 

ve an agrarian row every week and every 
month.” 
It is necessary for land to be in the 
same hands. That fixity of tenure 
which is so much desired proves the 
desirability of that system being carried 
out. My Lords, I fear I shall not be 
able to find even a Teller for this 
Motion of mine; but at the same time 
I will watch, and if [ see any good 
Amendments in Committee, I will 
endeavour on Third Reading to support 
them. As it is, I feel an uncompro- 
mising dislike to this experiment. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
ee and add at the end of the 

otion (“ this day six months.”’)—(The 
Lord Denman.) 


*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I should not like to let this Bill 
be read a second time without making 
a few observations on the subject in 
which, like the noble Duke opposite, I 
take personally great interest. My 
Lords, like my noble Friend behind 
me, I regard the Bill in a friendly 
spirit. I think that what the noble 
Duke who has left the House (the 
Duke of Argyll) called the sentiment 
of the country, which I should call the 
general feeling of the country in favour 
of some measure dealing with the sub- 
ject, is a sufficient justification for us 
on either side of the House in attempt- 
ing to legislate on the subject. At the 
same time I am bound to say that I do 
not expect any very great results from 
the Bill, and my reasons are very much 
those which have been stated by the 
noble Duke, not somuch from the nature 
of the Bill—though I have some ob- 
Jections to the Bill itself, as from the 
nature of the subject and the difficul- 
ties which surround it. First of all 
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let me say one word as to what we 
hear so much of, the exodus as it is 
termed from the rural districts to the 
towns. The Duke of Argyll in his ob- 
servations said it was due to free 
trade. Now my Lords, that is an 
opinion which I do not share, and my 
reason is not a theoretica] one ccn- 
nected with any economic doctrine, 
but the simple fact that you find this 
movement going on in other countries 
where there is not free trade; but, on 
the contrary, protection. Anyone who 
has followed this sabject carefully 
knows that there is practically no 
civilised country where this movement 
from the country to the towns is not 
now going on. It is a very remarkable 
thing that it even goes on in the United 
States in the form that the towns in- 
crease much faster than the country ; 
it goes on in France where there are 
protective duties, and where the tenure 
of land is quite different ; and I could 
mention other countries where the 
same thing prevails. I do not think 
there can be a doubt that there is a 
general tendency, owing to a variety of 
causes which produces this pte Sa 
and I should say that the st 
cause of all is the facilities of locomo- 
tion. In former days the agricultural 
labourer found it difficult to leave his 
home; now he can leave his home 
with the greatest ease, and he natu- 
rally takes his labour to wherever he 
thinks it will produce the largest re- 
sult. I do not say that so far 
as regards corn-growing counties there: 
is no migration arising from the low 
price of corn; it is possible that that 
may have some effect there; but I do 
say that it is a general cause operati 

practically in almost all countries, an 

cannot have arisen simply from the 
economic policy of free trade that we 
have adopted here. I am therefore of 
opinion that no legislation which we 
can possibly pass will really, on a lar 

scale, counteract this tendency. At 
the same time, regretting as I do that 
there is going on a diminution of our 
agricultural population, and believing 
the causes to be so powerful, I find that to 
be a reason, not why we should not 
attempt legislation, but rather an: 
additional inducement to do what we 
can in that direction. Then with 
regard to the creation df small owners. 
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of land, which, for political reasons as 
well as economic reasons, I believe we 
all desire, the Bill really has two 
objects in view as I take it. One is to 
create what may in some respects 
resemble the old yeoman. I 
with the noble Duke opposite that the 
old yeoman was rather a man of more 
acres than this Bill contemplates ; but 
the Bill contemplates the creation of 
owners of land to the extent of fifty 
acres, and this would mean a holding 
of a fair-sized property in one sense. 
The other object of the Bill is to 
enable the agricultural labourer to 
get small holdings properly so called 
of four, five, ten, or fifteen acres; 
and that stands on a different foot- 
ing. As regards the first object, I 
wholly disbelieve in the possibility of re- 
creating the yeoman inanyform. Ihave 
frequently had opportunity both of ad- 
dressing and communicating with men 
engaged largely asfarmersin thecountry, 
and I have always found them agree in 
this: that if you look at the matter 
simply in the business point of view—and 
more and more people do look at these 
things in a business point of view—it 
does not answer for a man who wishes 
to make a profit by agriculture to own his 
own land. It is obvious that, if a man 
has a moderate capital, to sink a large 
rtion of it in the freehold of the land 
itself, and in the buildings which must 
be put up upon that freehold, cannot 
be nearly so profitable as to hire the 
land from another man who is willing, 
being a kind of sleeping partner, to own 
the freehold at a low rate of interest 
and provide all the buildings. It is far 
better for a man to employ the whole of 
his capital in cultivating his land, in 
obtaining the profits that a man expects 
when he is engaged in any business ; 
and I am sure the noble Duke opposite 
will agree with me that there are 
extremely few farmers in this country 
who have more capital than they 
want for the cultivation of their land; 
indeed, there are extremely few 
who have capital enough for the 
purpose ; and to say to these men: 
**You shall go and spend a portion 
of this now insufficient capital in 
buying a piece of land” is, in point of 
fact, to tell them to reverse the whole 
of the economig¢ principles upon which 
business isconducted. For that reason 


The Earl of Kimberley 
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I say I do not believe for a moment in 
the creation of large holdings, even of 
fifty acres, to any appreciable extent; 
but I think it is possible that we 
may create advantageously a certain 
number of really small holdings ; and 
that I think will depend very much 
upon circumstances in different paris 
of the country. It is very difficult to 
generalise from a knowledge of one 
part of the country only with regard 
to any other part. In counties that 
are corn-growing, such as 1 live 
in, I doubt very much whether to any 
extent people could make a living 
on small holdings of ten or fifteen 
acres. But, on the other hand, in 
counties where dairying is profitably 
carried on, I think it would be possible, 
and still more in parts of the 
country where market gardens can 
be increased with advantage. No 
doubt it is a small part of the 
country. Sir John Lawes, in that in- 
teresting letter which the noble Duke 
has quoted from, has pointed out that 
there are some parts of the country 
where the growth of early vegetables is 
exceedingly profitable; and I was very 
much struck only the other day, in some 
conversation that I had in Cornwall, 
by the opinion entertained there that 
considerable portions of land might be 
advantageously occupied by small 
holdings for the purpose of growing early 
vegetables. For those purposes I think 
the Bil! would be very desirable. One 
word with regard to compulsion. The 
noble Duke who last addressed us laid 
down some admirable general principles 
upon the subject; but I apprehend 
that, when we are dealing with a 
matter of this kind, it is as well 
not merely to confine ourselves to 
general principles, but to look at the 
matter from a common-sense point 
of view, to look at the matter 
as it presents itself to us, with & 
view to the probabilities of what will 
take place. Now I cannot imagine 
that anyone deliberately bringing in a 
Bill of this kind should not foresee that 
there is almost a certainty, after what 
has been done, especially with regard 
to the Allotments Act, that a 
will be made a portion of this legisla- 
tion. I do not think it is a mere 
matter of electioneering or of catching 
votes ; but the moment you introduce 
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a principle of this kind, it will be found 
that there will arise hard cases, asthey 
will be termed—examples where land 


cannot be where it is the 
opinion of the County Council, for 
instance, that it ought to be procured— 
and pressure will be put upon Parlia- 
ment and upon both political Parties— 
I care not which—which will end, I be- 
lieve, in compulsion being introduced. I 
agree with the noble Duke opposite ; I 
look upon it as certain as anything can be 
that this Bill will result in compulsory 
provisions. I admit that there is a 

deal to be said on the subject 
of compulsory provisions, and that 
there is something in what the noble 
Duke (the Duke of Argyil) said 
as to the uncertainty which it 
will introduce with regard to dealing 
with land. But there is one reason 
which has not been mentioned why 
I think compulsion will be found 
to be almost unavoidable, and it is a 
good practical reason. Many of those 
who have discussed this Bill seem to 
have forgotten that there are not only 
landlords but tenants, and it will be 
found almost certain that the principal 
opposition to the working of this 
Bill will come from the tenants and 
not from the landlords. I put it to 
any one of your Lordships whether 
he would consider himself justified, as 
an honest man, in evicting a tenant who 
paid his rent regularly and made a 
living, because that tenant would not 
consent to give up a portion of the 
land for the purpose of its being 
sold under this Bill. But if, on 
the other hand, there is a power 
of compulsion at the back, the landlord 
will say to the tenant: ‘“‘We had 
better make the best arrangement we 
can, because, otherwise, we shall have 
compulsion applied, which will be 
most unsatisfactorv, and it is better 
that we should yield in a way that is 
least inconvenient to ourselves.” With 
regard to allotments, I know it has 
been extremely convenient and advan- 
tageous to be able to say: ‘“‘ These 
allotments are by Parliament to be 
given to the labourers; we cannot put 
aside the Act of Parliament; we must 
find the allotments.” Some tenants 
are willing, but others are extremely 
reluctant, and there is thus often diffi- 
culty in obtaining land, and then, as 
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was pointed out just now, it is no use 
telling a man that he can get land in 
Sussex when he is in Northampton- 
shire; land must be got close to 
where the man lives; and a - 
purpose I think you will find ulti- 
mately that you will be obliged to 
have recourse to compulsion. The 
noble Duke (the Duke of Argyll) made 
some remarks upon the suggestion of 
my noble Friend behind me (Earl 
Spencer) that the Parish Councils, if 
there were any, or the District 
Councils, should have the conduct of 
this measure. I think the noble Duke 
a little misunderstood my noble Friend. 
My noble Friend did not say that 
these Parish or District Councils were 
to be the authority to conclude the 
matter. What he said, and I agree 
with him in the suggestion, was that 
they would be the best bodies to 
initiate the matter, and to bring 
it before a body like the County 
Council to decide upon. That is a 
a very different thing. I agree with 
my noble Friend behind me that the 
initiation of the matter would come 
much better from a Local Body, itself 
well acquainted with the particular cir- 
cumstances of the parish or the par- 
ticular circumstances of those who wish 
to obtain a small holding. There is 
not much else upon which I desire at 
this stage to make any remark. I did 
not quite understand what the noble 
Earl intended to do with regard to 
Clause 11, which deals with the putting 
of these holdings in the same position 
as personalty. Iam quite in favour of 
the principle of the clause as it stands ; 
but I did not quite understand the 
noble Earl’s desire. Perhaps the in- 
tention was merely to amend the clause 
as may be found desirable; and I 
understood him to say that, for the 
purpose of amending the clause, it was 
necessary to reject it entirely. 

Eart CADOGAN: What I stated 
was that, inasmuch as the proviso at 
any rate relates to the provision of a 
tax, it was not within the power of this 
House to amend the clause; and, if it 
is found desirable not to pass the clause 
in its present wording, it might be 
necessary to reject the clause in order 
to enable a fresh clause to be provided 
in another place and sent back. 








879 Small Agricultural 


*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Then 
I did understand the noble Ear! rightly ; 
he entirely adheres to the clause, but 
he thinks that there are some Amend- 
ments that may be necessary. 


Eart CADOGAN : I think I pointed 
out at the same time various objections 
which, on consideration, we entertain 
to the clause as it now stands. 


“Toe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
understand that the noble Earl did not 
himself intend to propose to reject the 
clause for the purpose of getting rid of 
it entirely; but he said it might be 
necessary, in order to make amend- 
ments that are desirable in his opinion, 
to reject it because we could not amend 
it here, and then another clause might 
be substituted in the other House which 
might meet with his approval. We 
shall hear from the noble Earl in Com- 
mittee what is the nature of the objec- 
tions to the clause, which I suppose do 
not affect the principle of it. I can only 
say that I think the clause itself is 
desirable and I shail greatly regret to 
see it omitted from the Bill. My Lords, 
with regard to the matter generally I 
will only add this, that I hope my prog- 
nostics may fail in respect to the 
small effect of the Bill; I have no 
desire to see the Bill fail; on the con- 
trary, I shall be very glad to see it 
succeed ; but at the same time I think 
it would not be honest or right to con- 
ceal one’s opinion that, after all, no 
great expectations must be entertained 
from the working of a Bill of this kind ; 
but in the passing of it those who, like 
myself, take a friendly view of it, do so 
rather from the point of view of it as 
an experiment, and in the hope that it 
may do something towards improving 
the condition of the labouring popu- 
lation and something especially towards 
giving them a step on the ladder; 
and if the experiment should succeed 
to some extent, it may be found 
possible afterwards, by other pro- 
visions, after further experience, 
to extend it so that we may 
add to the number of holders of land, 
and increase the “contentment of the 
rural population, which is an object, I 
am certain, that every noble Lord in 
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THe Ear. - HARROWBY : - I 
think, my Lords, a false im i 
might be given with regard to duis veer 
important Bill if it were observed that 
the only independent supporter of Her 
Majesty’s Government on this side of 
the House, who spoke on the subject, 
was the noble Duke who spoke strongl 
against the measure. I, for one, shoul 
be extremely sorry that that impression 
should go ab . This is a subject 
that I have studied myself for many 
years in connection with my own 
perty; and I must say that I think the 
noble Duke rather undervalued the 
gravity of the evil with which we have 
to deal, that is to say the removal of 
the rural population from our villages. 
It is not so much the movement of the 
elder men that is going on now; but, 
if you look forward a few years, 
the course that is being taken by 
the younger people, by what may 
be called almost the children of 
the present day, in the villages, 
is what alarms one with regard 
to the future. It is impossible not to 
observe, if you study the question at 
all, that the feeling of the younger 
population in the villages is in favour 
of migration away from the villages. 
I do not think it is owing so much toa 
dislike to country life as to the sure 
and certain effect which the excellent 
education they now receive must have 
upon them. They think more, and 
look forward more, than their fathers 
did before them ; and, although many 
of them are devoted to country life, 
they are more strongly aware than 
their fathers have been hitherto that 
they have no prospect whatever in the 
country of rising in what may be called 
their own profession ; that the door of 
advancement is shut ; that there are 
very few small holdings which they can 
occupy; and they see nothing but 
oing on plodding, as their fathers have 
- a before, with no prospect of better- 
ing the position of themselves and their 
families. It is no feeling of despair 
that drives them away, but they listen 
to the many invitations made to them 
on all sides. Think how a country lad 
is sought for for every kind of occupa- 
tion; how he is demanded by the 
railways ; how he is sought for in the 





this House, wherever he sits, must have, best workshops; how the Army and 
| the Police, by every possible induce- 


at heart. 
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ment, try to get the country lad; how[{ England. Anything which opens 
the Navy does the same ; how for our| the door of hope to an industrious 








household, our stables, for our positions 
of trust, wherever we want honesty, 
. straightforwardness, good character, 
the country lad, now that he has be- 
come an educated creature, is largely 
in demand. I fear, therefore, that the 
drain on the country villages will go on 
at a terrific pace in the future ; and I 
yenture to think that the noble Duke, 
in his interesting speech, underrated 
the perils that we have to face. It is 
not oniy the question of the farmers 
having no labourers, but it is the loss 
of one of the stout and stable classes of 
the country, who have done as much 
for the country as any other class in 
the past. I have always valued the 
country labourer immensely. I do not 
think him the dull, degraded creature 
that some modern writers put. him 
down to be. He has played his great 
and noble part in the country. Look 
at your flocks, your herds, your horses. 
Whose are the hands and the cunning 
spirit that have attended them, but 
the rural labourer’s? And as your 
battles have been fought, so your 
households have been manned, by the 
labourers, by that respectable class of 
domestic servant. They have been a 
steady, a reliable, a noble class, who 
have played their part well; and I 
believe it would be a tremendous loss 
to England if we had our villages de- 
nuded of that class. I confess, with 
some regret, that I cannot say I expect 
very enormous results from this Bill in 
the way of creating a large occupying 
proprietary. Iam afraid that, so far as 
the present time is concerned, there 
cannot be an immediate operation of 
that part of the Bill. But I cannot 
help thinking that there are not a few 
.—they are a saving race now—who, 
when they know that there is a possi- 
bility of returning to their native 
villages, may, after years of labour 
elsewhere, wish to return; and they 
will be very valuable occupying free- 
holders in our villages. Supposing, 
after all, a village artizan becomes a 
freeholder, is not that again? Or sup- 
posing the village carpenter, or the 
village blacksmith, or the ae sho 

keeper became a freeholder, I should 
hold that it would be a distinct gain 
to the whole social condition of 





man, so that he may have that hold 
upon the soil, must elevate him, and 
tend to elevate the whole class. But, 
my Lords, I expect a very much greater 
benefit from this Bill in another 
uarter. It is a great enunciation of 
the national feeling in favour, not onl 
of small freeholds, but of small hold- 
ings. I hold that the country gentlemen 
of England—and your Lordships here 
are some of the largest holders dial 
have an enormous opportunity now of 
furthering this great national policy 
which has been declared. You have 
had great difficulties in carrying out 
the system of small holdings. The 
large farmer has been against it. The 
land agent of the past has been against 
it. It is, no doubt, a costly process. But 
I venture to hope that now that the 
national policy is declaréd by this Bill, 
which I trust will soon be an Act, your 
Lordships will be enabled to embark, 
or to deal more largely with your large 
estates, upon a graduation of holdings, 
which is so much needed in every 
village. What has been the despair of 
the labourers has been this:—You 
have had all the farms consolidated in 
the villages—the small farms swept up 
into large ones; small holdings have 
disappeared, owing to economic reasons, 
and there has been nothing between 
the labourer and the large farmer ; so 
that the labourer has had no chance of 
getting a small holding himself. But 
I see, myself, no reason why we should 
not do more for the graduation of hold- 
ings in the villages. I have done it 
myself on a considerable scale in the 
last few years. I have found labourers 
who had saved and were ready to take 
a small holding varying from ten acres 
to forty acres; and I have found those 
men pay their rents and cultivate their 
land well. My Lords, I do not believe 
we want a quantity of small holdings 
in each village; but I am confident 
that what we do want is a graduation 
of holdings ; that is to say, we want a 
cottage garden ; we want an allotment ; 
we want a small holding, a grass hold- 
ing of five acres; then we want a hold- 
ing of ten acres; and then perhaps a 
small farm of forty acres, and so on. 
And my remarks apply principally to 
¢ass holdings, and not to 7 hold- 
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ings. I doubt small arable holdings 
bringing a profit; except under very 
peculiar circumstances of soil, climate, 
or market I do not believe them to be 
profitable. But I venture to hope that 
in this way, by this graduation of hold- 
ings, another benefit, which has, I 
think, been overlooked may accrue, and 
that we. may be gradually creating a 
fresh farming class to fill up the lapse 
owing to the failures that the farmers 
at present have had. I look, myself, 
with the greatest hope, to a vigorous 
farming class gradually springing up 
through the labourers taking these 
small holdings, and advancing by their 
own industry to become owners. In 
this way I think perhaps this. Bill, 
which has such a noble intention, may 
do a great work in a direction in which 
its authors have not thought of its 
operating, by means of its encouraging 
at once the great landowners of the 
country in a graduation of small hold- 
ings in the future. My Lords, I beg to 
give my best wishes to this important 
measure; and I assure Her Majesty’s 
Government that many of their sup- 
porters are ardently in favour at any 
rate of trying the experiment to which 
the great necessities of the time have 
evidently led them. 

*Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU : 
My Lords, I am emboldened to make 
a few remarks in consequence of what 
fell from the noble Duke of Argyll. I 
heard with great regret his denunciation 
of common lands; and asI come from a 
district where common landsare the real 
means of the success of small holdings 
on a most important scale, I feel bound 
to state that there is no part of the 
country where small holdings are of 
more value than in the New Forest. 
There has been lately an inquiry of an 
important character there; and the 
Commissioner stated that in conse- 
quence of small holdings and common 
rights there was less poverty in the New 
Forest than in other places, and that it 
was extremely small indeed. I feel it 
is only right and just that I should 
notice this matter, because the noble 
Duke went further to say that the 
characters of the people who lived on 
commons were fot of a very excel- 
lent kind. Knowing, as I do, the 





small holders in the New Forest well, 
I feel bound to state that the noble 
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Duke’s criticisms would not y to 
them. A more respectable in of 
men is not to be found in the whole 
country. In fact it is my belief that 
small holdings, apart from purely grass 
land, can only succeed where there are 
common rights attached to them, and 
that the secret of the success of small 
holdings in the New Forest is due 
practically to the fact that the holders 
have the use of their common rights. 
I will not intrude upon the House 
further; but after the remarks made 
by the noble Duke I feel bound to say 
that I do most heartily believe that 
certainly, as regards common lands, 
they are an immense additional help 
to small holdings, and play a great 
part in their success. 

“THe Eart of CAMPERDOWN : 
My Lords, at this late hour of the 
evening I only propose to detain your 
Lordships for a single moment. I join 
with their Lordships who have spoken 
on this side of the House in saying that 
this Bill is an experiment, and I hope 
and think it ought to succeed. In my 
belief this is a Bill which will have 
much more effect in Scotland than it 
will in England. I think in England 
the question of allotments is a matter 
of much more importance. As the 
noble Lord (Earl Spencer) said, there 
are very few working men in England 
who have saved enough money to enable 
them either to buy or to hire or to 
cultivate a property called a holding, 
but a great many of them are very 
anxious to take an allotment. On the 
other hand, in Scotland my experience 
is—and I think probably the experience 
of other Scottish landlords is the same— 
that the labourers care very little about 
allotments ; indeed a great many of 
them hardly cultivate the gardens 
which they have. But they do care a 
great deal about small holdings: and 
the size of holdings which they are 
anxious to get is such as can be 
tilled with one pair of horses, being 
between fifty and seventy acres of land; 
and I believe that anything which tends 
to increase the number of holdings of 
that sort is certainly likely to prove 
great benefit to Scotland. My Lords, 
one word with regard to compulsion. I 
think that if there were anything of 
that nature it would infallibly tend to 
limit the desire of owners to create 
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holdings of that description. I should 
greatly regret, at all events for 
the present, to see anything in 
the nature of compulsion inserted 


‘ into the Bill. And, my Lords, I only 


wish to make one further remark, 
which is that I hope that, under no 
circumstances whatever will the 
district, and still less the parish, be 
accepted as the area which is to decide 
on what principle such holdings are to 
be made. If you allow the parish to 
decide a matter of this sort you may 
have, in one county, twenty or thirty 
different principles for creating small 
holdings. My Lords, I think the right 
area has been selected in the county, 
and to that I hope the Government will 
firmly adhere. My Lords, I wish to 
call the attention of the Lord Privy 
Seal to the constitution of this 
Committee in Clause 17 of the Bill. 
It is perhaps a matter more for con- 
sideration in Committee, but I should 
like to direct attention to it. I*do not 
know whether the noble Earl is aware 
of it, but in Clause 17 he has given a 
majority to the locality in deciding 
the manner in which the holdings are 
to be adapted, managed, sold, and so 
on. He will see that there is to be one 
County Councillor who represents the 
locality ; then there are two of the 
allotment managers in the case of 
England, and two persons in the case 
of Scotland—that is in Clause 26—who 
are to be elected ad hoc. Then, besides 
those, there are to be two more, and two 
more only, on the Committee, and those 
two are torepresent the County Council. 
I wish to point out to the noble Earl 
that the local interest will be a majority 
upon that Committee, because, of 
course, the Councillor who is elected 
by a particular district will do what 
his neighbours wish. He depends 
upon them for his election, and I know 
it is our experience in Scotland at the 
present time that the local Councillor 
is always guided by the wishes of those 
who reside in his immediate neighbour- 
hood. Then, if besides him, there are 
two persons who are also taken out of 
the same parish, and those are three 
out of a committee of five, the result 
will be that in different parts of the 
rey you will have these questions 
decided in a different way. My Lords, 
I only wish to call the attention of 
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the noble Earl to that, because I think 
it isa point worthy of his consideration. 

On Question, Amendment negatived ; 
Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Friday next. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION. 

Report from the Select Committee 
(with the Proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed. (No. 148.) 

AND 

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [#.1.} 

Reported from the said Committee 
with Amendments; and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House To- 
morrow; and Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. to be considered in order to 
its being dispensed with; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 149.) 


SHERIFF COURTS (SCOTLAND) EX- 
TRACTS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [x.1.] 

Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Biil to be read 3*. To- 
morrow. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 


BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (PUR- 
CHASE) BILL, 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE (IMMORALITY) 
BILL [4,1.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [x1] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL 
[H.L.] 

Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow ; and Standing 
Order No. XX XIX. to be considered in 
order to its being dispensed with. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL [H.1.] 

_ Committed to a Committee of the 

Whole House To-morrow ; and Standing 

Order No. XXXIX. to be considered in 

order to its being dispensed with. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL [x.1.] 
Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow ; and Standing 
Order No. XX XIX. to be considered in 
order to its being dispensed with. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Committed: The Committee to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed: The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; and to be read 2* To-morrow.—(The 
Marquess of Salisbury.) 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 
BONDS BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; 
‘read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 
2* on Thursday next.—(The Marquess 
of Salisbury.) (No. 150.) 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1"; to be printed; and to be read 
2* To-morrow.—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
(No. 151.) 


ALKALI, &c. WORKS BILL, 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; and to be printed. (No. 152.) 


{LORDS} 
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ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord Ker [¥. 
Lothian.}) (No. 153.) 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed; and to be read 2 
on Friday next.—(The Lord Privy Seal 
[E. Cadogan]). (No. 154.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow.—(The Lord Ker [M. Lothian)). 
(No. 155.) 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Broyght from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2 To- 
morrow.—(The Lord Ker [M. Lothian). 
(No. 156.) 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(7he Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) (No. 157.) 


NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—({7he Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) (No. 158.) 


POLICE RETURNS BILL 


Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 159.) 


POST OFFICE ACT, 1891, EXTENSION 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(7he Lord Balfour.) 
(No. 160.) 


TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
TION) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday aext.—(The Marquess of Salix 
bury.) (No. 161.) 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
tp be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 

aminers. (No. 162.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 

aminers. (No. 163.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 164.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 165.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 12) BILL, 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 166.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 

aminers. {No. 167.) 


(IRELAND ) 
9) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 168.) 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMENDMENT 
BILL [H.L.] 

A Bill to amend the Colonial Stock Act, 
1877. xo far as regards the mode of transfer 
‘ofS «k to which that Aet applies—Was pre- 
sen ed by the Lord Knutsford; read 1* ; to 
be printed ; and te be read 2* To-morrow. 
(No. 169.) 


VOL. V. [FouRTH sERIEs.] 
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FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.] 

A Bill to alter the constitution of the Fishery 
Board for Scotland, and to amend the law in 
regard to Sea Fisheries in Scotland—Was 
presented by the Lord Ker (M. Lothian); 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow. (No, 170.) 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Eight o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 13th June, 1892. 





PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL—(by Order.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That, in the case of the Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill, Standing Orders 84, 
214, 215, and 239 be suspended, and that the 
ey 
amen ve 
deposited./—(Mr. Caldwell.) _ 

Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 
University): In regard to this Bill, I, 
on behalf of the London County 
Council, have to say that some clauses 
which I understood were to 
have been accidentally omitted ; but I 
am assured by the promoters that they 
will be considered in another place, 
and, accepting this assurance, I offer 
no opposition to this proposal. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

(Queen’s Consent signified) Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That, in the case of the London Count 
Council (Money) Bill, Standing Orders 84, 
214, 215, and be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration, provided 
amended viously 








891 Immigration from 
Objection taken. 


Sm JOHN LUBBOCK: If the 
objection has reference to the notice of 
@ new clause ‘“‘As to Sewage of West 
Ham,” standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for West Ham (Mr. 
Fulton), I think, Sir, you will rule that 
it is not in Order; and under the cir- 
cumstances, and at this period of the 

. Session, I hope the Bill will now be 
allowed to go through. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The new clause, 
of which notice has been given, is quite 
irrelevant’ to the Bill, and cannot be 
moved. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
[New Title.] 


QUESTIONS. 





DUNDALK RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
‘whether the Dundalk Chamber of Com- 
merce have suggested the suitability 
of the Red Barns range, near Dundalk, 
as a military range for the new maga- 
zine rifle; and whether, considering 
the convenient situation of Dundalk, 
‘the exceptional railway. and steamboat 
services, and easy communication with 
all parts of the country, the War Office 
will adopt the suggestion ? 

*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. E. Stannopre, Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle): I am not aware of any 
communication from the Chamber of 
Commerce of Dundalk relative to the 
Red Barns rifle range. The present 
Red Barns range answers very satisfac- 
torily for military purposes, and no 
necessity is felt for increasing it. I 
shall be very giad to consider any re- 
presentations on the subject. 


IRISH EDUCATION GRANTS. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
ro N. (for Mr. Buran, Armagh, 8.) : 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it 
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has been the usual custom to give one- 
third of the grants for education to the 
assistant teachers; and, if so, whether 
Her Majesty’s Government would 
recommend an additional t of 
£70,000 to enable the Commissioners 
of National Education to pursue their 
usual rule of distribution ? 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.} : 
The Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion report that it has not been the 
custom to make any such proportional 
distribution of the grants to assistant 
teachers as is indicated in the question. 


ENLISTMENT UNDER AGE, 


Mr. SEXTON (for Mr. Witt 
O’Brien, Cork Co., N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Martin 
O’Donnell, at the date of his enlistment 
in the Connaught Rangers at Galway, 
was under the prescribed age for re- 
cruits ; and whether, having regard to 
the fact that this young lad of seventeen 
years of age is the only support of a 
widowed mother, who has eight other 
young children, he will order O’Don- 
nell’s discharge? 

*Mr. E. STANHOPE: Martin 
O’Donnell enlisted last February, and 
gave his age as eighteen years. He is 
five feet nine inches high, weighs one 
hundred and forty-five pounds, and 
has a chest measurement of thirty-five 
inches. An application for his dis- 
charge was made, but as he was well 
over the standard measurement the 
general officer commanding in Ire- 
land did not feel justified in permitting 
it; a further reason was alleged that 
he is the sole support of his mother, 
and on this subject I am making further 
inquiry. 

IMMIGRATION FROM THE CON- 

TINENT. 

Coronen HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if his attention has been 
called to the continued increase of the 
emigration from Continental Europe to 
the United Kingdom, amounting last 
month to 22,295 persons, an addition 
of 8,868 over the same month in 1891, 
of whom 3,793, or 1,215 more than last. 
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year, had no intention of endeavouring 
to enter the United States; and if he 
has observed that while May, 1891, 
brought only 166 aliens to Hull and 
Grimsby, 674 landed last month at 
these ports of the manufacturing dis- 
tricts of Yorkshire and Lancashire, 
notwithstanding the serious depression 
and lack of employment for the home 
population in the hardware and textile 
industries ; and if he is now able to 
name & day when the contemplated 
measure on the subject of this foreign 
invasion will be introduced, having 
regard to the fact that unless it is 
dealt with in this Parliament it must 
continue unchecked throughout the 
winter ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Marruews, Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir. The figures quoted by my hon. 
and gallant Friend correctly give the 
number of immigrants who were 
actually stated to be en route to America ; 
but I have reason to think that many 
of these aliens subsequently leave this 
country. Of the 674 aliens who landed 
at Hull and Grimsby in May, 1892, 
186 were seamen. My hon. Friend 
will find that the increased immigration 
for the whole of this year comes 
mainly from Gothenburg, Christiania, 
and other ports, and not from Hamburg, 
which is the port whence the destitute 
aliens are likely to come. Hamburg 
has this year sent 5,993 immigrants 
more than in the corresponding period 
last year—a number not sufficient 
to cause alarm or to constitute a case 
of immediate urgency. I am not able 
to name a day for the introduction of 
the measure dealing with this subject. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): Have any steps been 
taken to ascertain how many of these 
immigrants were the descendants of 
British parents ? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: No, I am not 
aware of that. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): When the right hon. Gentle- 
man speaks of those who are en route 
for America, how does he draw the 
distinction? Are these persons re- 
quired to show their through tickets ? 
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Mr. MATTHEWS: Yes, that is so. 
Those having through tickets are 
described as being en route for America, 
and others not having through tickets 
leave for destinations unknown. 


VOLUNTEER INSPECTIONS AND THE 
GENERAL ELECTION. 

Coronet HOWARD VINCENT: 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Volunteer Corps whose 
inspection have been ordered for the 
period between the receipt of the writ 
and the election in a constituency may 
be allowed to parade, having regard to 
the inconvenience and expense of post- 
ponement, provided that such date is 
not the day of the poll, and particularly 
if musketry practice may be allowed to 
continue ? 


*Mr. E. STANHOPE: The existing 
regulation—Article 377 of the Volunteer 
Regulations—is intended to prevent 
commanding officers from assemblin 
their regiments during the en 
between the receipt of the writ and the 
election. But if an inspection or a 
camp is arranged with the authority of 
the War Office, the fact that it falls 
within the period indicated will not 
bring it within the regulation. 


VOLUNTEER REGIMENTS. 

Mr. NORRIS (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if any record is kept by 
the commanding officers of Volunteer 
regiments as to the usual occupation of 
men joining; and if he can state the 
number of officers deficient of the 
proper complement in the entire force, 
and if any means are being taken to 
supply such deficiency ? 


*Mr. E. STANHOPE : The muster- 
roll book of a Volunteer corps contains 
a column in which the occupation of a 
Volunteer at the time of joining is 
shown. There are at present 1,579 
officers deficient in the Volunteer Force; - 
and I have already stated by what ° 
means it is hoped to make the Service 
more attractive. :; 


LOCH SWEEN FORESHORES. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): I to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether Her Majesty's Commis-, 
sioners of Woods and Forests have 
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recently sold or leased the foreshores, 
or any portion of the foreshores, of Loch 
Sween; if so, to whom and on what 
terms ; and if the Commissioners have 
had regard to the undertaking of the 
Government that sales of such Crown 
rights would not be made ? 


*Tue PRESIDENT or txt BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micnaet Hicks Brac, 
Bristol, W.) (who replied): No sale or 
lease of any portion of the foreshores of 
Loch Sween has been recently made. 
In June, 1891, the Board of Trade 
granted to Colonel Malcolm, M.P., and 
Major Campbell, the undertakers of an 
oyster fishery in Loch Sween, estab- 
lished by a Provisional Order confirmed 
by Parliament in May, 1891, a lease of 
the Crown rights in the soil comprised 
in the fishery—about four thousand 
acres—below water mark. The lease 
will be valid during the time the Order 
is in force, but not longer than for sixty 
years ; and the annual rent is for the 
first three years £3, for the next six 
years £7, and for the remainder of the 
term £12. I am not aware of the under- 
taking to which the hon. Member 
refers, but the Fishery Order established 
by Parliament could not be efficiently 
- worked without full possession of, and 
control over, the soil of the area of the 
fishery. 


MEDICAL OFFICERS IN INDIAN 
NATIVE REGIMENTS. 

Sm GUYER HUNTER (Hackney, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Se- 
cretary of State for India whether the 
rank of medical officers, mentioned in 
Article 2674 of the recent Royal 
Warrant, as carrying ‘‘ precedence and 
other advantages indicated by the 
military portion of the title,” bas been 
infringed by a recent ruling of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Bombay 
Army, relative to the position, at mess, 
of medical officers organically belonging 
to native iments in India, in which 
it is decl that the senior combatant 
officer present takes military precedence 
on all occasions; and, if such ruling be 
valid, what is thé precise nature and 
scope of the “‘p: ence” set forth in 


the Article quoted of the Royal 
Warrant ? 
Mr. Caldwell 
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THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzoy, 
Lancashire, Southport): The Secre 
of State has not seen the ruling ref 
to; but such ruling would be in 
accordance with paragraph 66, Section 
7, of the Queen’s Regulations for the 
Army. The latter of the question 
should be addre to the Secretary 
of State for War. 


NAVAL OFFICERS AND FOREIGN 
LANGUAGES, 

Mr. NORRIS: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what in- 
ducements, if any, are held out to the 
junior officers of the Navy to acquire 
foreign languages, and if periodical 
examinations are held; and if he is 
aware that French officers who visited 
England last year expressed surprise 
at the deficiency in this respect of the 
English naval officers ? 

Tae FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord Gzoree Hamirton, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The Admiralty 
attach great importance to the know- 
ledge of French and other foreign 
languages, and have in the last few 
years done much to encourage its 
acquisition by naval officers. In the 
competitive entrance examination for 
the training ship ‘ Britannia,” 250 
marks are allotted to French out of the 
total 1,150 marks allowed for the com- 
pulsory subjects. A naval cadet re- 
ceives instruction in French throughout 
the four terms of his course in the 
“ Britannia,” and twice a year prizes 
are awarded for proficiency in that 
language. Every year junior officers 
afloat are examined in French and 
other subjects, at which certain prizes 
are offered for special attainments in 
foreign languages. Arrangements have 
been made to secure the services of 
French teachers for the junior officers 
of certain large ships, when lying for 
considerable periods in certain forei 
ports, and also those naval officers who 
are interpreters receive remuneration 
for teaching junior officers. In addition 
various inducements are offered to 
naval officers to qualify themselves in 
foreign languages, after they cease to 
be junior officers, such as extra pay as 
interpreters and opportunities of study- 
ing on full pay abroad. 
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BELFAST POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General whether he is 
aware that the surveyor for the 
Northern District of Ireland refused to 
forward a Petition from the postal staff 
of the Belfast office because the Peti- 
tion was a printed one ; whether there 
is any rule which directs that Petitions 
should be in manuscript ; and whether 
any English surveyor has refused to 
forward a similar Petition on the same 
ground ? 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Ferreusson,, Manchester, 
N.E.): I am informed that the sur- 
veyor refused to forward a Petition on 
the ground that it was a printed one ; 
but on being again asked to forward it 
he referred to Dublin and was told he 
might do so. ‘here is no rule in the 
Post Office prescribing that petitions 
should be in manuscript, though there 
might be some reason in one. No 
English surveyor, so far as is known, 
has refused a Petition on the same 
ground. 


CIVIL SERVICE WRITERS. 

Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that the commencing salaries 
of Civil Service writers, who have been 
recently promoted to abstractorships, 
assistant clerkships, &c., were calculated 
upon their average earnings for the 
previous twelve months; and, if so, 
whether he will direct that all Civil 
Service writers who have been pro- 
moted to similar appointments within 
the past year be granted the same 
terms ? 

THe SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonny Gorst, Chatham) : 
Tam not aware that the commencing 
salaries of copyists appointed to ab- 
stractorships and similar places have 
been calculated on their average earn- 
ings for the previous twelve months. 
The pay of these posts is fixed in each 
case upon consideration of the circum- 
stances, and I see no reason for laying 
down any general rule in the matter. 
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SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
seeors-sserygee I beg to ask the, Vice 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he is aware that, 
although the Regulation 10 (d) of the 
Science and Art Directory states that— 

“ Graduates of any University of the United 
Kingdom, whose degrees cover the subjects 
they propose to teach,” 
are qualified to earn payments on the 
results of science instruction, Masters 
of Arts of the University of Aberdeen are 
not recognised by the Science and Art 
Department as qualified to earn pay- 
ments on the results of their teachi 
of science Subject 23 (Physiography), 
although the examination for the Ff - 
gree covers natural philosophy, includ- 
ing statics, dynamics, hydrostatics, 
pneumatics, theory of heat, electricity, 
magnetism, and acoustics; natural 
history, including zoology in all its 
branches ; geology, including physical 
geography sofaras bearing on geography 
proper, physical dynamical geology, 
and historical geology, comprising an 
account of the characters, divisions, 
and succession of the geological forma- 
tions of Great Britain, &c.; whether 
he can state the reason why trained 
teachers who have mania passed 
examination in those subjects are not re- 
cognised by the Department as qualified 
to teach the elementary stage of physio- 
graphy in rural schools ; why exception 
is made in the case of Aberdeen Uni- 
versity; and, whether he will cause 
the disqualification to be removed ? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Sir W. Hart Dyke, Kent, 
Dartford): The Department cannot 
consider a graduate of Aberdeen Uni- 
versity qualified to earn payment on 
results in physiography without further 
examination, because, according to the 
calendar of that University, chemistry, 
magnetism, electricity, and physical 
astronomy are not included in the 
junior class, which is the only one im- 
perative for the degree. A qualification 
is never given to teach the elementary 
stage alone, and it would be undesirable 
to do so for obvious reasons. There is 
no special exception in the case of 
Aberdeen University. The degrees of 
several other Universities do not cover 
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the subject, and are open to like dis- 
advantage. 


PATENT FEES. 


Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the promised consideration of the sub- 
ject of reduction of patent fees in the 
cases of persons who have already 
applied for and obtained patents has 
yet resulted in any decision ? 


THe CHANCELLOR oF THE 
EXCHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): In the 
cases of persons who have already ap- 
plied for and obtained patents the 
payments will be reduced in accord- 
ance with the new scale as soon as it 
comes into operation. 


Mr. SEXTON : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the new scale will 
come into operation ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot give the 
exact date. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will ask me to-morrow. 


SEIZURE FOR COUNTY CESS, 
CARRICKMACROSS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the cow of a labourer 
named Michael Traynor, of Creerylake, 
near Carrickmacross, County Mona- 
ghan, was seized on the 4th instant by 
a bailiff named Henry Stubs when 
trespassing on an evicted farm on the 
Shirely Estate and impounded, and 
that Stubs detained the animal for 
three days, and charged the owner £3 
before releasing it ; and what was the 
charge of £3 for, and was it a legal 
charge ? 


Mr. JACKSON: I have no official 
cognizance of the subject matter of 
this question, but I understand the 
seizure referred to was made by a 
sheriff's bailiff in respect of a sum of 
£3 due for county cess, and that on the 
payment of this sum by Traynor the 
animal was released. 


ACCIDENTS IN BELFAST WEAVING 
FACTORIES. 

Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if it has been brought to his 

Sir W. Hart Dyke 
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knowl that, on the 5th Feb: 
last, Catherine O’Toole, a va etiy-es | 
one of her eyes destroyed by a blow 
from the shuttle of a loom beside where 
she was working in the weaving ype 
of the Belfast Flax x og | an 
Weaving Company (Limited), Water- 
ford Street, Belfast; that another 
weaver, named Lizzie Boyd, had one 
of her eyes destroyed in the same wa) 
in the weaving factory of the Yor! 
Street Spinning Company (Limited), 
Belfast, on the 3rd May; were those 
injuries caused by the neglect of the 
employers or their superintendents to 
have suitable screens erected at each 
end of the loom so as to prevent the 
shuttle flying out in case of accident ; 
and whether the Government, having 
regard to the frequency of such acci- 
dents, will cause to be appointed, as 
Inspector of Factories in Belfast, a 
tenter or other person recommended 
by the Belfast Trades Council, and 
having practical knowledge and ex- 
perience of the working of such looms? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: Yes, Sir, I 
have received a Report from the In- 
spector as to both these accidents. I 
am informed by him that in each case 
the loom was protected by a guard. As 
to the cause of the accidents I ought not 
to express an opinion, as I understand 
that proceedings are st under the 
Employers’ Liability Act. With regard 
to the last paragraph of the question, 
I may say that the Inspector in whose 
district these accidents occurred had, 
prior to his appointment, practical 
knowledge as a weaver from early life, 
and is fully acquainted with looms and 
weaving machinery. 

Mr. SEXTON: Having regard to 
the great importance of this question 
to trade in Belfast, may I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to take into considera- 
tion the appointment of an Assistant 
Inspector there, recommended by the 
Trades Council; and I may mention 
that the Council entertain a strong 
opinion on this subject ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have had no 
complaint of inefficient inspection, and 
I may remind the hon. Member that 
in rd to the shuttles no sufficient 
wen has yet been discovered. 
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INDIAN EXHIBITS AT THE CHICAGO 
EXHIBITION. 


Mason GENERAL GOLDSWORTHY 
Hammersmith): I beg to ask the 

nder Secretary of State for India 
whether India is to be represented at 
the Chicago Exhibition; and, if so, 
whether the Government of India pro- 
poses to give a grant in aid ? 

Mr. CURZON: After very careful 
consideration the Government of India 
have come to the conclusion, in which 
they have the support of all the Indian 
Chambers of Commerce, that it is not 
necessary that India should be officially 
represented at Chicago, either directly 
or through the British Commission; or 
that any grant in aid should be made. 
The Government is, however, support- 
ing the Calcutta Tea Association in the 
establishment of an Indian section at 
the Exhibition. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. 


Bazon DIMSDALE (Herts., 
Hitchin) (on behalf of Mr. KeEn- 
yon, Denbigh, &c.): I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
since 1890 the agricultural statistics 
have been furnished by the officers of 
Excise without extra remuneration ; 
and whether it is contemplated to 
wemove the work to another Depart- 
ment, or to vote an extra sum to the 
Excise Department for the perform- 
ance of these duties ? 

Mrz. GOSCHEN: In reply to the 
first part of the hon. Member's question, 
I beg to refer him to several answers 
which I have recently given on the sub- 
ject. No change in the system is at 
present in contemplation. 


‘AUSTRALIAN MAILS, 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General the exact date and hour of the 
arrival of the Orient steamship ‘ Oro- 
tava” at Naples last week, at what 
hour the mails left Naples for London, 
and the cause of the delay in their 
arrival here ; whether he is aware that 
this steamship, the ‘‘ Orotava,” arrived 
at Plymouth from Adelaide on Tuesday 
last, the 7th instant, one day before 
the Australian mails were due overland 
from Naples; and whether he has 
inquired what sum of money the 
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Pees sl ear — and Orient 
mpanies w uire to bring the 
Australian mails all” the ag sea 
under the t contract time ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
“‘Orotava”’ reached Naples on the 
Ist, being four days in advance of 
contract time; the mails were for- 
warded by the first train and reached 
London at 6 p.m. on the 4th, having 
been delayed, as reported, by the heat- 
ing of an axle of the train in Italy. 
The ‘“‘Orotava” reached Plymouth on 
the 7th. I have not inquired for what 
additional payment the companies 
would accelerate their contract service 
by three or four days and continue it to 
an English port. It would doubtless 
be heavy. 


INLAND REVENUE OFFICERS, 


Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.) (for Sir 
Tuomas Esmonpe, Dublin Co., 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when an official reply will be 
sent to the Petition of the Supervisors, 
Officers, and Assistants of Inland 
Revenue, forwarded to the Board of 
Inland Revenue for transmission to the 
Treasury on 27th May, 1891? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: In reply to this 
question I can only refer to the answer 
given on the 3rd instant. 


AUXILIARY POSTMEN. 


Mr. CRILLY (for Sir THomas 
EsmonpDe): I beg to ask the Post- 
master General if the Memorial, for- 
warded in February last by the 
auxiliary postmen, has reached his 
hands ; and, if so, when a reply to it 
may be expected; and if it is a fact 
that the auxiliary postmen have not 
participated in the benefits granted re- 
cently to the established postmen; that 
they have to work as hard as the 
established postmen, while they are 
paid far less; that no allowance is 
made to them for stripes, or for boots, 
or sickness, or medical attendance; 
that they are given no annual leave, 
or extra pay for work on Sundays and 
bank holidays ; and that no pension is 
given to them, no matter how long they 
may serve ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
Memorial referred to has been received. 
Extensive inquiries, however, had been 
already commenced and are still being” 
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made mane the rates of payment 
for auxiliary duties throughout the 


country, and until these are com- 
pleted it will not be practicable to 
send areply. The benefits mentioned 
as having been recently granted were 
specially authorised for the regular 
established postmen, who perform the 
full duties and give their whole time to 
the service. Auxiliary postmen per- 
form shorter duties, and do not give 
their whole time to the service ; indeed, 
it is a condition of employment that an 
auxiliary postman should have another 
occupation as well. It is not the fact, 
therefore, that they work as hard as 
the established postmen, but the 
reverse. When qualified, however, 
they usually succeed to vacancies in 
the establishment in their turn. 


INDIAN OFFICIALS AND THE 
NATIONAL CONGRESS. 


Mr. SUMMERS (Huddersfield) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has 
been called to a letter in the Pall Maul 
Gazette of 10th June, from Mr. W. S&S. 
Caine, stating that Mr. Oudh Behari 
Lal, of Allahabad, who had been 
nominated for a Government appoint- 
ment in the North-West Provinces, 
was refused the appointment by the 
chief of the department, because he had 

blicly advocated the views of the 

ndian National Congress, and’ was the 
honorary secretary of the Allahabad 
branch of the Anglo-Indian Temperance 
Association ; and whether it is the in- 
tention of the Government of India to 
disqualify for Government service those 
Indians who identify themselves with 
the Congress and Temperance move- 
ments? 

Mr. CURZON: The Secretary of 
State has seen Mr. Caine’s letter, but 
has no further information on the sub- 
ject. There is no such intention as 
that spoken of in paragraph 2, so long 
as applicants for official employment, 
whether natives or Europeans, do not 
identify themselves with movements of 
the nature of those mentioned in a 
manner which would be inconsistent 
with the proper discharge of official 
datics. 

Mr. SUMMERS: Will the hon. 
Gentleman make inquiry into the case 
mentioned in the letter ? 


Sir James Fergusson 
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Mr. CURZON: The question and 
my answer to it will be sent out to 
India, and attention will thus be drawn 
to it. 


MOUNTJOY PRISON ENCLOSURE, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a street of cottages situated 
outside of Mountjoy Prison and ten- 
anted by the officers of that establish- 
ment is enclosed at either end by 
massive iron gates, that these gates are 
locked by the Governor's orders e 
night at 10.30, and the gas in street 
houses shut off, and that any officers 
or members of their families who 
happen to be out after that hour are 
excluded from their homes for the 
night ; whether he is aware that this 
rule is regarded as a great hardship by 
the officers who are on duty within the 
prison from 6 a.m. to 10 p.m., and are 
then practically imprisoned in their 
own homes under this rule for 
the remainder of the  twenty- 
four hours; and if he will consider 
whether these restrictions might be 
abolished ? 


Mr. JACKSON: The street of 
cottages occupied by Mountjoy Prison 
officers, and which is part of the prison 
premises, is not, as the hon. Member 
seems to suppose, inclosed by massive 
iron gates, but is separated from the 
public street by a low light-barred gate, 
and has a low wooden gate adjoining 
the prison. These gates are locked at 
10.30 at night for the safety of the 
premises, and the gas, except when 
specially permitted to remain, is 


off after that hour. No one need be 


excluded from his home for the night, 
as a key remains with the occupant of 
the cottage adjoiming the gate for the: 
use of the residents after 10.30 o'clock 
if required. 

Mr. O’BRIEN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what is the object 
of closing the gates if they are opened 
when meas The premises are 
outside the prison walls. y not let. 
the people go in and out as they like? 


Mr. JACKSON: As a matter of 
safety, I suppose. I know no other 
reason. 
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The British East 
Mr. O'BRIEN: Safety for whom? 
Mr. JACKSON: For the occupiers. 


Mr. O'BRIEN : They can take care 
of themselves. 


BIRMINGHAM CANAL RATES AND 
TOLLS, 

Mr. RICHARD CHAMBERLAIN 

slington, W.) : I to ask the Presi- 

nt of the Board of Trade what pro- 
gress has been made with the deter- 
mination of the schedtle of maximum 
rates and charges of the Birmingham 

Canal; and whether the schedule can 
be dealt with by Parliament next year? 

Mr. SMITH-BARRY (Hunts, 8.) 
had notice of the following question : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether legislation in regard to 
the rates and tolls of Canal Companies 
is so far advanced that it is likely to be 
brought before Parliament in this or 
the next Session? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
Perhaps the hon. Member for Hunting- 
don will allow me to answer his ques- 
tion at the same time. Although much 
progress has been made with the in- 
quiry into the schedules of rates and 
tolls of the six principal Canal Com- 

nies, including the Birmingham 

anal, it will not be possible that the 
inquiry can be so advanced as to enable 
aReport to be presented within the pro- 
hable length of the present Session. 
Under these circumstances, as the law 
stands, it is doubtful whether legisla- 
tion could be introduced next Session, 
but, looking to the advance which has 
been made in the knowledge of rates, I 
think the Board of Trade should now 
be empowered to introduce a Provisional 
Order at any time after they have pre- 
sented a Report to Parliament, and I 
propose to introduce a short Bill of one 
clause to give effect to this suggestion. 
Should this Bill become law, Provisional 
Orders could probably be introduced 
next year. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY EXTENSIONS. 


Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND: I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether the Highland Railway 
Company have offered to construct, 
work, and maintain a line of railway 
from Culrain to Lochinver, on the west 
coast of Sutherland, at a cost of 
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£250,000, on condition that the 

will guarantee a dividend of 
three per cent. for thirty years ; whe- 
ther the Duke of Sutherland has 
offered to give the necessary land as his 
share of the stock of the proposed rail- 
way; whether the Government intend 
to take advantage of this offer, and give 
the required guarantee ; and whether, 
in the case of the Mallaig Railway, the 
Government had such, or any, facilities 
of a local character offered them ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Offers, which are 
in substance correctly described in the 
first two paragraphs of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question, have been made to the 
Government. The proposals in con- 
nection with this and other lines are 
under consideration. In the case of the 
Mallaig line, the negotiations for which 
are nearly completed, certain local 
facilities are to be given, and the local 
guarantees required by the Government. 
are forthcoming. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say what these local 
guarantees are? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I could not describe 
them off-hand, but the position is such 
that no risk whatever is involved to the 
Government. If the hon. Member 
wishes for detailed information, perhaps. 
he will repeat his question to-morrow. 


THE BRITISH EAST AFRICA COMPANY. 


Cotonen NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if the War Department has sold, 
lent, or given any arms or ammunition 
to the Imperial British East Africa 
Company, or if any officer has inspected 
arms or ammunition for the East Africa 
Company ? 

*Mr. E. STANHOPE: The Company 
have been allowed to purchase some 
rifles and carbines, with ammunition 
for them; but inspections have not. 
been made on their behalf. 


Cotonet NOLAN : I beg to ask the: 
Attorney General if the Charter of the 
Imperial British East Africa Company 
confers on them the power of conferring 
military commissions ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp WesstTER, Isle of Wight) : The 
Charter of the Imperial British East 
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Africa Company does not confer any 
power of conferring military commis- 
sions. 


GRIEVANCES OF ARMY PURCHASE 
OFFICERS, 

GenERAL Srrn CHARLES FRASER 
(Lambeth, N.): [begtoask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will now appoint 
the Committee of the House of Commons 
that he promised in this House on the 
25th June, 1891, to investigate the 
cases of alleged grievances of certain 
oe oa officers of the Army, a classi- 

cation of their cases, drawn up in view 
of that pledge, having been under his 
consideration for a considerable period ? 

*Mr. E. STANHOPE: I am, of 
course, ready to do what I have already 
indicated. I have always declined 
to re-open the principles upon which 
the purchase system was abolished, 
and which were fully considered and 
settled at the time; but I added that, 
if there appeared to be any class of 
eases as to which there was substantial 
doubt as to the mode in which these 
principles have been carried out, I 
should be ready to agree to refer it to 
a Select Committee. My hon. and 
gallant Friend has submitted a number 
of cases setting forth alleged griev- 
ances, many of which simply indicate a 
desire to re-open the whole purchase 

uestion. I have replied to him very 

y- It will now be for him and his 
friends to show whether in the case of 
any of these classes a reasonable case, 
within the lines above indicated, can 
still be put forward. 

Sm CHARLES FRASER: Does 
the right hon. Gentleman repudiate 
his promise to refer the grievances of 
these officers to a Committee of this 
House? 

*Mr. STANHOPE: No, I entirely 
adhere to it; but I decline altogether 
to allow the principle on which pur- 
«chase was abolished to be re-opened. 
I can only consent to the class of cases 
I have mentioned being investigated. 


LABOURERS COTTAGES IN [RELAND. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
any, and, if so, what, steps have been 
and are being taken to provide 
labourers cottages and allotments for 


Sir Richard Webster 


{COMMONS} 








labourers in and around the village of 
Kill, County Kildare; whether the 
majority of houses occupied by 
labourers have been condemned by 
Sanitary Authorities for years past as 
unsani and incommodious; and 
whether he is aware that the main 
sg Pag to allotments and erection 
of such cottages proceeded from the 
local landowner ; and, if so, whether 
steps will be immediately taken to 
provide the required plots and cottages? 

Mr. JACKSON : The Guardians of 
the Naas Union have been authorised 
to provide one hundred and twenty- 
three cottages. Of these ten are in the 
Kill Electoral Division. The Local 
Government Board are not aware 
whether the majority of the existing 
dwellings in the village have been 
condemned, or whether the case is as 
stated in the last paragraph. But itis 
to be observed that lands can be com- 
pulsorily acquired for the purposes of 
the Act where the circumstances 
warrant it. 

Dr. TANNER: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the local land- 
owner, a noble~ Lord, is the main 
impediment to labourers getting their 
dwellings ? 

Mr. JACKSON: No, i have not 
heard that. 

Dr. TANNER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman cause an inquiry to be made, 
and will he send a Local Government 
Inspector to insure these dwellings 
being provided, they having been 
pressed for during the last eighteen 
months ? 

Mr. JACKSON : There is no power 
on the part of a local landlord or any- 
body else to stand in the way. The 
Board of Guardians can frame & 
scheme and go with it to the Local 
Government Board. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether there are any, and, 
if so, how many cottages built in the 
Ballyvaughan Union, cam | Clare, 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts; 
whether such cottages are urgently 
needed in the Union ; and whether any, 
and, if so, what steps the Government 
propose taking to remedy the 
want ? 
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Mr. JACKSON: No cottages have 
been built in the Ballyvaughan Union 
under the Labourers Acts. It appears 
that some time ago the Guardians had 
under consideration the question of 

such cottages, but did not 

further with the matter. If 
there is any necessity for such cottages, 
it is open to the ratepayers or the 
labourers interested to bring the 
subject again before the Guardians. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland how many cottages have 
been provided under the Labourers 
sear Acts with allotments in the 

aunties of Armagh, Fermanagh, and 
Antrim, respectively, and how much 
land granted in allotments ? 


Mr. JACKSON: No labourers 
cottages have been authorised in the 
Counties of Armagh and Fermanagh. 
In the County Antrim eighteen cottages 
have been authorised in the Ballymena 
Union, and twelve of these have been 
built. The quantity of land taken for 
each of these houses is half an acre. 
Eight houses have also been sanctioned 
for the Ballycastle Union. The pro- 

allotment for each of these 
ouses, including the site, is two roods 
and five perches. 


Dr. TANNER: Will it be possible, 
in new schemes promoted in County 
Antrim, to get land to the extent of one 
acre ? 


Mr. JACKSON : I do not think it 
would be possible to secure that, but 
as the hon. Member knows an Act has 
been passed empowering the Guardians 
to allow that. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any steps have been 
taken to obtain a site for a cottage 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts in 
the parish of Doneraile, County Cork, 
near Oldcourt graveyard, and if he is 
aware that a site was chosen by the 
dispensary committee, approved by the 
engineer to the Union, bat obstructed 
by a local tenant farmer ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the provision 
of this cottage has been repeatedly 
asked for by the people of the locality, 
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the Local Government Board will take 
steps to settle the matter ? 

La Ph tye apace The site first 
selec or the proposed cot re- 
ferred to pels yt been objected 
to by the occupier of the land on the 
ground that the site was demesne land. 
The Guardians have now before them 
a scheme which includes a representa- 
tion for a site for this cottage about 
one hundred yards distant from the 
former proposed one. 

Dr. TANNER: Can no pressure be 
brought to bear—no steps taken—to 
meet this urgent want? 

Mr. JACKSON: I have already 
said a scheme is before the Board of 
Guardians to secure a site one hundred 
yards distant from that mentioned in 
the question. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any steps have 
been taken in the Mallow Union to 
carry out Scheme 6 under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts; and, if not, for what 
reasons ? 

Mx. JACKSON: The preliminary 
proceedings of the Mallow Board of 
Guardians in connection with the 
Scheme No. 6 referred to were in- 
formal. This was explained to the 
Guardians by the Local Government 
Board, and it is understood that the 
houses proposed in that scheme will be 
included in a further scheme the 
Guardians are now framing. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Irish 
Local Government Board will re- 
consider their decision as regards the 
fifth scheme for labourers cottages in 
the Mallow Union; whether the 
Guardians of the Union received notice 
of the inquiry into the said scheme ; 
whether Colonel Spaight, Local Govern- 
ment Inspector, refused to adjourn the 
inquiry when’ the Guardians did not 
attend; and whether the proceedings 
under this scheme cost the Union 
upwards of £200? 

Mr. JACKSON : The matter referred 
to in this question was disposed of two 

ears ago, and the Local Government 

oard are not aware of any reason 
for re-opening it. Publie notice was 
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given of the proposed local inquiry, 
and it was specially pointed out to 
the Guardians that they should be 
prepared -to produce at the inquiry 
the necessary evidence in support of 
the scheme. Nearly all the Guardians 
absented themselves, but the other 
parties to the case being duly in 
attendance, in pursuance of the notice, 
the Local Government Inspector did 
not feel himself in a position to adjourn 
the inquiry. The Local Government 
Board have no information as to the 
cost incurred by the Guardians in con- 
nection with this scheme. 


Government Painting 


COMPULSORY EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 


Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has observed 
that the Pembroke Township (Dublin) 
Commissioners have passed a resolution 
protesting that there are no funds at 
their disposal for the purpose of defray- 
ing the cost of compulsory education in 
the township ; whether he is aware that 
the proposal to charge upon the rate- 
payers of Irish towns the cost of a 
system imposed upon them without 
franchise to the inhabitants or dis- 
cretion to the Local Authorities, meets 
with emphatic disapproval ; and whe- 
ther he has any reason to anticipate 
that the compulsory system will be 
worked and paid for in those cities and 
towns in which the Local Authorities 
have already protested against the 
continued exclusion of the schools of 
the Christian Brothers from the 
primary system and the free education 
scheme? I also wish to repeat the 
question I put the other day whether 
right hon. Gentleman has considered 
the statement submitted to him by the 
Mayor of Waterford, on 14th April, on 
behalf of several Municipal Corpora- 
tions in Ireland representing that the 
Education Bill, as it stands, will do 
violence to the religious convictions 
of the people, and whether he will 
grant the interview asked for on behalf 
of those Corporations ? 

Mr. JACKSON : First, with regard 
to the question on the Paper, I believe 
it is true that the Pembroke Township 
Commissioners did pass a resolution 
somewhat in the form stated in the 
question. I have been advised, how- 


Mr. Jackson 


{COMMONS} 








ever, that the Bill as drawn would 
confer upon them power to levy a rate, 
but if there is any doubt about that it 
is very easy, by putting a couple of 
additional words in the clause in Com- 
mittee, to make it perfectly clear that 
they have the power. With regard to 
the other questions, I did receive a 
communication from the Mayor of 
Waterford, who stated that he repre- 
sented a good many Corporations of 
Ireland in making such a protest. I 
do not agree with the view expressed 
by these bodies, nor do I agree that 
there would be any difficulty in carry- 
ing the law into effect. 

Mr. SEXTON : Has the right hon. 
Gentleman yet given the Irish Cor- 
porations, who will have to work this 
Act if it passes, that interview for 
which they asked in March last, and 
for which they have been pressing ever 
since; or does he — to proceed 
with the Bill without giving these 
bodies that interview ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Yes, I do not 
think it necessary to delay the Bill in 
order to afford that interview. I have 
been in communication by correspon- 
dence with them, and I have expressed 
my views in answer to their Memorial. 
I have also stated that if they still 
desired to have an interview I would 
afford them such an opportunity, but I 
could not hold out any hepe that even 
if the interview took place that the 
opinion I have already expressed could 
be altered as regards the Christian 
Brothers’ Schools. 


GOVERNMENT PAINTING CONTRACTS 
IN DUBLIN. 


Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
contract for Government work in the 
painting trade in Dublin is presently to 
be determined for a period of three 
years ; and whether the Board of Works 
will take care, in framing the adver- 
tisements and conditions seeing 
this contract, to embody the terms lai 
down in the recent Resolution of this 
House, especially with regard to fair 
wages, in order to secure that the con- 
tract shall be executed in accordance 
with those terms ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: The contract 
for Government work in the painting 
trade in Dublin referred to in the ques- 
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of the present year. The Board of 
Works have not yet framed the condi- 
tions of the contract, but when doing 
so they will not lose sight of the Reso- 
lution of the House referred to. 


THE “ ALBERT EDWARD” COLLISION. 
Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): 
I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can inform 
the House how many boats and the 
number of people they would accom- 
modate were carried by the steamer 
“ Albert Edward”’ at the time of the 
recent collision on the e from 
Boulogne to Folkestone; and how 
many passengers were on board the 
steamer at the time of the collision ? 


*“Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
I understand that, on the occasion to 
which the hon. Member refers, the 
« Albert Edward ”’ carried four boats, 
capable of accommodating seventy- 
three persons, in addition to life belts 
and life buoys for four hundred and 
sixteen persons. Life-saving appliances 
were therefore supplied for four 
hundred and _ eighty-nine persons, 
whereas those on board consisted of 
three hundred and sixty passengers 
and a crew of twenty-three. 


DESTRUCTION OF FISH FRY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it has 
come to the knowledge of the Irish 
Fishery Inspectors that wholesale de- 
struction of salmon fry and eel fry is 
going on in the Shannon and its 
tributaries at Limerick, and that 
nothing is being done to protect the 
fry by the Limerick Fisheries Board or 
their staff; and whether he can yet fix 
a date for the promised inquiry into 
the condition of the Limerick fisheries ? 


Mr. JACKSON : It appears to have 
been alleged that there has been a 
destruction of salmon fry and eel fry in 
the ponds or reservoirs of the 
Limerick Water Works. The Inspectors 
of Irish fisheries have called for a 
Report in the matter. 


Mr. O'BRIEN: Why has there been 
this long delay ? 
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Mr. JACKSON; I have already 
stated in answer to a question that the 
delay is in consequence of the fact that 
at present we have only two Fishery 
Inspectors, and that they have been 
called upon to perform very arduous 
duties ; but I hope we are now within 
a very short time of having the question 
settled by the appointment of a third 
Fishery Inspector, 


THE DYNAMITE COMPANY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can explain 
how Mr. W. Doveton Smyth, who 
defended two men named William 
Norman, alias Lynch, and William 
Ansburgh, who were charged before 
London Magistrates on the 6th and 12th 
April, 1883, with connection with 
dynamite conspiracies, got access to 
those prisoners, by whom was he en- 
gaged to defend them, and whether the 
cost of their defence by Mr. Smyth was 
paid by the Orown; and, if so, out of 
what fund; whether Mr. Smyth got 
access to Dr. Gallagher or any of the 
other prisoners except Norman and 
Arsburgh; and whether they were 
afforded opportunities for engaging a 
solicitor to represent them at the 
Police Court on the dates when Norman 
and Ansburgh were represented by Mr. 
Smyth? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Mr. Doveton 
Smyth had access to Norman and 
Ansburgh at their own request. Nor- 
man was admitted as Queen’s evidence 
and was not tried, and Ansburgh was 
acquitted. There is no reason to be- 
lieve that the cost of the prisoners’ 
defence was paid by the Government 
of the day. Mr. Smyth in the first 
instance bad access to Gallagher as his 
solicitor at that prisoner’s request, but 
subsequently Mr. Smyth retired from 
the defence, as Gallagher applied to be 
defended by Mr. de tog & ould and 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Smyth access to 
the prisoner Wilson, but I am informed, 
as in the other cases, at the prisoner's 
request. The prisoners were both 
afforded every opportunity at the Police 
Court and while awaiting trial to engage 
any solicitor whom they pl to 





represent them. 
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Mr. O’BRIEN : How could Norman, 
who had never been in London before, 
have known to ask for Mr. Smyth ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am afraid I 
cannot give a definite answer to that 
question. 


SATURDAY POLLING. 

Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether Her Majesty’s 
Government will take care that at the 
Dissolution the Writs reach the Return- 
ing Officers of boroughs on such a day 
that it shall be possible for them to fix 
the election on a Saturday ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, i 5 If the hon. Member will 
allow me, I shall answer his question 
when I make my promised statement 
on Public Business to the House. 


THE NEW FOREST RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire, Oswestry): I beg to ask 
my right hon. Friend the Secretary of 
State for War a question of which I 
have given him private notice—namely, 
whether he has come to any decision 
as to Mr. Pelham’s Report on the 
proposed rifle range at the New Forest ? 
*Mr. E. STANHOPE: I have con- 
sidered Mr. Pelham’s Report on the 
New Forest range, and I have come 
to the conclusion, independently of any 
other consideration, that the peculiar 
circumstances of the New Forest 
render it practically impossible to com- 

nsate the commoners without further 
egislative process. If, therefore, it 
should be decided to proceed in another 
year with any site for a range in the 
Forest it will be submitted in the 
ordinary way for Parliamentary sanc- 
tion. In the meantime, I will cause 
further inquiry to be made as to any 

ssible alternative sites which have 

n or may be suggested. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Tae FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I am under an engage- 
ment to make a brief statement to the 
House with regard to the position of 
Public Business, and the prospects of 
proceeding rapidly towards the termina- 
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tion of the Session. As the House ig 
aware, we have already either passed, or 
are onthe brink of passing, the followi 
important Bills:—Small Holdings Bj 
Education and Taxation (Scotland 
Bill, Burgh Police (Scotland) Bill, 
India Councils Bill, Bank of E 
Remuneration Bill, and the Cy 
Discipline Bill. These, I think, were 
Bills mentioned in the Queen’s Speech. 
There is another Bill mentioned in the 
Queen’s Speech which, no doubt, may 
require some further consideration— 
I allude to the Irish Education Bill, 
which has been read a second time, but 
which still remains to be dealt with in 
Committee. Some conversation occurred 
across the floor of this House last 
Friday between the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Belfast (Mr. 
Sexton) and myself, but nothing that 
has occurred leaves me in doubt that 
that Bill also may be counted ultimately 
among the measures which we shall see 
passed during the present Session. It 
will be extremely disastrous, I think, if 
that were not so, because practically 
upon that Bill depends the passing of 
the Supplementary Estimate for the 
purpose of education in Ireland. Then, 
Sir, there remain two important Bills 
mentioned in the Queen’s Speech 
which I should not wish the House to 
consider at this stage of our proceed- 
ings. These are the Irish Local Go- 
vernment Bill and the Private Bill Pro- 
cedure Bill. The Irish Local Govern- 
ment Bill, as will be recollected, was 
passed on the Second Reading bya 
very large majority. I know—perhaps 
not in this House, but elsewhere— 
many persons formed from that majority 
a very confident expectation that the 
Bill would be finished. But I think it 
will be evident to everyone acquainted 
with our proceedings that a Bill of that 
kind, if it be strenuously opposed, is 
not one that can by any possibility be 
passed into law except after very 
longed discussion. The English Local 
Government Bill, although it was not 
cpeoeee on the Second Reading, and 
a though, on the whole, its provisions 
met with favour on both sides of the 
House, occupied an amount of time 
corresponding to six weeks before it 
passed the stages after the Second 
Reading of the Bill ; and we are in- 
formed, I have no doubt rightly, that 
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the Irish Local Government Bill will 
not receive such favourable treatment 
as the English Bill, and that six weeks 
would, I presume, be extended into 
eight or twelve weeks, and in these cir- 
cumstances I feel it would be abso- 
lutely impossible to ask the House 
further to consider the question. With 
me to the Private Bill Procedure 
Bill, that has not yet passed the Second 
Reading. It is a Bill which, although 
valuable and important, it is impossible 
to ask the House to accept without very 
full discussion, dealing as it does with 
some important prerogatives of this 
House, and it also must be abandoned. 
Now, Sir, I pass from those which I 
may describe as first-class measures to 
other measures which are important, 
but still cannot be placed in the same 
rank. We did a good deal of business 
on Friday, and cleared the Orders of 
a large number of non-contentious 
measures; but there still remain 
to be dealt with the following 

ractically unopposed Bills. The Naval 

nights of Windsor, Poor Law Schools 
a Land Commission (Ireland), 

ivil Bill Courts (Ireland), and the 
Casual Wards Bill, which my right 
hon. Friend the President of the Local 
Government Board is going tointroduce, 
and which I believe will meet with very 
general approval in every quarter of 
the House. In addition to these, 
which are Government Bills, there are 
four Bills hitherto in charge of private 
Members which I propose to “ star,” 
following the suggestion thrown out the 
other night by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton 
{Mr. H. H. Fowler). At his instance 
the Government entered into a pledge 
to oppose after twelve o'clock the 
ome of any private Member's Bill; 

ut as a set-off against that, and as a 
means of to a certain extent enabling 
the House to deal with private Mem- 
bers’ proposals which were generally 
accepted, the right hon. Gentleman 
suggested that we should ‘‘star”’ certain 
Bills of importance. The Bills to which 
I propose to accord that special privilege 
are the Merchant Shipping Acts 
Amendment Bill, the Witnesses Protec- 
tion Bill, the Coroners’ Deputies Bill, 
and the Public Health Acts Amendment 
Bill. In addition to these Bills there 
area certain number not yet before 
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the House, but either of a formal 
character or the discussion of which 
is already proceeding in another place. 
There are the Fishery Board (Scotland) 
Bill, a Bill which I believe in principle 
is accepted by all parts of the House ; 
the Canal Rates Bill, which my right 
hon. Friend the President of the Board 
of Trade proposes to introduce, so as 
to obviate certain difficulties that must 
arise by the premature termination of 
the Session, and the Bank Charter Bill. 
It is usual, when the Session is cut 
short by a Dissolution, to passa measure 
to prevent the promoters of Private 
Bills from suffering pecuniary loss, or 
any greater loss of time than is abso- 
lutely necessary by the fact of the con- 
clusion of the Session. We shall bring 
in as usual a Bill to enable the pro- 
moters of Private Bills to resume the 
proceedings which have to be prema- 
turely cut short without repayment of 
the fees, and at the stage at which they 
were left during the present Session. 
In the same category of Bills of a more 
or less uncontroversial character which 
are not yet before the House I ma 

mention the Local Loans Bill and the 
Statute Law Revision Bill. There is 
also a Bill for enabling my right hon. 
Friend the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
to expend in Ireland for the exter- 
mination of pleuro - pneumonia a 
sum of money allocated by Statute 
in England, but which is not 
required for English purposes. As 
the House may recollect, £160,000 
a year was voted to the President of 
the Board of Agriculture for dealing 
with this disease. Through his efforts 
the disease has been practically stamped 
out in England. He has some funds 
available which are urgently required 
in Ireland, and I am sure the House 
will accept that proposal. There are 
two Colonial Bills of which I only 
heard to-day, but which are more or 
less of a pressing character. The first 
deals with the great calamity by 
which Mauritius has been visited. It 
is proposed, in accordance with prece- 
dents on similar melancholy occasions, 
to enable the Colony to borrow 
£600,000, with the privilege of a British 
guarantee. That would be, of course, 
an immense saving to the Colony, and 
would, I am _ informed, involve no 
danger to the Imperial Exchequer; and 
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I think probably the House would feel 
some consideration is due to the inhabi- 
tants of this Colony, who have suffered 
so cruelly from this visitation. The 
other Colonial Bill deals with crofter 
emigration to British Columbia. 
£150,000 was guaranteed by the Trea- 
sury under the British Columbian 
Guarantee for the purpose of facili- 
tating crofter emigration. That pro- 
posal was made some six months ago 


to the Colony. They have, however, | passe 


for reasons with which I am not 
acquainted, reserved their final decision 
on the subject till a comparatively 
recent period ; and I understand that 
within the next few days a gentleman 
will come over empowered by the 
Colony to deal with the Exchequer of 
this country. The British Columbian 
Parliament passed an Act, and I think 
it would be unfortunate if the whole of 
their trouble and the whole of our 
trouble should either be wasted or, at 
all events, that the fruition of our 
labours should be delayed for a twelve- 
month. That finishes the Bills which 
have yet to be brought before the 
attention of the House, and I think 
the House will agree that they are of 
an important and at the same time of 
@ non-controversial character. The 
Telegraphs Bill, the Superannuation 
Bill, and the Criminal Evidence Bill 
are now before either a Select or a 
Grand Committee, and I have hopes— 
confident hopes—that all those Bills 
may pass into law. In addition to 
these I have to note the Military Lands 
Consolidation Bill, the East India 
Officers Bill, and the Public Elementary 
Schools Bill—and my right hon. Friend 
(Mr. Jackson) reminds me that I ought 
to have mentioned the Galway In- 
firmary Bill. The Military Lands Bill, 
the East India Officers Bill, and the 
Public Elementary Schools Bill are 
measures which I should be unwilling 
to drop, but I cannot hope to pass 
them into law if any very great length of 
time is required for their discussion, or 
if they meet with any serious hostility. 
‘The Access to Mountains Bill, the 
House will remember, was brought in 
by the Government in consequence of 
a Resolution passed by this House on 
that subject. I am given to understand 


that the measure we have prepared 
meets with very little favour from hon. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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and right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
They think that the limitations and the 
safeguards we have introduced are of 
too stringent a character. I am bound 
to say that such further investigati 
as I have been able to give to the 
subject leads me to a somewhat 
opposite conclusion, and I am inclined 
to think that we have not sufficiently 
safeguarded certainly the rights which 
will be seriously menaced if the Bill 
8 into law in its present shape. 
I have therefore to ise that a 
Bill which is thought by one Party to 
go too far and by another Party not to 
go far enough, is not a Bill which, at 
the present stage of our proceedings, 
is likely to pass into law. I think I 
have now gone through all the measures 
which we hope to pass; and I come, 
therefore, to the period which would 
be required to pass them, and upon 
that, of course, I can offer no confident 
amv Much will depend upon the 
on. Gentleman the Member for West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton) and his friends. 
No doubt some of the Bills are such as 
may very properly require some con- 
sideration by the whole of the House. 
I have also to recognise that we 
have to pass the whole of the 
Irish Estimates, that we have to 
pass the Report of a certain amount of 
Supply which we got on Friday, and 
the Report of the Supply which we 
have yet to get. We have also to con- 
sider that it is not merely the business 
which this House has to do, but the 
business which the House of Lords 
has to do must be taken into account 
before we can speak with confidence as 
to the special day of Dissolution. 
The Dissolution can only take place, 
of course, when the business has 
been completed by both Houses 
and the requisite Councils have been 
held which are necessary to give legal 
formality to this step. Iam not = 
familiar with the process myself; but 
understand that two Councils have to 
be held—one for the Prorogation, and 
the other for the Dissolution—and it 
is not always easy to find a day which 
will be convenient for holding those 
Councils to carry through these neces- 
sary proceedings. The hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Stuart) asks me whether I 
can so fix the day that it shall be 
possible to have the election on & 
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Saturday. I am no great adept at 
Election Law; but I think the hon. 
Gentleman wil! see that, as I am 
unable at present to fix a day at all, I 
eannot give a categorical answer to the 
question. I see this further difficulty 
in giving an answer. He requires me, 
on behalf of the Government, to say 
that, in our opinion, the election 
should not take place except on a 
Saturday. He requires me to say that, 
in the opinion of the Government, 
the returning officers should so use 
their discretion that the election must 
take place on a Saturday. No indica- 
tion of that duty on the part of the re- 
turning officers has been given in the 
Act of Parliament, and I think it 
would be highly inexpedient if the Go- 
vernment were to declare that, in 


_their opinion, the discretion of the re- 


turning officers should be used in such 
a way. I think, therefore, while the 
House will see that [ am not in a posi- 
tion to say definitely within what 
twenty-four hours the Dissolution will 
take place, we may say, with some 
confidence, that it is very unlikely to 
take place before the end of the week 
beginning with Sunday, the 19th, and 
most unlikely to occur after the middle 
of the week beginning with the 26th. 
That leaves a very narrow margin of 
doubt. I hope the House will be satis- 
fied with the statement I have made. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I have 
consulted with my hon. Friend the 
Member for the City of Londonderry 
(Mr. Justin McCarthy) as to the Irish 
Education Bill; and looking to the 
declaration which has been made to-day 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland in regard to the 
Christian Brothers’ Voluntary Schools, 
looking also to his ger ge treat- 
ment of the Irish Public Bodies, 
which, during the past three months, 
have been in communication with him 
in reference to the Bill, and looking 
also to the failure of the least indication 
of his respecting the views of the Irish 
Members and of the Irish people, I 
have to give notice that the Irish 
Education Bill, in all its further stages, 
will receive the most strenuous oppo- 
sition. 
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MOTION. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL. 
LEAVE. FIRST READING. 


*(4.29.) Tar CHANCELLOR or 
THE EXCHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, 
St. George’s, Hanover Square): I beg 
to move for leave to introduce a Bill 
for making further provision respecting 
certain payments to the Banks of Eng- 
land and Ireland, and, availing myself 
of the privilege which is sometimes 
given, to make the shortest possible 
explanation of this Bill, I may remind 
the House that there are four positions 
in which the Bank of England stands 
to the Government. It is the issuing 
bank, giving a portion of the profits of 
note-issue to the Government; it is a 
creditor of the Government to the 
amount of eleven millions sterling ; it 
manages the National Debt, and it 
is the banker of the Government and 
custodian of the public balances. 
The scheme which I have to propose 
leaves the arrangements between the 
State and the Bank of England as 
regards issue undisturbed, so that, if a 
future Parliament should think fit to 
make any changes in that respect, 
nothing in the present arrange- 
ments would have tied its hands. 
With regard to the amount of 
eleven millions which the Government 
owe to the Bank, the Bill proposes to 
reduce the rate of interest from 
three to two and three - quarters 
per cent., by which an economy of 
£27,500 will be secured. As to the 
management of the Public Debt, there 
will be a change made in the payments, 
by which there will be a saving of 
£9,400. The charge of £3,000 for 
assessment of Government Stocks 
to the Income Tax will be no longer 
made by the Bank, so that on the 
management of the Public Debt 
there is a total saving of £12,400. 
In its capacity of custodian of public 
accounts the Bank will no longer make 
charges on the Government, which 
amount to £6,300; and will also 
make some concessions with regard to 
interest on deficiency advances, making 
a total saving cf £9,300. There are some 
counter items, but the change will 
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effect a total saving of about £45,700. 
The case of the Bank of Ireland has 
also been taken into consideration, and 
in regard to that the total saving is 
£7,800. On the whole arrangement, 
the total saving to the country is 
£53,500. Legislation will only be 


necessary with reference to the man- | pass 


agement of the National Debt and the 
interest on the Debt, because the 
arrangements with regard to other 
matters have been made by ment 
with the Treasury. Hon. Members 
will see the exact particulars of the 
proposed change when the Bill is in 
their hands. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill for 
Payments to te Banks of Tngland, and 

; and for other connected 
with those Banks.” (Mr Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and Sir 
John Gorst. 

Bill presented, and read first time. 
{Bill 406. } 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL.—(No. 208.) 
THIRD READING. 

Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


(4.38.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 
I beg to move that the Bill be re-com- 
mitted in respect of Clause 2. The 
sum of £265,000 is given to Scotland 
as an equivalent for the ten shillings 
per head paid on the average attendance 
of children in England, and we find, 
on looking at the Estimates for this 
year, that there wiil be 567,000 
children in Scotland requiring to be 
provided for. That means that we 
shall t £18,500 less than if we 
received ten shillings for every child 
attending school: the Bill pass in 


its present form Scotland will there- 

fore have only nine shillings and 

fourpence per head instead of ten 
Mr. Goschen 
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shillings, as in, land: This 
a — the ay 3 Boards i 
t , and it ma necessary 
increase the stneaiion rate. I can a 
no reason at all why we should not 
have ten shillings per head per child, as 
they have in England.. If the Bill 
in its present form we shall lose 
£18,500 this year, and probably larger 
sums in future years. 

Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the words “‘ now read the third time,” 
in order to add the words “re. 
committed in respect of Clause 2.”— 
(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


*(4.42.) Tae LORD ADVOCATE 
Sir C. J. Pearson, Edinburgh and St. 
ndrew’s Universities): It is the case, 
asthe hon. Member has mentioned, that ° 
567,000 children appear in the esti- 
mates for this year, but from that 
figure a certain deduction must be 
made in respect of children over 
fifteen years of age, because the average 
attendance of children in Scotland 
does not square with the average 
attendance in England. That, toa 
certain extent, reduces the magnitude 
of the objection stated by the hon. 
Member. I believe that in England 
about 32,000 children are deducted 
from the calculation on the ground that 
they are over fifteen years of age. 
The Scottish Education Department 
allow for a certain increase year by 
year, and I believe the increase allowed 
for this year is three and a half per 
cent. Last year the increase was 
unusually high ; but according to ex- 
perience of the past, the increase next 
year will be rather under than over 
the average, and if that is so it would 
very seriously affect the figures which 
the hon. Member has laid before the 
House. It cannot be taken as certain 
that the increase which appears in the 
estimates will be maintained. If the 
increase turns out to be less, and if the 
ten shillings per head is adopted, the 
difference will have to be surrendered. 
On the other hand, the English Educa- 
tion Department have only allowed for 
an increase of a little over two per 
cent. for this year, and if a Supple- 
mentary Estimate isrendered necessary 
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the result will be that that Supplemen- 
tary Estimate will proportionately 
towards increasing the amount due to 
Scotland. That being so, [ think the 
hon. Member may well leave the matter 
as it is. The a. which the hon. 
Member has laid before the House are 
not anything like sufficient to induce 
the Government to change the basis of 
calculation ; and that calculation, so 
far as we can forecast the future, will 
not lead to the consequences which the 
hon. Member has shadowed forth. On 
this ground I would ask the hon. 
Member to be content with the protest 
he has made against the basis of calcu- 
lation, and allow the Bill to be read a 
third time. 

(4.46.) Mr. CALDWELL (Giasgow, 
St. Rollox): I must protest against 
Scotland being treated in this case as 
a separate nationality, instead of as 
an integral part of the United King- 
dom. The proportions in which the 
three countries receive the t are 
eighty per cent. for England, eleven 
per cent. for Scotland, and nine per 
cent. for Ireland; and the Govern- 
ment are seeking to stereotype these 
percentages before they have demon- 
strated their correctness. The question 
which, of course, arises is: what is the 
amount which Scotland should receive ? 


Hitherto Scotland has been treated as 


an integral part of the United King- 
dom; but in this case, while ten 
shillings is allowed per head for the 
children attending school in England, 
Scotland is reminded that it is no 
longer part of the United Kingdom, 
and that its children are not to get ten 
shillings per head. If, however, ten 
shillings per head is given for the 
children in England, you ought in fair- 
ness to give ten shillings per head for 
the average attendance of children in 
Scotland. What is the effect of this 
policy of treating Scotland as a separate 
nationality? We lose £18,500. Even 
if a deduction is to be made for the 
children over fifteen years of age, we 
shall still lose £16,000 a year. I 
think we are entitled at least to say 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has made a t mistake in dividing 
the United Kingdom into three sepa- 
rate nationalities in this matter, and in 
giving to Scotland less than its proper 
proportion of the grant. There is no 
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reason whatever why Scotland should 
not be treated as an integral part of the 
United Kingdom, and why it should 
not be allowed ten shillings per head 
in respect of the average attendance of 
children, instead of being defrauded to 
the extent of £16,000 a year. 

(4.56.) Mz. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling, &c.): I do not wish to 
lengthen the Debate at this stage. The 
facts of the case are perfectly simple 
and plain ard do not think anyone 
could dispute the justice of the claim 
which we make on behalf of Scot- 
land in regard to this Bill. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has set 
up, during the last two or three years, 
a fantastic method of dealing with these 
so-called international money pay- 
ments, and in order to suit our system 
to this arrangement the sum to be 
given to Scotland is made to depend 
upon the number of children impr 
school in England. That in i 
would be enough to condemn it; but 
beside that, we find, on looking into it, 
that our original suspicions are more 
than confirmed, and that we in Secot- 
land will be losers by the arrangement 
to the extent of £18,500 a year. The 
Lord Advocate makes some deduction 
from that sum on account of children 
over fifteen years of age, but even then 
we still lose £15,000 or £16,000 in con- 

uence of this fantastic arrangement, 
T think that is quite enough to justify 
our protest against the proposals of the 
Bill, and I hope my hon. Friend will 
therefore go toa Division in order that 
we may express our opinion on the 
subject. The Lord Advocate may say, 
and has said, that the figures quoted 
are only estimates. But that is all we 
have togo upon. We have no informa- 
tion other than the estimates; and 
seeing that the estimates, of which we 
were not before aware, amply corro- 
borate all our ideas and suspicions on 
the subject, we are still further 
convinced that the proposal is unjust 
to Scotland, as it is undoubtedly 
inconvenient and unreasonable in 
itself. And on those grounds, besides 
the lofty ground from which the 
hon. Member for St. Rollox (Mr. 
Caldwell) based the opposition—the 

und of maintaining a decent union 
tween Scotland and England—TI hope 
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my hon. Friend will go to a Division 
against the Bill. 
'Mr. CHARLES PARKER 
Perth) 5 I shall certainly support this 
endment. To me the question of 
the estimates ap to make very 
little difference, ause the money 
will not be paid according to the esti- 
inate, but according to fact when the 
fact is ascertained. I support the 
Amendment not alone on the ground 
of the proposal being the deprivation to 
Scotland of many thousands of pounds, 
but I support it also on the ground 
that it is a very undesirable mode of 
conducting finance. I wish to point 
out that from first to last the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has, I believe, 
been consistent in this—that he has 
always absented himself whenever we 
have been discussing these financial 
arrangements. Member after Member 
has appealed to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, but what is the 
use of appealing to him when he 
is not present, and when only 
one Member of the Government 
answers such appeals? I think it is 
rather disrespectful to Scotland that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
absent himself during the discussion of 
this Bill, which is financial as well as 
educational in character, and thus 
preclude us from obtaining information 
we desire. 

Trae FIRST LORD or tHe TRHA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): The hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Charles Parker) who has just 
sat down has thought it n 
to attack the Chancellor of the Exche- 

uer for not being present during the 
cension of this Bill. But the hon. 
Gentleman must be aware of the calls 
made upon the time of Ministers, and 
that occasionally public business, urgent 
in character and which cannot be 
avoided, makes it absolutely imperative 
for a Minister to absent himself. On 
the merits of this question I do not 
Pa te say very much, except that 
think hon. Gentlemen who have 
spoken have greatly underrated the 
complexity of the problem with which 
we had to deal. If in Scotland and 
England you had-a similar state of 


things calling for precisely similar 
treatment, then it would be perfectly 
unnecessary to go to the kind of 


Mr. Campbell-Bannerman 


{COMMONS} 
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division of the relative contributions of 
the three countries my right hon. 
Friend has had to adopt in settling the 
amount of this equivalent grant. But 
where you have systems so different ag 
the English, Irish and Scotch systems 
in matters of education, you cannot go 
upon similar principles. It is abso- 
lutely necessary to find some other 
principle by which equity and justice 
can be done. I think it was the hon. 
Member for St. Rollox (Mr. Caldwell) 
who appeared to call in question the 
equity of the proportion of eleven per 
cent. which is given to Scotland. Well, 
Sir, I will not go into that ; but I know 
that the calculation was made by the 
Treasury and based upon all the 
information at their disposal, and I do 
not believe that any of the criticisms to 
which it has been subjected have 
shaken it in any important degree. It 
is clearly convenient to allocate the 
money between the three countries in 
the manner we have observed, other- 
wise we might give much toolittle to one 
and too much to another. Education 
in Scotland costs, I believe, more per 
head than education in England, and 
education in Ireland costs very much 
less ; and it seems to me that where the 
cost per head is so different as in this 
case, and where the system is so 
different, it would not be statesmanship 
but mere pedantry to apply the hard 
and fast rule of ten shillings per child 
in all cases. We have, therefore, had 
to fall back upon some other principle, 
and the only other principle at once 
clear, intelligent and equitable was the 
principle adopted by the Bill of giving 
Scotland in respect of the equivalent 
grant precisely a proportionate share 
of the amount given to England 
for carrying out similar objects. As 
a matter of fact that course, 
which I think justifiable in itself, 
was rendered almost necessary by 
the historical development of the 
whole subject ; because, as the House 
will recollect, education was freed in 
Scotland, not out of the fund which is 
now going to be devoted to that subject, 
but out of quite a different fund, and 


‘therefore the whole subject was finished 


in Scotland before the ten shillings was 
fixed in regard to England. That, 
however, I admit is not a ground which 
ought for all time to necessarily regu- 


. 
ae at 


Bt ae 
= 























929 Edwation, dc. Taxation 


late this matter, and I do not think 
that for all time the present arrange- 
ments must necessarily hold. But Ido 
say that there are or difficulties, not 
present in the minds of hon. Gentlemen 

ite, in dealing with a system so 
diferent from the English system as 
the Scotch system of education ; and if 
you cannot deal with it in precisely the 
same manner, it is only natural 
and equitable to fall back upon 
the simple and obvious plan of giving 
to each country a proportion of its 
general contribution to the Imperial 
Revenue. 

Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): I cannot help thinking 
that the remarks of the mght hon. 
Gentleman were founded upon a mis- 
conception of the case. It is not a 
question of difference in education. It 
is a question whether Scotland’s share 
of this money should be limited to the 
average attendance in England. It is 
well known that children attend very 
much better than in England, and it is 
@ question that the money should be 
allocated upon the attendances made 
by Scotch children themselves. To 
put the argument upon any other 
grounds is, I think, to attempt to con- 
fuse the issues. My hon. Friend will 
be perfeetly justified in dividing this 
House upon the question. 


Question put. 


(5.12.) The House divided :—Ayes 
141; Noes 70.—(Div. List, No. 183.) 


Main Question again proposed, 
“‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): As 
this Bill is now going to leave the 
House, I should like to take the oppor- 
tunity of saying one word about it, and 
to repeat the expressions of regret 
which I have made on every occasion, 
and whieh I know are shared by a great 
many Members of this House, that an 
‘pportunity has been lost of conferring 
great benefits upon Scotland—an oppor- 
tunity that may not return in our time. 
I thankfully admit that the Bill has been 
improved during its progress in the 
House. We have had the appointment 
«conceded of a Departmental Com- 
mittee, which it is to be hoped will 
render the plans for spending money 


{13 Junz, 1899} 
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on secondary education better than 
those which were shadowed out in 
the Memorandum presented to the 
House. And we have had from the 
Government the concession of powers 
totheCounty and Town Councils toapply 
the sum of £100,000 which is given to 
those Councils not merely for the relief 
of local rates, but to other objects of 
public utility which the Councils may 
propose. In these respects the Bill is 
certainly better than when it entered 
the House. But, at the same bye we 
view with ve t et the gift of no 
less than £36000 ry the Parochial 
Boards being spent by them upon the 
relief of the rates which they levy. 
We consider that is a substantial relief 
to the wealthier and better class of 
ratepayers, and that being taken out 
of the general taxation of the country, 
the larger proportion being paid by the 
poor, it is pro tanto not a relief of 
the poor. It is a measure framed for 
the benefit of the better and not the 
humbler class. ‘We still more t 
that since this sum is being applied to 
local purposes its destination should be 
one which, so far as I can see, has no 
promise of permanent improvement 
either in the addition of power or admi- 
nistration of Local Government in Scot- 
land. I make these remarks for the 
pupose of calling attention to the fact 
that a very large number on this side 
of the House do not consider the 
present Bill is final. Indeed, the First 
Lord said a few moments ago, in de- 
fending the Government proposals with 
regard to the allotment of the money, 
that the proposals made in the Bill 
were not to be considered as to endure 
for all time. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was re- 
ferring to the particular allocation of 
money. 

Mr. BRYCE: I quite understand 
that, and so I intended to convey. But 
I desire to extend the scope of his 
remark beyond that allocation, and to 
say that in our view the- loss of this 
opportunity is one which we should 
try to repair at the earliest possible 
time. We look upon this as a tenta- 
tive step, and we shall endeavour to 
reverse the policy in this Bill, and en- 
deavour to submit those questions 
we have argued in Committee 
here, and upon which we have been 
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defeated by an English majority, to 
another Parliament, and, if possible, to 
secure the devotion of the money to 
other purposes. 
Mr. BALFOUR: On behalf of the 
Government I will only say that in 
framing this Bill we have endeayo 
to consult local opinion in Scotland ; 
and though we are far from suggesting 
for a moment that the various repre- 
sentatives from Scotland do not dis- 
charge their duties as Members 
honourably and effectively, we cannot 
admit that they are the sole exponents 
of Scotch opinion, or that we are pre- 
cluded from going beyond them in order 
to obtain the opinions of the various 

Bodies which have to administer 
the money. Having taken such mea- 
sures to secure this opinion as were 
open to us, we believe that in deter- 
mining the allocation of the money we 
have fixed upon a plan which generally. 
and speaking broadly, meets with the 
approval of the people of Scotland. 

. CLARK rose to address the 
-House—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man has already spoken. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): 
There is one concession to which the 
hon. Member for South Aberdeen (Mr. 
Bryce) has not referred. I think it is 
desirable that public attention should 
be drawn to it, because it certainly is 
the most important concession we have 
been able to obtain from the Government 
by our opposition tothis Bill. As this Bill 
was introduced, it proposed to give 
£100,000 per year to the County andthe 
Town Councils in relief of local rates. 
Now, as the Bill leaves the House, 
discretion is given to the Local Autho- 
rities to apply the money, not in relief 
of local rates at all, but for the pay- 
ment of any obligations which they 
may now incur, and also for any 
scheme of public utility framed by 
them, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary for Scotland. That is an 
important concession, because this is a 
Bill for the relief of local rates. 
It is a Bill which places the money 
absolutely at the disposal of the Town 
and County Councils; they may apply 
the money to technical education, con- 
tinuation schools, public libraries, or 
for any object of public utility which 
may be sipationct 

Mr. Bryce 


{COMMONS} 
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for Scotland. I also the con- 
cession as important, use if the 
working classes allow this money to be 
used in the relief of the richer classes, 
then the blame will fall upon them and 
not upon us. I regret that while the 


ured | Bill has been improved in this 


direction, the Government have missed 
the opportunity of removing one of the 
greatest blots on the educational 
system in Scotland. They have given 
ninety thousand pounds per year for 
higher education; but they have so 
done it as to make that ‘education 
synonymous with the education of the 
richer class. It was in their power, 
by applying the fifty thousand pounds 
for the relief of the poor rate, to supply 
the ple of Scotland with a sum— 
insufficient, I ee, yet far from con- 
temptible, for the creation of bursaries 
and exhibitions, which would enable 
a large number of the sons of working 
men to reap the advantage to the 
extent of secondary and University 
education. I regret very much that 
the Universities in Scotland are no 
longer the Universities of the 
poor to the extent they used to be. 
The tradition that the Scotch Uni- 
versities were open to the sons of 
working men is, I am sorry to say, 
becoming more of a tradition than a 
reality, and that is due to the simple 
fact that in former days the distance 
between the elementary schools and 
the Universities was not so great as to 
prevent a considerable number of boys 
passing from elementary schools to the 
Universities. But owing to an improve- 
ment in the standard of the Universities, 
an improvement which I heartily 
approve of, that distance can only be 
bridged over by four or five years’ 
education in a secondary school. How 
are sons of working men to go to these 
secondary schools, the fees of which 
are enormously increased? When I 
was at the Grammar School at Aber- 
deen the fees were 10s. a quarter, & 
sum which an ordinary working man 
would have no difficulty in providing. 
And when I look back I find that it is 
not the boys who came well dressed 
from the West End of Aberdeen who 
have most distinguished themselves in 
the world, but the boys who came 
with patched trousers. Now, Sir, if 
we are to retain the old traditions of 
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the Scotch Universities, and to keep the 
doors of these seats of learning open to 
the poorest class, it “is absolutely 
essential that a very large sum shoul 

be expended in providing exhibitions 
and bursaries to enable them to attend 
the secondary schools. When I tested 
the opinion of this House on this 
question, { was happy to find that I 
was supported by a majority of Scotch 
Members. We were, however, over- 
ruled by an English majority. I think 
that is very hard lines. After having 
expended their own money in their 
own way, surely the English Members 
might have abstained from interfering 
me frustrating the desires—and what 
I am sure no one will deny are most 
laudable desires—of the majority of 
the Scotch Members. And what makes 
it all the more cruel is that this 
£50,000 a year which is given 
for the relief of the poor rates 
will only to an unappreciable extent 
find its way into the pockets of the 
working classes. The 630,000 persons 
in Scotland who live in a house under 
£15 rental will get only £1,442 aut of 
this £50,000 ; whereas if this money 
had been applied in the remission of 
the duties on tea, or of other taxes 
which press with equal severity on the 
poor and the rich, this same class of 
people, instead of receiving only 
£1,442, would have got £40,000. But 
by this ingenious plan—which has been 
patented by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer—of raising money by taxes on 
commodities and distributing it for the 
relief of the rates, £40,000 is kept out 
of the pockets of eighty per cent. of 
the occupiers of Scotland. Out of the 
remaining £40,000 the sum of £25,000 
goes into the pockets of owners of pro- 
perty, and £15,000 into the pockets of 
the richer ratepayers—those with a 
rental of over £50 a year. Now, Sir, 
this Bill is the crowning edifice of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. During 
the short time he has held office he has 
increased the grants in aid in Scotland 
from £300,000 to a million. I will let 
the House into the secret. why money 
is raised on this lavish scale by Im- 
perial taxation, to be expended in the 
relief of rates in Scotland. If this 
million of money were applied in the 
remission of taxation, how would the 
matter stand? Why, eighty per cent. 
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of the occupiers in Scotland would re- 
ceive & benefit which could be hardly 
less than three-quarters of a million. 
How much do they receive by the 
relief of rates? £80,000 only, so that 
the worki classes, and all those 
whose rental is under £15, lose annu- 
ally by this operation £670,000, of 
which half a million goes straight 
into the pockets of the owners of 
landed property, and £170,000 to those 
ratepayers whose rental is in excess of 
£48 a year. In other words, the 
money which is now being expended in 
local taxation in Scotland gives a relief 
of half a crown to eighty per cent. of 
the population ; but if it had been ap- 
pied in remission of taxes—in giving a 

breakfast table, and in reducing 
the tax on tobacco—-these same people, 
instead of receiving half a crown by 
way of relief in rates, would have 
benefited to the extent of 24s. in the 
relief of taxation. By this means 
nine-tenths of the people of Scotland 
lose—less perhaps, certainly not more, 
than one-tenth of the population of 
Scotland gain. Now, Sir, that is the 
crowning of the edifice. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer may boast that 
he has done for the Tory Party what 
the Tory Party never had the wit to 
do for themselves—that whereas he 
found this system of grants in aid, this 
ingenious system of robbing the poor 
man in order to increase the riches of 
the rich, at the moderate fi of 
£300,000 a year, he has raised it to 
more than a million a year. And on 
the epitaph of the right hon. Gentle- 
man may be inetd the fact that 
never was any Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer so ingenious as he in the art of 
fleecing the poor and adding to the 
luxuries of the rich. 

*Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) : 
I only rise to protest against the doc- 
trine put forward by the First Lord of 
the Treasury to the effect that in a 
matter of this kind Local Bodies, such 
as Town Councils or Parochial Boards, 
are to be considered as representing the 
opinion of Scotland more than the 
Parliamen Representatives of that 
Kingdom. h on _ constitutional 
grounds and grounds of fact, I think 
that is a mistake. The Town Councils 
and Parochial Boards are not elected 
for the purpose of representing the 
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people of Scotland on such a matter as 
this. They are elected on totally dif- 
ferent grounds, and on the question as 
to whether this money should be given 
for the relief of rates or for the en- 
couragement of education they have 
no authority to speak, and to attempt 
to set aside the opinion of the Scotch 
Representatives in favour of the opinion 
of these bodies is, I venture to say, in- 
sulting to Parliamentary institutions and 
inconsistent with the real facts of the 
situation. None of these Parochial 
Boards or Town Councils have been 
elected within the time that this 
subject has become a matter of public 
consideration in Scotland, and I ven- 
ture to state in my place here, with a 
full sense of my responsibility, more 
especially as I shall soon have to 
meet my constituents, that they-——and 
they are a fair specimen of the people 
of Scotland—are entirely out of sym- 
pathy with the right hon. Gentleman 
and his supporters in the way that has 
been so well and so truly and statisti- 
cally, if so repeatedly, described by my 
hon. and learned Friend the Member 
for North Aberdeen (Mr. Hunter). 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


BURGH POLICE AND HEALTH (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.—-(No. 230.) 
COMMITTEE. |Progress 17th May.] 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 383. 


Mr. BARCLAY (Fforfarshire) : The 
Amendment which stands in my name, 
and which I now rise to propose, is that 
the words ‘in equal proportion” be 
added after the word “ assess,” in page 
134, line 23. The object of the pro- 
posal is that the rates shall be equally 
divided between the occupiers and 
owners of property in the burghs. 
I move this Amendment, not only 
upon its own merits, but also upon 
the precedents which Parliament has 
established in regard to such matters. 
During the last twenty years the rates 
that have been imposed in Scotland by 
Parliament have been uniformly divided 
between the owners and occupiers. 


Several days have now elapsed since | Gladstonians. If 


Mr. Wallace 


{COMMONS} 
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this question was mooted in the House, 
and in the meantime the people of 
Scotland have had an opportunity of 
expressing their views upon it. The 
Town Council of Glasgow has, by a 
majority of two to one, voted in favour of 
it, and every burgh in my own con- 
stituency is, I believe, also in favour of 
the Amendment which I now submit 
to the House; and, so far as I can 
gather, I am of opinion that the whole 
of Scotland, generally speaking, 
approves of it. That is shown by the 
fact that when the police burghs have 
the opportunity of rating under different 
Acts they prefer those which give them 
the power to divide the rate between 
the landlord and the teaant. I do not 
think the Lord Advocate opposes this 
proposal on its merits; ] believe he 
will say that this is not an opportune 
time for dealing with thequestion. But 
it seems to me that this is exactly the 
time for dealing with it. This Bill is 
intended to replace the Bill passed in 
1862, under which the whole of the 
taxes have been placed upon the 
occupiers. Since 1862 the House of 
Commons has frequently given expres- 
sion to its opinion on this question, and 
on every occasion its decision has been 
in favour of the rates being divided 
between the occupier and the owner. 
I contend, therefore, that this is the 
proper time for fixing the incidence of 
taxation under this Bill ; because if it is 
allowed to pass now without the adop- 
tion of this Amendment, there is every 
probability that the question will not 
again be dealt with for an indefinite 
time. For these reasons I urge the 
favourable consideration of this Amend- 
ment upon the Government. 


Amendment proposed, in page 134, 
line 23, after the word “assess,” to 
insert the words ‘in equal propor- 
tion.” —(Mr. Barclay.) 

Question proposed, ‘“ That 
words be there inserted.” 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I suppose 
we are going to opposed on this 
point by the Government, aithough the 
other day the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at a public meeting stated 
that the division of the rate between 
the owner and occupier was as m 
the object of the Unionists as of the 
the right hon. 


those 














a -_ aww ewe ewe ere eT Se rere ee Se Ce See eee S eee! ee 


> we ae a —.lhCUDle Oe ae 


LO OOOO — OE ee aS LS ae 











937 Burgh Police and Health {13 June, 1892} 


Gentleman was correctly reported, I 
take it that the other side of the House 
are in full agreement with us on this 
matter. The only question, therefore, 
that remains is whether this is the proper 
time to deal with it. This Bill has 
been before the House for nine years, 
and we hope to see it passed before the 
termination of this Session ; and if the 
Government are as anxious as we are 
to effect a division of the rates, 
now is their opportunity. I should 
like to hear some reason given by the 

Lord Advocate for not accepting the 
Amendment. 

*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities): The only reason why I 
did not reply at once is that I have on 
previous occasions expressed my views 
on this question when it has been 
brought forward. I have, however, 
no objection to remind hon. Members 
of what I then said. This Bill preserves 
the status quo as to assessment, and 
therefore it is vain for hon. Members 
to say that we are proposing by it to 
do anything contrary to the existing 
law in Scotland with regard to the 
general assessment for police burghs. 
The lines upon which the Bill pro- 
ceeds are those of the police assess- 
ment as laid down in the Police 
Act of 1862, and it is remarkable 
that the only burgh which has been 
mentioned as having come to any 
adverse conclusion is a burgh to which 
this Act does not apply. I received 
only to-day a letter from one of the 
burghs situated in the county the hon. 
Member represents—the Burgh of 
Arbroath —- urging that the Bill 
should be allowed to pass, and that it 
should not be delayed for a moment by 
this question. That, I think, justifies 
me in saying that it is not expedient to 
raise this whole question at the present 
time, as it would be impossible to deal 
with it in the present Parliament. The 
analogy of recent legislation with regard 
to counties entirely fails unless a 
great deal is added to the Amend- 
ment. Let me remind the Committee 
that so far as the owners are assessed 
im counties, they have representation 
upon the assessing bodies quite different 
from that in the assessing bodies in 
towns. Another difference that sug- 
gests itself is that the police in burghs 
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are in a different situation from the 
police in counties, the benefit being 
much more directly in favour of the 
occupiers in burghs than in the counties. 
On all these grounds the Government 
do not see their way to accept the 
Amendment, and I am in hope the 
hon. Member will not press it. 

Dr. CLARK: It is evident from the 
speech of the Lord Advocate that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer holds dif- 
ferent views from himself. If the 
status quo had been maintained by the 
Bill I should not have minded 
so much, but you are relieving 
the landiords of their liabilities. 
The change will not be made, 
because the late Lord Advocate, who 
gave a binding pledge on the subject, is 
not here, and the present Lord Advocate 
takes a different line. The position 
now is that we are not going to have 
the changes that we desire, and we are 
going to retain things as they are, 
although all the changes that have been 
made in this Bill have been made in 
favour of owners. This policy of the 
Government will assuredly help us 
during the General Election, and I 
hope my hon. Friend will press this 
matter to a Division in order to show 
what the Scotch Members think. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): 
The Lord Advocate has given two 
reasons why we should not have 
this division of rates in the burghs. 
In the first place, he says it is 
because of the status quo, which is not 
to be altered. It is precisely that status 
quo to which we object and which 
we say should be altered. Then he 
says that if we were to alter the status 
quo, 80 as to do more justice to the 
burghs, the Bill would not pass. How 
does he know that the Bill is going to 
pass? My own impression is that if 
the Government would make the 
changes we desire it would very much 
facilitate the chances of the Bill 
passing. I am not at all of the same 
opinion as the people who have written 
to the right hon. Gentleman. I think 
this is a bad Bill, andI would rather 
that the Bill were lost than that it 
should be carried without amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman has dis- 
covered a new argument. He says 
that the functions of the police in 
burghs are different from the functions 
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of the police in the counties. That 
is a somewhat delicate subject 
for a Tory Lord Advocate to enter 
upon, and I was not surprised to see 
that he clothes his statement in am- 
biguous language. I fully admit that 
there is a great difference. In the 
burghs the police are employed for the 
protection of persons and property ; in 
the counties they are — as pre- 
servers of game and to catch poachers. 
That is, to my mind, a work of superero- 
gation, and is no part of legitimate 
police duty, and we say that that circum- 
stance ought to be taken into account 
in determining who shall pay the rate. 
If we lose this <i, eymary, He dealing 
with the questiov no one knows when 
another may arrive, and I tell the 
Government it will be vain for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to go to 
the country and say that he is in favour 
of equal division of the rates between 
landlord and tenant, when in two or 
three minutes the Government Whips 
will be sending Members into the Tory 
Lobby to vote against the equal divi- 
sion. This is all the more unjustifiable, 
because we are only asking that the 
eae may be put in the same position 
as the counties were placed by a Con- 
servative Government. If now they 
obstinately refuse to adopt this Amend- 
ment they must not be surprised if 
the electorate judges them by their 
deeds rather than by their language. 


Question put. 


(6.10.) The Committee divided :— 
Ayes 67; Noes 131.—(Div. List, No. 
184.) 


(6.16.) Dr. CLARK: The next 
Amendment that stands in my name is 
intended to place one-half of the rates 
upon the owners. This is a different 
Amendment from the one just moved 
by the hon. Member for Forfarshire 
(Mr. Barclay), because it provides for 
the paying of the rates whether the 

remises are occupied or unoccupied. 

ie ge houses require to be 
watched, &c., and yet at present they 
do not contribute one farthing to the 
rates. The system in London is that 
the owner pays half the rates and the 
occupier the other half, and thus when 
the houses are empty the authorities 
get something to recoup them for what 
they are obliged to spend. 


Mr. Hunter 
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Amendment , in 1 
line 23, after the word ‘“ a 7 
insert the words ‘“‘and owners of un- 
occupied lands and ises within the 
burgh.” —(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘“ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*(6.18.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: It 
is quite true that this Amendment has 
not been disposed of, but it differs very 
little in principle from the one on 
which we divided just row. The law 
as it at present stands is that the 
owner shall not bear any part of the 
rates for unoccupied premises. As 
owner he is exempt, and the reason is 
that the basis of the assessment is 
occupied property. We cannot, there- 
fore, accept this Amendment, because it 
is inconsistent with the present basis 
of assessment. 

Mr. BARCLAY: The right hon. 
Gentleman has given no reason wh 
the basis of the assessment sh 
not be altered. A number of changes 
have been made by this Bill; but they 
are all for the benefit of the owner, 
none for the benefit of the occupier. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): The Government always 
refuse to consider alterations that 
are submitted in favour of the occu- 
piers, and. you can hardly wonder 
that the people in Scotland look 
upon them as a Government of 
landlords. I fail to see any reason 
why the Government should not alter 
the assessment basis, so as to dividethe 
rates equally between the owners and 
occupier. 

Tae CHAIRMAN (Mr. Courtney, 
Cornwall, Bodmin): Order, order! 
That is not the point raised by this 
Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


(6.21.) Dr. CLARK: The object of 
the next Amendment is to bring Feu 
Duties under assessment for | pur- 
poses. Those duties now escape taxa- 
tion altogether. The latter portion of 
the Amendment deals with another 
class of property, and it proposes that 
this class shall be assessed at not ex- 


ceeding four shillings in the pound on 
four per cent. of the capital value of the 
said land. A few minutes the 





Lord Advocate repudiated the Chan- 
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cellor of the Exchequer when he de- 
clared that his right hon. Coll was 
mistaken in supposing that the Union- 
ists were in favour of equalising the 
rates. Now, he may nets, ore & more 
important Member of the Govern- 
ment, the Marquess of Salisbury. 
The Prime Minister was a Member of 
the Committee, several years , on 
the Housing of the Workiag Ghote, 
and he attached a special Memorandum 
to the Report of the Committee, in 
which he recommended the pro 

which I am now making—that is, to 
have taxation of capital value. The 
present basis of taxation is annual 
value, but that means anything. I am 
taxed for my little house in London at 
a much higher rate than the large 
castles. What we want to get is 
what Lord Salisbury thought a fair 
method of taxation. He recommended 
four per cent., and I advise that; and 
the only point on which I go further 
than Lord Salisbury is that I would 
allow the owner to declare what is the 
capital value, and the capital value 
must surely be best known to the 
owner. Of course, as everyone knows, 
there is a vast difference between the 
agricultural value and the feu value ; 
and if the landlord has declared the 
agricultural value, it would be open to 
the Local Authority to purchase the 
holding at the value declared by the 
owner, and thus secure for the rate- 
payers the difference between the agri- 
cultural and the feu value. At present 
the Feu Duties entirely escape taxation. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 135, at the end of the clause, to add 
the words—“ The Commissioners shall also 
assess all feu duties or ground rents, and all 
owners of land within the burgh. The owners 
of feu duties or ground rents shall pay an 
assessment not exceeding four shillings in the 
pound on the feu duties and ground rents re- 
ceived by them for all land within the 


ll ot unfeued land, or land 
occupied for agricultural or other purposes, 
shall oo bag AE eee ent _— ex ety wd 
——— pound on four per cent. of the 
Capital value of the said land. If any differ- 
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Question pogaeals “That those 
words be there added. 


*(6.27.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: This 
is a very wide question, and one which, 
in ny humble opinion, it is quite im- 
possible to discuss at this time. We 
are now merely dealing with a Police 
Bill, and the hon. Member has raised a 
question which could only be properly in- 
troduced in a large measure dealing with 
assessments generally. The first part 
of the Amendment, with respect to the 
taxation of feuduties and ground rents, 
is ch with fallacy. It is fallacious 
to say that feu duties escape taxation at 
the present moment. That questiomwas 
carefully considered in the Town Hold- 
ings Committee, and the fallacies were 
so obvious that I do not think a single 
Member of the Committee which con- 
sidered the matter was of opinion that 
they escaped taxation, or that in touch- 
ing them you would touch a new source 
of revenue. The fact that they escape 
direct taxation does not prove that 
they escape altogether. This Amend- 
ment would alter the whole basis not 
only of taxation, but also of valuation, 
po | it is one which the Government 
cannot accept. With respect to the 
second part of the Amendment, it is 
apparently hopeless to convince the 
hon. Member that the proposal is not 
legitimate. What the Amendment 
means, or how it could be carried out, 
I do not know. I know what the 
object of the hon. Member is, but his. 
proposal would be an impossible ex- 
crescence upon a Police Bill. To say 
that the owners of unfeued land in the 
burghs should be taxed on capital value 
is opposed entirely to the whole valua- 
tion system; and if it is considered at 
all, it must be on a large measure 
dealing with the system of valua- 
tion, and not on a measure 
for the regulation of the burghs. 
The proposal that the valuation should 
be by the owner himself may or may 
not be a one, and may or may not 
be feasible ; but it would be introducing: 
a new principle of taxation into the 
Bill, and on that ground alone I can- 
not agree to it, 

Mr. CALDWELL: The Lord Ad- 
vocate forgets that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer introduced a new principle 
of taxation when he made the grants 
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in aid of local taxation. Loca! rates 
were levied on rent alone; but now 
those who contribute to Imperial taxa- 
tion contribute to local rates. The 
working classes, therefore, contribute 
to local rates far and above the rates 
on their rental, and it is only fair that 
other persons should be asked to con- 
tribute also. In Glasgow the value 
of feu duties has increased enor- 
mously during the last fifty years, 
owing to the increased prosperity of 
the City, brought about by the ex- 
penditure of local rates. We are, 
therefore, entitled to ask that owners 
of feu duties and ground rents, who 
reap the benefit of the increased pro- 
sperity of the City, brought about 
by the expenditure of local rates, 
should contribute towards those rates. 
The proposal is that you should not tax 
them above four shillings ; but in fifty 
years the feu duties have increased in 
value more than the capitalised value 
of four shillings, so that you will 
simply be taxing the increased value 
iven by the community. Besides, feu 

uties are heritable property, and it is 
more legitimate to tax heritable pro- 
perty than to tax individuals. 

(6.35.) Dr. CLARK: I shall, of 
course, press this to a Division. This 
is the first opportunity we have had of 
carrying out the recommendations of 
the Commission on the Housing of the 
Working Classes, the opinion of which 
is of more value than that of a 
Select Committee. I am trying to put 
into legislation what the Commission 
recommended, and we shall be able to 
see if hon. Members are prepared to 
go as far as the Commission, or think 
the recommendations of the Commis- 
sion too revolutionary. 


Question put. 

(6.40.) The Committee divided :— 
Ayes 56; Noes 124.—(Div. List, No. 
185.) 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 388. 

Dr. CLARK: I hope this is one of 
my Amendments which the Lord 
Advocate will accept. Under the law 
as it stands, when a house is let for less 
than twelve months the owner can be 
taxed for that period. The Bill changes 
that, and provides that where an 


Mr. Caldwell 
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occupier takes a house for, say, the last 
three months of the year, the previoug 
occupier having gone without paying 
his rates, the former shall be li for 
the rates for the whole year. I want 
to hear some reason for this 
At present the owner is nsi 
and that is the best way, w the 
house is let for less than twelve months 
and he can arrange to cover it in the 
rent. To say that an occupier should 
pay not only his own but the previous 
occupier’s rates is absurd. My Amend- 
ment is to leave the law as it is at 
resent, under the provisions of the 
olice Act of 1862. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 136, line 20, to leave out from the 
word “and,” to the word “year,” in line 
and insert “the owner of the said lands 
premises.” —( Dr. Clark.) 

Question preset ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr.- McDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.): I desire to support the 
Amendment, as I think it is ied that 
a new-comer should be charged with 
the unpaid rates of his predecessor. I 
think the Amendment is a fair one 
under the circumstances. The landlord 
you have always with you, but you are 
never certain of the tenant. It is the 
landlord who derives all the benefit from 
the property, and he should be respon- 
sible to the [oality for the rates. 

Mr. BARCLAY: The clause will 
lead to serious grievance if a man who 
comes into a house for the last three 
months of the year has to pay for the 
whole year. I have an Amendment 
dealing with the question, and I pro- 
pose that the tenant shall only be 
charged a proportion of the rates corre- 
sponding with his occupancy, leaving 
the Police Commissioners to recovet 
the remainder from the previous 
occupier. Thus the new tenant will 
only be responsible for his own tenancy. 

*Sm C. J. PEARSON: I think the 
hon. Member is under some misappre- 
hension as to the effect of the clause. 
This is one of the Amendments which 
were discussed in Committee upstairs, 
and I cannot find that the clause was 
passed as it stands otherwise than 
unanimously. It would be a serious 
thing to alter the clause in the way 
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unless some substantial reason 
a Te given for doing so. The pre-. 


gent law is that the occupier is bound 
to pay his assessments, but if he 
fails to do so, the law says in such a 
éase the owner shall be liable. The pro- 

ofthe hon. Member is that the owner 
and not the occupier should be liable. 
The way the clause works out, as I 
understand it, is that where premises 
are let for less than one year the occu- 
pier is personally assessed; but if he 
cannot be found the owner has to pay. 
This is merely a power given to the 
Commissioners, when the occupier can- 
not be discovered. When a new occu- 
pier comes in, and is found in possession 
at the moment of assessment, it seems 
hard that he should have to pay for 
his predecessor ; but that is just one 
of those things which the occupier who 
comes in will look to when the law 
is known. The Select Committee 
have settled this clause, and I think 
we should be incurring a great respon- 
sibility if, without a grave reason, we 
set aside the clause as it stands. 


Mr. HUNTER: This clause involves 
a principle which many Water Com- 
panies have tried to get into their Acts 
—namely, to make one man pay another 
man’s debt. That is monstrous; to 
make the innocent occupier liable. 
The Lord Advocate said that when 
the law becomes known a new occu- 
pier will refuse to enter on premises 
until he has seen the receipts for the 
rates of the other tenant. When will 
the law become known? Did one ever 
listen to such insensate nonsense? At 
the end of ten or twenty years you will 
not find one lawyer in a hundred 
who will be aware of the clause. It is 
a maxim of law that everybody knows 
the law. But how do we know the 
law? By exercising our common 
sense and our sense of common 
honesty. No one would imagine that 
a person taking premises at the end of 
& year would have to pay the rates 
which the previous tenant had gone 
away without paying. That is against 
common sense, and should not be 
sanctioned by the House. It is incon- 
sistent with the ordinary transaction of 
business that any human being taking 
a house should be called upon to in- 
quire into the debts of his predecessor, 
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and whether or not he had paid his 
rates. 

(7.0.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My 
right hon. and learned Friend has ex- 
pressed the general view that he could 
not depart from the unanimous finding 
of the Committee. 

Dr. CLARK: That is a mistake. 
The question was postponed for the 

eneral rating question. Nothing was 
one. There was no decision at all 
taken. 

Mr. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
and learned Friend was not @ 
Member of the Committee, and was 
only informed of the fact. However, 
I confess I think it would be rather 
hard if the incoming tenant should have 
thrown upon him ail the debt which 
his predecessor should have paid, but I 
do not think the best way out of that 
is simply to tax the owner and leave 
him without any remedy against the 
— whe ought to have paid the 

ebt. The ea who ought to have 
paid the debt is the outgoing tenant, 
and the person who is made to pay 
according to the Bill is the incoming 
tenant. So far as I can see, the equity 
of the case would be met if we intro- 
duced words, either on this stage or on 
Report, which would make the owner 
liable for the debt of the ex-tenant, but 
with a remedy against the ex-tenant. 
That, I think, is not the Amendment of 
the hon. Member, but I think it carries 
out the object for which he contends. 
My right hon. and learned Friend will, 
on Report, bring up words to carry 
out that object. 

(7.6.) Dr. CLARK: I have no 
objection to that course being taken. 
This is a very important point. In 
Scotland a house is taken from Whit- 
suntide to Whitsuntide. A tenant may 
be in for six months or three months, 
and then bolt, and another tenant 
comes in, and at Martinmas the rates 
for the year must be. paid by the owner 
or the occupier under the present Act. 
The consequence is that under the Bill 
you take away the liability from the 
owner altogether. A man may come 
in for the last three months of the term 
and pay a special price for the tenancy. 
Under the old law the Burgh Magis- 
trates could go against him or the 
owner. Generally they went inst 
the owner; sometimes they did not. 
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This Bill proposes to do away with the 
right of going against the owner, and 
ts the burden on the incoming tenant. 
have no objection to postpone the 
matter till the Report stage, on the 
understanding that you will draft a 
clause on the lines to meet both cases, 
where property has been unlet, and 
where property has been occupied, but 
the occupier has gone away without 
ing rent or taxes. 

. BALFOUR: According to the 
Amendment to be introduced, each 
occupier will be liable for the time 
which he occupies, and for that time 
alone ; and where the occupier makes 
default then the landlord will be 
liable. 

Mr. BARCLAY : If the Local Autho- 
rities neglect to get the money from the 
previous tenant by the powers pene 3 
possess then it is their own fault, an 
they ought to suffer for it. If this 
Amendment is withdrawn, I shall move 
a subsequent Amendment which deals 
with this matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On Motion of Mr. Barctay, the 
following Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 136, line 22, leave out the words 
“the whole,” and insert the words “a 
proportion.” 

Amendment proposed, 

In page 136, line to leave out from the 
word “ except,” to end of Clause, and insert 
“ correspon: 
occupancy. 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


(7.15.) SmC.J. PEARSON : These 
two Amendments put together meet 
one of the cases raised by the hon. 
Gentleman, but they do not meet the 
other case. 

Mr. BARCLAY: My Amendment 
meets both cases. 


Question put, and negatived. 

Words, ‘‘corresponding with the 
period of his occupancy,” inserted. 

On Motion of Dr. Crank, the follow- 
ing Amendment was agreed to :—Page 


136, line 24, leave out from ‘“ assess-| ; 


ment,” to end of clause. 


Mr. BARCLAY: I beg to move 


with the period of his | (oun 


pee 
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insert ‘“‘ or under ‘ The Local Govern. 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1889.'" This ig 
an Amendment which I believe the 
Government will accept. 

Amendment posed, in 1 
line 19, after The word “ Acts,” a", 
insert the words “ or under ‘ The Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1889.’ ” 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, ageed to. 


Tae CHAIRMAN : Clause 401 is not 
one of the postponed Clauses. 


Clause 402 agreed to. 
Clause 403. 


(7.18.) Mr. HUNTER: I wish to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether the 
omissions were considered? My hon, 
Friend (Dr. Cameron), who had an 
Amendment down to leave out Clauses 
403 to 406 inclusive, is not here. 

Sm C. J. PEARSON: Yes, they 
were considered. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 404 to 406 agreed to. 
Clause 415. 


(7.19.) Sm JOHN KINLOCH 
(Perth, E.): I to move, in 
147, line 3, after Sub-section (5), da 
ee 2 8. A of Public Health 
oe aan Ae Ru wale districts) 


whole limits of such parish, and the parochial 

board have in ae of such determina- 

peor FSR a F 
i or § 

supply districts prior to the passing of this 

Act, and levied assessments in respect of the 

same: Be it enacted that if and whenever the 


their determination 


in page 137, line 19, after ‘‘ Acts,” | aforesaid. 
Dr. Clark 
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The object of this new clause is to 
remove a rating grievance which fell 
on the burgh of Coupar Angus after 
the passing of the Local Government 
Bill. It was the only police burgh in 
Scotland which was placed in the posi- 
tion in which it stands. Before the 
passing of the Local Government Bill, 
the local authority of this burgh was 
the Parochial Board ; and the Parochial 
Boards in Scotland put the assessment 
half on the occupier and half on the 
owner. The Parochial Board intro- 
duced new drainage and water schemes, 
and the assessment was put half on the 
owner and half on the occupier; but 
on the passing of the Govern- 
ment Bill the Police Commissioners 
became the local authority, and the 
whole of the assessment was put upon 
the owner. 


Amendment proposed, in page 147, 
line 3, after sub-section (5) pal 
Gmtcotiond) pre 5 of ee Health 
» Tegardi ial 
we town and water supply districts) 
“(6.) Where any parish shall be 
within and parily beyond the jurisdi of 
a town council and of police commissioners or 
trustees and of a parochial or any 
two or more of such bodies, and the of 
Supervision shall have in such case and under 


tricts prior to the passing of this 
levied assessments in respect of the 
: Be it enacted that if and whenever 
Board of Supervision shall under the 
id and after the ry oY 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889,’ 
their ee ination, a. &3 police 
of any poli shall 
local authority under ‘ The Public 
(Scotland) Act, 1867,’ for any such 
district, the assessments in respect of 
and water supply shall be levied 
manner as regards the liability 
of owners and occupiers ——— 
as they were before the recall by Board 
of of their determination as 
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Question proposed, 
words be there added.” 


_*(7.21.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: This 
is rather a dry matter of detail. When 
the Local Government Act of 1889 was 
discussed in this House in the 
_ of a Bill the matter came up 
for discussion as to whether the change 
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that was made in the — Authority 
should carry with it a change in the ar- 
rangement which had theretofore béen 
entered into in reference to schemes 
under the Public Health Act ; and the 
limit fixed by Parliament at that time 
was this—that those burghs in which 
schemes had been carried out before 
the date appointed for the commence- 
ment of that Act should be in one 
position, and thosein which they had 
not should be in another position. In 
order to clear the field, if I may say so, 
for the application of that Act, the 
Board of Supervision recalled all the 
determinations made theretofore in 
reference to the Local Authorities of 
the areas to which those schemes 
applied ; and the result of that was 
that in almost all the cases a change 
took place. In the case of Cou 
Angus, the scheme was not within 
the words of the Act. I have not 
heard anything to lead me to think 
that if what the hon. Baronet has just 
said had been stated to Parliament 
then they would have come to an 
different conclusion from what they did; 
and, therefore, I do not see myself that 
there would be any propriety in 
accepting an Amendment which reall 
is not appropriate to the Burg 
Police (Scotland) Act, but an Amend- 
ment of the Local Government 
Act, and thus altering the verdict 
come to on the Government 
Bill in 1889. I have very carefully 
considered the question with the assist- 
ance of the information which the hon. 
Baronet was good enough to give me, 
and I am not able to see sufficient 
reason for accepting this Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 422 

(7.22.) Dr. CLARK (for Dr. Cameron, 
Glasgow, College): I to move, in 
page 150, line 12, after “liable,” insert 
**on conviction before the Sheriff.” I 
think these are very serious offences, 
and the penalties should not be im 
by the magistrates, but by the Sheriff 
Substitute, who is a trained lawyer. 

Amendment proposed, in 150, 
line 12, after the word “liable,” to 
insert the words “‘ on conviction before 
the Sheriff.”—(Dr. Clark.) 
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Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(7.23.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I 
think it would be an unfortunate thing 
if trial for these offences should be with- 
drawn from the police magistrates, and 
laid upon the over-burdened shoulders 
of the Sheriff Substitute. Therefore, I 
am afraid I cannot accept the Amend- 
ment. 

(7.24.) Dr. CLARK: I will not press 
t at the present stage; but I think 
that persons charged with these serious 
offences should have the protection of a 
trained lawyer, and should not have 
magistrates, who have sometimes been 

ilty of disgraceful conduct on the 
Bench in Scotland, trying them. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 424. 

(7.25.) Dr. CLARK (for Dr. 
Cameron) : I beg to move, in page 158, 
line 31, leave out “sixty,” and insert 
“six.” I think thisisanew crime and 
a new penalty ; and the proposal of my 
hon. Friend is to limit the penalty 
to thirty days. After a man has 
been convicted of drunkenness twice 
in the same year, on the occasion 
of the third offence he is by the Bill to 
get sixty ni extra. My hon. Friend 
proposes to limit it to another month 
instead of two months. I propose that 
it should be “six ” days. 


Amendment proposed, in page 158, 
line 31, to leave out the word “ sixty,” 
and insert the word “ six.”—(Dr. 
Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘sixty ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


(7.26.) Mr. HUNTER: I think 
this is the most absurd thing I ever 
met in the way of legislation. For the 
most serious crime of theft and other 
crimes of that character a penalty of 
sixty days is usually eedek Scot- 
land ; but here it is proposed to give a 
man sixty days’ imprisonment at the 
option of the bailie for being drunk. 

ow, a man who is drunk no doubt 
injures himself, but,as a rule, he cannot 
hurt his neighbour. I must remind 
the Committee that these cases would 
be decided occasionally by very rabid 
teetotalers on the Bench, who would 
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penalty 7 upon any unfo: 
— who might be brought before 
them. 

*(7.27.) SmC.J. PEARSON : The 
hon. Member appears to think that the 
offence ileal to here is that of 
drunkenness alone. Thatisnotso. It 
is an offence which is a good deal heard 
of in police burghs—it is the offence 
of being drunk and incapabie. It is 
not the case of a man beingin drunken- 
ness, or even aggravated or habitual 
drunkenness, but it is the case of a man 
being a danger, not only to himself, but 
to other people, and giving the police 
infinite trouble. When that occurs more 
than three times in twelve months I do 
think it would be perfectly ridiculous 
to give him six days. I am prepared 
to accept “thirty” days, which 1 
understood was the Amendment which 
the hon. Member for the College 
Division of Glasgow proposed. 

(7.28.) Mr. HUNTER: I do strongly 
protest against this absurd kind of 
legislation. If a man who is drunk and 
incapable does give the police a little 
trouble in carrying him in a conveyance 
to the police office, that is a damage 
which might be repaired by the pay- 
ment of five shillings. Asa Scotchman, 
I feel ashamed that such legislation 
should be passed. 

(7.29.) Mrz. BARCLAY. I wish to 
put before the Government the question 
of the expense of keeping these 
drunkards in prison for a month or two 
months. I think six or ten days would 
be quite sufficient punishment. 

Dr. CLARK: The man who is 
punished may be married, and in that 
case the effect of his imprisonment may 
be to send his wife and children to the 
workhouse. I think the penalty pro- 
posed is rather drastic, and I think the 
matter should be considered by the 
Government on Report. 

*(7.30.) Str C. J. PEARSON : I wish 
to point out that the penalty will be in 
the discretion of the magistrates. 


Thirty days is the maximum penalty. 
It is “not exceeding thirty days.” 
a ens penalty would be very 

y imposed, and the ordi penalty 
would be just the ordinary low days 
which the hon. Member desiderates. 
As to the penalty being additional, that 
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consider that they were doing @ 
good service by inflicting the largest 
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is one of the reasons which induces me 
to assent to the substitution of thirty 
days for sixty days as the maximum. 

{7.32. Mr. HUNTER: I have 
appealed to the reason and common 
sense of the right hon. Gentleman in 
vain, and now I beg to give him notice 
that I shall examine this Bill more 
carefully than I have done, and that I 
shall put down a sufficient number of 
van shee on the Report stage to 
compel the Government to — at all 
events, such very reasonable and 
moderate proposals. 

ey! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
should like to ask your opinion, Sir, 
whether it is in Order for a threat to be 
made to the House of moving Amend- 
ments, which would not have been put 
down in different gaa ye - 
purpose of extorting other Amend- 
ments, so that this House is to be com- 
pelled by the mere waste of time to 
accept Amendments which would not 
otherwise be proposed ? 

Tae CHAIRMAN: At present it is 
merely a threat. If it were carried 
into action, it would doubtless be met 
by other action. 


(7.35.) Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. BAL FOUR: I move that 
“fourteen ’”’ be there inserted. 


Amendment agreed to. 
(7.38.) Clause, as amended, agreed 
to. 


Ciause 426 added to the Bill. 


(7.39.) Clause 470. 


Dr. CLARK: I think there must be 
some misunderstanding with reference 
to this and the next half dozen clauses, 

use it was practically agreed they 
would not be kept in the Bill. Clauses 
470 to 476 are all of a similar character, 
dealing with public health, and it was 
agreed that they should be struck 
out, as it was thought there should 
not be one public health law in one 
= of the country and a different 
ealth law in another. 

“Sm C. J. PEARSON. I understood 
that Clauses 470 and 471 were to come 
out, but that the remaining clauses— 
472 to 476—were to remain in, as they 
wes @ recognition of clauses of the 
A*t of 1862. Probably in order to 
carry out the understanding it would 
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be better that I should assent to their 
deletion, leaving myself free to restore, 
on Report any of those I should find 
left unprovided for in other Acts. 


Clause omitted. 


Clauses 471 to 476, inclusive, 
omitted. 

Clause 479 agreed to. 

Clause 535. 


Dr. CLARK : This is a clause which 
the Lord Advocate agreed to amend. 
It is a preposterous thing that a man 
whose child has committed an offence, 
and who is ordered to find caution 
for it, should be sent to prison if he does 
not find it. 

*Sm C.J. PEARSON: I think my 
Amendment will meet the case. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 197, line 14, to leave out from the 
word “that” to the word “the” in line 16, 
and insert “no parent or ian shall be 
liable in terms of this section either to im- 
ew wnat Angee to find caution, or to 
orfeiture of the caution when found, if such.” 
—(Sir C. J. Pearson.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, asJamended, agreed to. 

Clause 548. 


Dr. CLARK: This clause gives 
power to the Magistrate to inflict a 
fine of £20, or to send a person to 
prison for three months. I wish to 
limit the powers of the Magistraté to 
imposing a fine not exceeding £5. 

Amendment proposed, in page 201, 
to leave out lines 31, 32, and 33.—(Dr. 
Clark.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

On Motion of Sir C. J. Pearson, the 
following Amendment wasagreed to :— 
Page 201, to insert, in lieu of the words 
struck out, “exceedse £5 . . . . 
two months.” 


*“Sm ©. J. PEARSON: I beg to 
move— 
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' Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Dr. CLARK: What is the object of 
the Amendment ? 

*Sm C. J. PEARSON: At present 
the powers are those exercised under 
the Public-houses Acts alone. Under 
these Acts there are certain offences of 
such a nature that the Magistrates can 
give as much as six months or a very 

vy fine forthem. There are various 
Acts not specified here where the 
Legislature has given larger powers to 
the Magistrates, and it was thought 
that while the restriction to sixty days 
should operate within the limits of this 
Act, it should not operate to exclude 
the larger powers which the Magistrates 
have already. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

*Srr C.J. PEARSON : I beg to move 

the following new clause :— 


(Form where sum recoverable as civil debt.) 

“Where under this Acta sum is awarded 
which is declared by the Act to be recoverable 
as 9 civil debt, the forms to be followed in the 
recovery thereof shall be those provided for 
enforcing decrees pronounced in the Small 
Debt Courts of the Sheriff, and there shall be 
added to the finding of the Magistrate in such 
case a warrant for execution in the following 
form:—‘ And the Magistrate decerns and or- 
dains instant execution by arrestment, and 
also execution to passhereon by poinding and 
sale after a charge of ten free days.’ Any 
Officer by this Act authorised to execute the 


warrant of a Magistrate may carry out the 
procedure authorised by this clause.’ 

Perhaps it may be remembered that on 
Clause 101 of the Bill the hon. Member 
for the College Division, I think, took 
exception to certain penalties imposed 
upon persons for accidentally breaking 
street lamps, and that I consented to 
delete that part of the clause which 
imposed penalties, and to merely leave it 
upon the Magistrates to assess the pe- 
cuniary damage, which might be sued 
for as a civil debt. It has been found 
that that leaves considerable uncer- 
tainty as to the mode of recovery, be- 
cause there are. several modes of 
recovering civil debts, and it was 
thought right that there should be a 


clause inserted dealing with that matter ; 
and I may just say that the mode 
selected is the form for recovery of debts 
in the Sheriff's Small Debt Courts. It 
seems to me that that would be the 
appropriate Court for the recovery of 
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small sums, for in most cases they will 


be only a few shillings, and the clause 
so enacts and adds the form in which 
the Magistrate is to give his decree for 
the money, so that there shall be no 
mistake as to how it is to be done. 
The new clause is really consequential 
upon Clause 101. 


Clause brought up, read the first and 
second time, and added to the Bill. 


*Mr. JOSEPH C. BOLTON (Stir- 
ling): I beg to move the following 
clause :— 
(Exemption of railway companies’ buildings.) 
“The provisions of this Act, except with 
respect to drains and other a arrange- 
ments, shall not apply to the ways or 
stations of any railway company or buildings 
connected therewith other than dwelling 
houses.” 
This clause is intended to prevent a 
conflict of opinion between two Go- 
vernment Departments. As the law 
stands at present the Board of Trade 
has to be satisfied with the building 
and arrangements of a station before 
it can be opened; but if the Bilt 
remains as it is without this clause, 
that same power will also be given 
to the Local Authority or the Dean 
of Guild Court. It is quite clear 
that the public have been very well 
satisfied with the action of the Board 
of Trade, as is shown by the fact that 
a number of Police Bills referred to 
them during the past few years have 
all contained clauses identical with 
or similar to this one, and that the 
Glasgow Police Bill of the present 
Session, which is now, I think, an un- 
opposed Bill, contains a clause in the 
very words of the clause I have put on 
the Paper. I trust, therefore, the 
Lord Advocate will be disposed to 
accept this clause. 


Clause brought up, and read a first 


time. 


“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Dr. CLARK: It seems to me that 
my hon. Friend goes very much beyond 
what he tells the Committee he desires. 
I have no objection, if it simply affects 
the Dean of Guild Court; but if it 
is fer other purposes I think we should 
have to give it some consideration. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 





_ in 2 eee 


er 


Cover 








a Smee ee co ae 


id 


st 








957 Burgh Police and Health 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: This clause 
has been considered carefully, and the 
exemption of drains and sanitary ar- 
rangements is obviously necessary. 
But with that addition it does seem to 
me that buildings used for railway 

, other than dwelling houses, 
may fairly be regarded as within 
the railway system, and buildings 
which ought not to be interfered with 
by the Magistrates. There being other 
means of dealing with those buildings, 
the Magistrates’ interference might, in 
conceivable circumstances, be detri- 
mental to the safe working of the 
railways. I have looked into the 

precedents on this matter, and I 
find that in several instances, notably 
in the case of Glasgow, a similar clause 
has been introduced, and also that a 
similar clause to a certain extent is in 
the English Public Health Act. The 
railways are there exempted as 
regards buildings, other than dwell- 
ing houses, which are used for 
railway purposes ; and I have satisfied 
myself —I believe on sufficient informa- 
tion—that the clause is a reasonable 
one. 


Motion agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added 
to the Bill. 


(7.55.) Dr. CLARK : I beg to move 
the following clause :— 


Remissions. 

“The Commissioners may, on the ground of 
the poverty or inability of any liable to 
the police assessment under this Act, remit, in 

or part, payment of the said assessment 
by such person in such manner as the Com- 
missioners shall, in their discretion, think 
just and reasonable, but upon no other account 
whatsoever.” 
This clause follows the wording of 
the clause in the old Act, which, by 


_ means or other, is not in the new 
ill. 


_ Clause brought up, and read a first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 

*Smr C. J. PEARSON : I only desire to 
say a single word on this clause. I 
had this under consideration some time 
ago, and I have not been able to dis- 
cover why a similar provision intro- 
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duced in the Act of 1862 has been 
dropped out. It does seem to me 
reasonable for the purpose of obviating 
cases of extreme hardship that the 
Magistrates should have this discretion 
of remitting assessments. The only 
suggestion I would make to the hon. 
Member is that, inasmuch as poverty is 
the only recognised ground for exem 
tion, the oe “ or inability ” should 
be struck out, so that poverty may 
remain, without any qualifying term, as 
the real ground for exemption, or that 
it should run “ inability through 
poverty.” 

Dr. CLARK: I am not responsible 
for the wording of it. I have merely 
taken the clause out of the 1862 Act. 
I have no objection to your changing it 
if you like. 

Mr. BARCLAY: I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will not accept the 
clause. I can assure him that this 
clause in the old Act has caused great 
annoyance to the Police Commissioners. 
A great many applications are made for 
remission of taxation upon very insuffi- 
cient grounds, and I wish to point out 
to the Lord Advocate that in the case 
of people who occupy houses of £40 
and upwards their taxes are paid by 
the landlords, and I do not see that 
there is any reason why exception 
should be made in their case. The 
matter is a very great cause of vexation 
to the Police Commissioners. 


Motion agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and 
added to the Bill. 


(8.0.) Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. 
Andrew’s, &c.) (for Mr. Frvuay, Inver- 
ness, &c.): I beg to move, in page 
150, after Clause 421, to insert the 
following clause :— 


(Saving of Local Authorities Loans Act.) 

“Nothing in this Act shall prejudice or 
affect the provisions of the Local Authorities 
Loans (Scotland) Act, 1891,” 


Mr. SHIRESS WILL (Montrose, 
&c.) (for Mr. Lyeux, Orkney and Shet- 
land): I beg to move, in 205, 
after Clause 563, to insert the follow- 
ing clause :-— 

2N 2 
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(Saving rights of Renfrew and Lerwick.) 

“Nothing in this Act shall prejudice or 
affect the proviso in section thirteen of ‘ The 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889,’ with 
of Renfrew, and the 


Clause brought up, and read the 
first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 

*(8.4.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I may 
remind the Committee that the two 
places named were dealt with under 
the Local Government Act of 1889. I 
accept the principle of the Amendment, 
but I would propose to bring up on 
Report a proposition applicable to 
these two burghs. On that under- 
standing I hope the hon. Member will 
consent to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


ScHEDULES. 
Schedule 2 agreed to. 


Schedule 3. 


Mr. BARCLAY: I beg to move 
the following Amendment :—Page 209, 
line 14 (column 3), leave out “1.” 
The object of the Amendment is to 
abolish the right possessed by the Town 
Council of Inverness to levy “ petty 
customs ” in certain parts of the town. 
Such duties would be objectionable if 
applied to the whole of the burgh, but 
they are especially objectionable when 
applied only to a portion of it. The 
result is that a shopkeeper in one part 
has to pay half as much again as a 
shopkeeper in another part of the town. 
The existence of such a state of things 
surely cannot be defended. It is, more- 
over, an improvident arrangement, 
because the cost of collecting the taxes 
is thirty-five per cent. of the amount 
collec It would be more satisfac- 
tory to levy taxes on the whole burgh. 
Therefore I hope that my Amendment 
will be agreed to. 

Amendment proposed, in page 209, 
line 14, to leave out the figure ‘“ 1.”"— 
(Mr. Barclay.) - | 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the figure 
‘1° stand part of the Schedule.” 

“e) Sir C. J. PEARSON : This 
and the next five Amendments are 


practically meant to effect the same 
Mr. Shiress Will 
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gether. The petty customs of Inver- 
ness are by no means peculiar to 
that place ; it is a well-known means of 
levying taxes in several burghs. It 
may or may not be an economical way 
of raising money, but the Government 
cannot agree for one moment to select 
one burgh for the purpose of putting 
an end to such a custom in it alone. 
Of the fairness or unfairness of the tax 
I say nothing. I will only mention 
that the question was not raised 
before the Committee upstairs, and 
that it is a wholly new point. I 
am, moreover, informed that these 
petty customs realised some £2,000 or 
£3,000 a year. 
Hon. Mempers: No. 

*Sm C. J. PEARSON: Whetherit be 
hundreds or thousands the principle is 
the same. 

Dr. CLARK: It was £1,370 last 


ear. 
"*Stn C. J. PEARSON: Very well. 
It is proposed to wipe that out without 
inquiry of any kind, and without con- 
sulting the people with regard to it. 
Now, I do not think that can be agreed 
to. These are matters of general policy 
touching all burghs in which the 
custom obtains; and; so far as I have 
been able to ascertain, there is a strong 
feeling on both sides of the question. 

(8.14.) Dr. CLARK: Our position 
is this: We wish to get rid of these 
petty customs in Inverness, and you 
desire by this Schedule to maintain 
them. lam glad to say that Inverness 
is one of the most progressive parts of 
Scotland, its population having in 4 
few years increased from 74,000 to 
89,000. But there are duties there on 
almost everything, and it is time 
that these absurd petty customs were 
removed. The financial position of 
Inverness is such that the Towa Coun- 
cil may well consent to their abolition, 
for they are vexatious and unfair in 
their incidence. For these reasons I 
shall support the Amendment of .my 
hon. Friend. 

(8.16.) Mz. McLAREN (Cheshire, 
Crewe): I am sorry that the 
Advocate has not been able to acoept 
the Amendment. I am well acquainted 
with the town of Inverness, and I 
would like to see these petty customs 
removed. They are all the more ob- 
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jectionable because they are levied on 
only a of the town. I believe that 
the majority of the people of Inverness 
would approve of their abolition. The 
town would then be put on an equality 
with the rest of Seotland. I hope the 
Amendment will be accepted. 


(8.18.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
objection tothe Amendment does not 
rest upon any special belief in the 
virtue of this particular mode of local 
taxation, but on the consideration that 
this Bill does not deal with the ques- 
tion at all. There is no evidence that 
the inhabitants generally desire to see 
the tax abolished. On the contrary, I 
understand that the town has ample 
power to abolish it if it so desire 
without coming to Parliament at all in 
regard to the matter. As it has not 
done so, I presume it is because the 
people there desire that it should be 
maintained. Whatever their opinion 
may be on the subject, we could not do 
anything towards abolishing the tax 
without giving them the opportunity of 
laying their views before a Select Com- 
mittee, and hearing witnesses on both 
sides of the question. For these rea- 
sons I hope that the Amendment of 
the hon. Member will not be agreed to. 


Question put. 


(8.25.) The Committee divided :— 
Ages 22; Noes 59.—(Div. List, No. 
186.) 

On Motion of Sir C. J. Pearson, 
the following Amendment was agreed 


Page 210, line 13, leave out “sections 7, 8, 
9, 11,” and insert “section 1 and secti 
7, 8, and 9 of the Order thereby confirmed.” 
On Motion of Mr. Lyett, the follow- 
ing Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 210, line 15, column 3, add “section 
2,80 far as it determines the number of 
councillors.” 


Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 


Schedule 4. 


Dr. CLARK (for Dr. Cameron, Glas- 
gow, Coliege): I begto move the follow- 
ing Amendment :—Page 213, line 37, 
after “arrangements,” insert ‘and 
house drains.” The object of this 
Amendment is to make the Schedule 
apply to house drains. 
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Amendment proposed, in page 213, 
line 37, after the word “ \- 
ments,” to insert the words “‘ and 
house drains.” —(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 

*Sm C. J. PEARSON : I accept the 
Amendment, as well as the next one. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Dr. CLARK (for Dr. Cameron): I 


now move, in page 213, line 40, to 
leave out sub-section (16.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedules 5 to 7 agreed to. 


Schedule 8. 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON : The Amend- 
ment I move is simply to secure that a 
list of witnesses on either side who are 
examined should be inserted in the 
record of procedure. There was such 
& provision in the previous editions of 
this Bill, but unaccountably it has been 
struck out. 


Amendment proposed, 

In 226, line 16, after “absence,” to 
add “w the following witnesses were 
examined in support of the complaint, and the 
following witnesses were examined in exculpa- 
tion.” —(Sir C. J. Pearson.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 

Schedules 9 to 11 agreed to. 

Preamble agreed to. 


Dr. CLARK: I think the ander- 
standing was that in the Preamble the 
word “‘ health ” should be left out. 

Tae CHAIRMAN left the Chair to 
report the Bill, as amended, to the 
House. 

Mr. McDONALD CAMERON: 
When will the Government take the 
Report stage ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose to 
reply. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : 
I beg to point out there is nobody in 
the Chair. 

House resumed. 

Dr. CLARK: There have been great 
changes in this Bill. Dozens of clauses 
have been excised and dozens have 
been amended. Before the Report 
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stage is taken we should like to see 
the printed Bill, inorder that we may 
look through it and learn how it now 
stands. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: For that I 
think the hon. Gentleman would re- 
re four days. I should be sorry to 

efer the stage so late as that, and it 
would be convenient to the general 
business of the House if we could take 
it to-morrow. But I quite recognise 
that if that course is not convenient to 
hon. Members I cannot press it. 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): Will 
- = taken before the Irish Education 

i 

Mr. BALFOUR: I am pledged not 
to take the Education Bill till Wednes- 
day, and therefore to-morrow we could 
— this Bill if hon. Members 
would to that course. 

Dr. CLARK: I should prefer seeing 
the Bill in print, in order that we may 
learn what has been done. It could 
be printed to-morrow, and perhaps one 
day would be sufficient for us to read 
through it. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I will put it down 
for Wednesday. 

CotoneL NOLAN: I wish to point 
out that with regard to this Education 
Bill we have been buffeted about. It has 
always been simmering, but we never 
knew where it was; and now in the 
last moment I should like to know 
what will be done. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman cannot 
discuss the Education Bill now. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I would remind 
the hon. and gallant Member that I 
do not pledge myself. I will put it 
down for Wednesday. 

Dr. TANNER: If this Bill is put 
down for Wednesday, would it not 
block the Irish Education Bill ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Bill, as amended, to, be considered 


upon Wednesday, and to be printed. 
{Bill 408. } 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 
(No. 359.) 
THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That the Biil be now read the third 
ime. 


Dr. Clark 
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Dr. TANNER: The other night I 
expressed a feeling that as certain 
Members were — wae desired & 
8 against t ill it should 
onde I believe the Bill is a 
bad one and _ confers unjustifiable 
powers on the Admiralty ; but as the 
gentlemen to whom I have alluded are 
not in their places, I shall not oppose 
the Bill any further. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3. 
Cuass I. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


1. £162,105, to complete the sum 
for Public Works and Buildings, Ire- 
land. 


Notice taken, that forty Members 
were not present ; Committee counted, 
and forty Members being found pre- 
sent, 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
think it is 4 most unprecedented and 
extraordinary thing that the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland is not present on the discus- 
sion of the Irish Estimates. It will be 
very difficult to make good progress with 
the work before the House if the Go- 
vernment behave in this unbusinesslike 
way. It does not follow, because 
we have shown a desire to get through 
the Estimates as rapidly as possible, in 
order to hasten the great event which 
we are all thinking about, that Irish 
officials should take advantage of our 
lenity and absent themselves from the 
Debate on those Estimates with which 
they are mainly concerned. I want to 
know, Mr. Courtney, what right hon. 
Gentleman on the Front Bench is pre- 
pared to answer any questions in con- 
nection with this Vote which may be 
asked? I noticed that the Secretary 
to the Treasury (Sir John Gorst), when 
he came in just now, opened his box ; 
but, as far as I understand, he is not 
capable of answering all the questions 
which may be asked with respect to 
public works in Ireland. I hdépe we 
shall have some explanation of the 
absence of the Chief Secretary, and be 
told what Minister present will take 
his place on this occasion. 
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THe SECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Sir Joxnn Gorsrt, 


Chatham): I may point out to the 
hon. Member that this Vote is con- 
nected with the Department which I 
have the honour to represent, and I 
will do my best to supply him with 
any Official information he may seek 
for. 
Dr. TANNER: I have no desire to 
postpone. this Vote. The only point I 
wish to clear up is whether the Go- 
vernmert intend to attend to their 
business, or are going to allow it 
to on in the haphazard and 
slipshod way to which they have 
accustomed us during the last few 
evenings? Now, Sir, on this Vote, I 
want an explanation of the items 
relating to the police barracks in 
Phenix Park, in connection with 
which there is a contract for £2,000 for 
alterations, &c. As far as I can get 
information these police barracks, like 
the Royal Barracks not far from them, 
are always being repaired. Nothing 
is done satisfactorily, and the conse- 
quence is that year after year com- 
plaints are made about these buildings, 
and money is spent upon them. (Mr. 
Jackson entered at this point.) At 
last we are happy. We have now the 
illustrious Chief of the present Irish 
Administration, I will not say at our 
disposal, but come to our assistance. I 
should like to ask him whether this 
£2,000 is final, or whether it represents 
oniy another piece of this patchwork 
administration that has been going on 
so long? If this system of patchwork 
is to go on to the tune of £2,000 a year, 
the best thing to do is to pull the 
barracks down and rebuild them. At 
any rate, let us have an end of the 
present system, which is nothing more 
nor less than a waste of money. 
As far as I am _ personally con- 
«erned, I have no wish to delay these 
Estimates, although there are hundreds 
of points that could be raised upon 
them. At the same time, there are 
points to which attention should be 
called, and I think the matter I have 
alluded to is one of them, and I should 
like some ex tion of it. 

Cotoyet NOLAN (Galway, N.)i: 
There is just one point on which I want 
some information. I notice there is an 
item of £23,000 down for the Suck drain- 
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age, a work of which I entirely approve. 
Last year the amount for the same 
thing was £20,000, and the question 
I have to ask is, was the £20,000 
which was voted last year spent? It 
appears to be the custom of officials 
appointed to control Irish matters to 
put down a good Vote for Ireland for 
certain items, and yet not s all the 
money. With regard to the item for 
the Congested Districts Board, I should 
like to know on what principle we 
get a Report from them each year, 
Then I see a Vote down for a chemical 
laboratory for the College at Belfast, 
This is a very useful work, and I have 
no objection to Belfast having a 
laboratory, but I want to know whether 
the other Colleges in Ireland, notably 
Galway, are to have laboratories. Of 
course, I recognise that you cannot 
give all the Queen's Colleges a 
laboratory at once, but I should like to 
have an assurance that Galway is to be 
placed in the same position as 
Belfast. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, 
N.): There is already a laboratory at 
Galway. 

CotoneL NOLAN: Yes, but is it 
as good? ThenI notice there isa sum 
of £30,000 for schools, but only a 
miserable £300 for teachers’ residences, 
I think there should be some explana- 
tion of that item. Then on the subject 
of the Naval Reserve, I see there is an 
item down for Galway, and I should 
like an assurance from the Secretary 
to the Treasury that efforts will be 
made to spend the whole of that money 
in Galway this year. 

*Sir JOHN GORST: With respect 
to the criticism of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman, I should like to 
point out that the money that is 
voted is not necessarily spent within 
the year. Provision is made for @ 
certain amount of work, and the 
Government have no wish to prevent 
that work from being done; but the 
hon. Member cannot wish to encourage 
the Treasury to spend the money 
unless the work is properly done. The 
question of the Suck drainage is all re- 
gulated by Act of Parliament, and a 
sum of £50,000 will ultimately be spent 
on that work. In the present year 
vision has been made for the spendi 
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of such a sum of money as may reason- 
@bly be expected to uired. It 
would be very unfortunate if too little 
money were voted, and the work had to 
be stopped because there was no money 
to pay for it. The usual plan is to vote 
the sum of money which would be re- 
quired under the most favourable cir- 
cumstances, and though I cannot make 
‘any pledge, I hope all this sum may be 
spent on the drainage works. With 
respect to the chemical laboratory, I 
may say that there is one already in 
‘Galway, and the reason of this Vote for 
Belfast is that the number of students 
vendered it necessary that improve- 
ments should be made in Belfast. Gal- 
‘way shall be treated as fairly as 
Belfast, and if there is such an increase 
in the number of students as to render 
a new laboratory necessary, arrange- 
ments will be made. The reason why 
‘s0 small a sum is spent on teachers’ re- 
sidences in Ireland is because the resi- 
dences are built from loans, whereas 
the schools are built out of the Votes. 
With respect to the Naval Reserve 
Station at Galway, the Govern- 
ment will do their best to urge 
on the work, and to secure that 
the money is rapidly and economically 
spent. In reply to the question 
of the hon. Member for Cork (Dr. 
fanner) on the subject of police 
barracks, I may say that the police 
headquarters are being concentrated 
in Phoenix Park. There are already 
two barracks in the Park, and the en- 
largement of the central building is the 
reason of this Vote. The final result 
will not be any large expenditure for 
police purposes. 

Dr. TANNER: I think we ought 
to have some better explanation than 
this. There are no barracks in con- 
nection with the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary in Phoenix Park situated in Dublin, 
and the right hon. Gentleman has got 
into the foggiest fog imaginable. I 
wonder when we shall get the Phoenix 
Park Barracks out of the perpetual 
condition of bricks and mortar. We 
are anxious to have these things done, 
because when in process of time we 
take over everything as a going con- 
cern, we shall not want to have to 
finish the work. Then, with respect 
to the Suck drainage, we have had an 
altogether insufficient explanation. We 


Sir John Gorst 
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have had no recent reports, and we 
have no means of knowing how this 
work is going on. The Government 
seem to think that if they vote money 
for Ireland and keep on paying it 
out itis all right, and does not matter on 
what itis spent. That is not what we 
want. We say that the works which 
have been approved should be pushed 
on as far as possible, and that the 
money, when voted for them, should be 
spent on them. With respect to the 
chemical laboratories, I should like to 
say that application has been made 
over and over again for a new labora- 
tory for the Queen’s College at Cork, 
because the present one is quite inade- 
quate. But we know that we shall have 
great difficulty in securing the expendi- 
ture of this sum of money, which is so 
easily obtained by our Northern friends. 
Then there is this matter of patching 
up the Dundrum Lunatic Asylum, 
which the Government have been en- 
gaged on since 1884. Now the house 
is nearly as bad as the staff, and both 
are a disgrace to Christianity. But 
this year vou are asking for £5,400, 
whereas last year you only asked for 
£1,000; and I should like to know 
what is beingdone. I think we ought 
to congratulate the present Chief Secre- 
tary (Mr. Jackson) on the fact that 
there is a decrease in the charge for his 
lodge and gardens in Dublin, more es- 
pecially as he has occupied them this 
year, whereas the late Chief Secretary 
did not cccupy them. When they 
were untenanted they cost more 
money. I should also like to point 
out, as I have pointed out for several 
years past, that a very large sum of 
money is being wasted on the Royal 
Hospital at Kilmainham, and I think 
one of the most expensive luxuries we 
can have is the patching up of old 
buildings. There are other disere- 
pancies with respect to which some 
explanation should be given. 

Sm JOHN GORST: I do not think 
the discrepancies between this year and 
last are more than can be explained by 
the varying conditions of public works. 

Dr. TANNER: There is a dis- 
crepancy of something like £2,400 at. 
Dundrum Lunatic Asylum. 

Sm JOHN GORST: That is for 
—? works which are going on 
there. 
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_ Dr. TANNER: But it is nearly the 
game in every Vote. At the Royal 


Hospital, Kilmainham, there is a 
discrepancy of about £400. 

Sir JOHN GORST: The sanitary 
works at Dundrum are explained in the 
Estimates, and that is the increase in 
the Vote. It is expected that the 
works will be completed during the 
present year. 

- Dr. TANNER: Then what about 
the lavatories in connection with the 
Congested Districts Board ? 


Sm JOHN GORST: The Congested 
Districts Board must have lavatories, 
and these are for the office in Dublin. 


Dr. TANNER: Do the Congested 
Districts Board require anything else 
besides lavatories ? 


_ Vote agreed to. 
2. £47,371, to complete the sum for 
Railways, Ireland. 


are CotoneL NOLAN: I 
understand that the contract for the 
Galway and Clifden Railway expires 
on the 3lst December, but I do not 
know whether it will be completed by 
then. But I admit that the work has 
been pushed forward at a reasonable 
pace, and that a fair amount of 
employment has been given locally. 
What I wantto know is whether the line 
can be opened for a portion of the 
district, say to Oughterard, which 
would be a great convenience? Then 
there is anotner railway, the Collooney 
and Claremorris, which affects my 
constituents, inasmuch as it will give 
them access to the North of Ireland. 
I see that a very much less sum is to 
be spent here than was spent last year, 
and I should like to know the reason 
of the hitch. 


(9.55.) Mr. JACKSON: With 
respect to the Galway and Clifden line, 
as the hon. Member says, fair progress 
has been made, but there are two 
reasons why you should not get on 
too fast. In the first place, it is 
very desirable that as much of the work 
88 possible should be done by local 
labour; and, in the second place, it is 
very undesirable that you should 
employ a large body of men for a short 
time and turn them off all of a sudden. 
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It is desirable rather that you should 

a little more slowly with the 
work. With respect to opening the 
railway as far as Oughterard, I may 
say that depends altogether upon @ 
bridge just outside Galway. is is 
very heavy work, but if it is accom- 
plished, ? see no reason why the 
railway should not be opened for a 
portion of the distance. hen I was 
over there some time ago good progress. 
had been made at Oughterard, and I 
hope it will not be long before trains 
are run as far as that place. With 
respect to the other railway, there has 
been some unavoidable delay. A 
difference arose between the Treasury 
and the Company as to the construc- 
tion and maintenance of the line. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman is 
no doubt aware that the line is in two 
sections, and that the Claremorris 
portion is guaranteed by Mayo and the 
Collooney portion by Sligo. That in- 
troduced complications, but the diffi- 
culties have now been overcome. I 
hope before long the work will be re- 
sumed and that there will be no further 
delay. 


Dr. TANNER: I want some in- 
formation about the Schull and 
Skibbereen Tramway. This has been 
a bad practical joke in Ireland, for the 
passengers are occasionally called upon 
to get out and push the carriages up 
an incline up which the engine cannot 
draw them. I want to know what is. 
being done with regard to this tram- 
way. I see that the sum guaranteed 
is £57,000, and that upon which the 
claim is based is £2,850. In regard to. 
the Cork and Muskerry line, the claim 
is £2,050, though the former line is 
only fourteen and a quarter miles, and 
the latter is eighteen and a half miles. 
The present Chief Secretary has taken 
some interest in these lines,and I hope 
that will have some effect in over- 
coming the troubles which have beset 
them. Then there is the question of 
the Westport and Mulrany line. 
As I have before pointed out, the line 
runs along a quay, with deep water on 
one side and a tramway on the other 
side, and this is also the main coach- 
road. This is a very inconvenient 
state of things. I have taken some 
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interest in the Achill extension, which 
T am glad has been adopted, and I see 
that the estimated expenditure for 
1892-3 is £20,000. I should say, there- 
fore, that the line is approaching com- 
pletion, and I want to know how it is 

tting on? On the Killorglin and 
Valencia line the expenditure up to 
30th November, 1891, was £45,085, 
and the estimated expenditure for 
1892-3 is £15,000. I want to know 
the condition of that line also. 


(10.5.) Mr. JACKSON: With re- 
to the last line to which the 
on. Gentleman referred, J believe it is 
making good progress. The contract 
was made with the Great Southern and 
Western Company ; and although there 
may have been a little delay at first, 
= are now making good progress, 
the work is proceeding satisfac- 
torily. The Treasury is, of course, 
responsible for the guarantee for the 
Schull and Skibbereen line, under the 
Statute, The guarantee was given 
under the contract,and the Treasury 
has to bear its proportion. It has been 
@ very unsuccessful line, and practically 
earns nothing. One reason for that, I 
believe, was that the line terminated 
at the top of a hill. My predecessor, 
in the course of the relief works, 
sanctioned an expenditure of £2,000 
for the purpose of continuing the line 
so as to bring it to the water's > 
‘That, I believe, was beneficial to the 
district and to the original undertaking 
as well. I believe the Company is 
going to obtain an Order in Council to 
enable it to take the new portion of the 
line that has been made. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
Have not the Grand Jury taken over 
the whole line ? 


Mr. JACKSON: Notice has been 
given for taking it over. The position 
in which it stands at present is that 
the Company are taking steps to take 
the new piece added at the Schull end 
of the line. 


Mr. HEALY: 4! question did not 
relate to the extra bit of line, but to 
the whole line. Is it a fact that the 


Grand Jury have had to take it over ? 


Mr. JACKSON: I do not know if 
the taking over has been completed, 


Dr. Tanner 
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but notice has been given, and it 
remains to be seen if the Grand J 
can work it more satisfactorily 
cheaply than was done by the old 
Company. It has been an unfortunate 
affair from the very beginning, and 
whether the extension to which I haye 
referred will change that remains to be 
seen. It cannot do any harm, and J 
believe it will be a practical benefit. 


(10.10.) Mr. MORTON (Peter. 
borough): I see there is an expendi. 
ture of £12,000 for lines not brought 
under the Act. Is that expenditure 
legal ? 

Mr. JACKSON : Will the kon. Gen- 
tleman allow me to explain? One of 
the lines not brought under the Act is 
the Collooney and Claremorris line, 
and the other is the Achill extension, 
Both these lines were undertaken with- 
out Parliamentary powers, and prac- 
tically without authority. They were 
practically undertaken as relief works, 
and since that time steps have 
been taken to protect the promoters 
by obtaining an Order in Council, 
which wili bring them under the 
Statute. The need of employment was 
so urgent in the district that they were 
undertaken without waiting for Parlia- 
mentary powers, as it was thought well 
to spend the money on that which 
would be a permanent benefit to the 
district. 

Mr. MORTON: Under these cir- 
cumstances, will the expenditure of the 
money be legal? 


Mr. JACKSON: Yes, Sir. 


Dr. TANNER: The right hon. 
Gentleman quite forgot the Achill 
extension, and I also referred 
to the Courtmacsherry extension, 
and I should like to know if 
the ballasting at Timoleague Junction 
is satisfactory? Many of these light 
railways had insecure embankments, 
and the Board of Trade Inspector con- 
demned them again and again, 
qenengnnnrty a great deal of money has 
been lost. 

Mr. JACKSON : The Westport and 
Mulrany is, I believe, making 
progress. The work is very heavy, but 
everything is being done as well as it 
can be done. 
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Dr. TANNER: I asked about the 
Mulrany end of the line and the 
Achill extension. 


Mr. JACKSON : I understand very | gr 


is being made, and com- 
ion may be expected about the 
same time as that of-the other line. 

Dr. TANNER: Courtmacsherry ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I do not know any- 
thing about that ; it was done before 
my time. 

Dr. TANNER: I am surprised at the 
right hon. Gentleman getting up and 
saying that he knows nothing about 
this iine. I ask for information on 
what is of considerable local import- 
ance. If the right hon. Gentleman 
wants to know more about it, he need 
only go back to the answers he has 

iven to me on the subject during the 

month. Those answers were not 
satisfactory, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man hoped to be able to give more 
satisfactory replies on the Estimates. 
I am very sorry for the right hon. 
Gentleman’s ignorance of the matter, 
but I hope an answer of some kind will 
be given. 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass II. 
3. £2,764, to complete the sum for 
the Household of the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland. 


10.25.) Mr. MORTON: Under 
r) circumstances I should have 
v7) this Vote, as I consider the 


expenditure a waste of Imperial funds 
which ought not to continue. There is 
a cost of £4,764 for the household, as 
well as £20,000 out of the Consolidated 
Fund for the Lord Lieutenant. Then 
there is the Chief Secretary. We give 
& much smailer sum to a similar officer 
in Scotland, and yet Scotland is much 
better ruled than Ireland. I do not 


see why the Lord Lieutenant requires ‘ 


all these attendants—State steward, 
chaplain, reading clerk, organist, and 
so on—and I do not see why they 
should be paid for at the cost of the 
British taxpayer. I hope the time will 
— come when it will be put an 


Dr. TANNER: Nobody can help 
thinking that this office is simply a 
gorgeous sham, and, as a matter of fact, 
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ali these gentlemen who draw salaries 
in connection with the office of Lord 
Lieutenant are at this moment con- 
ted in a small area in the West 
End of London. They were brought 
to London under the personal guid- 
ance of the gentleman who has for a 
long time held the office of Master of 
the Horse to the Lord Lieutenant. I 
have nothing to say against this gentle- 
man; in fact, they are all very nice 
gentlemen ; but from the Private Secre- 
tary down to the Keeper of the Chapel, 
the estabiishment is a fraud, a delusion, 
and a snare as regards government. 
What is the object of keeping up the 
Chapel in Dublin Castle? The total 
cost is £335; and though I would say 
nothing against the present chaplain, 
of whom everyone speaks well, the 
Chapel is a fraud, and ought to be done 
away with. If some of these long 
salaries of gentlemen who do not want 
them could be curtailed and the money 
given to the poor we should be be- 
ginning at the right end and doing 
away with what ninety-nine sensible 

ople out of a hundred consider to 

a fraud. 


Vote agreed to. 
4. Motion made, and Question pro- 


posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £29,060, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1883, for the 
Salaries and ses of the Offices of the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in 
Dublin ang London, and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.” 

Cotonet NOLAN ; I seein this Vote 
there is a sum for the Inspectors of 
Irish Fisheries. I believe they are 
responsible for the keeping of the Deep 
Sea Fishery Laws. Since the fishery 
laws in Scotland have prohibited steam 
trawling within a certain distance of 
the shore, there has been an exodus of 
the steam trawlers to the coasts of Ire- 
land. I do not say that is a bad thing 
when they do not come sufficiently near 
the shore to injure local inshore fishing. 
What I would like to know is what is 
the machinery by which the Inspectors 
of Irish Fisheries control those new 
boats that have arrived. I asked a 
question on the subject about six weeks 
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ago, and was told that about twenty of 
these boats had arrived. I want to 
know what is the machinery by which 
the Chief Secretary, through the In- 
spectors. of Irish Fisheries, sees that 
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t M do not poach within the limits? I} as 
rea. 


y think the Chief Secretary ought 
to bring in a Bill assimilating the Irish 
law to the Scotch law, but that question 
does not arise at present. I want to 
know if there are a sufficient number of 
gunboats employed—are they sufficiently 
at the disposal of the Inspectors of 
Fisheries, and have they any other 
machinery for seeing that these large 
boats do not fish too close to the shore 
in certain places? The Chief Secretary, 
I know, might give these large boats a 
licence to fish in certain places of the 
kind. That is the Scotch and French 
law. I have no objection to these large 
boats, except where they are injurious to 
local fishermen. I do not think there 
is any necessity for the employment of 
large gunboats there. A gunboat with 
fifteen or sixteen men would be quite 
large enough for the purpose. The 
second question I have to ask has 
nothing whatever to do with fisheries 
—it is with regard to the Veterinary 
Department. The Veterinary Depart- 
ment is one of great importance in 
Ireland, and affords the greatest scope 
for the display of veterinary skill or ad- 
ministration. The fact is that through 
Ireland generally the veterinary work 
is very well done. There is extremely 
little pleuro-pneumonia through the 
whole of Ireland. I believe in that re- 
spect Ireland is better off than the 
greater part of England ; but there is 
one district which requires very careful 
watching, and that is the Dublin 
scheduled district. I wish to know who 
is the veterinary officer advising the 
Government, and how much he is paid? 
He ought to be a first-class veterinary 
surgeon, and one who has shown some 
capacity for administration ; because 
this is not a question of veterinary 
science alone, but a question of admini- 
stration. 

(10.35.) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): 
In accordance with the usage of Par- 
liament this Vote affords every year a 
eonstitutional opportunity for chal- 
lenging the policy of the administration 
of the Government in Ireland. We 


Colonel Nolan 
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such challenge and the uselesanesg of 
any appeal to the House of Commons 
at ges constituted. During the 
past five years since the present Go- 
vernment came into power, the Consti- 
tution of Ireland has been destroyed, 
and every right of the community and 
of the individual has been violated, 
invaded, and yupgevesed. Time after 
time we have discharged our functions, 
as the Representatives of the Irish 
people in this House, in calling atten- 
tion to the excesses and abuses of whieh 
the Government and their subordinates 
in Ireland have been guilty. We have 
been encountered by a very simple and 
very effectual system. en we com- 
plained of the action of any official from 
the highest to the lowest the truth of 
our charge was denied ; the word of 
the peccant official was taken as con- 
clusive in regard to the charge against 
him. All redress was denied to us—all 
inquiry refused. The complainants 
were advised to betake themselves to a 
Court of Law ; and when they did be- 
take themselves to a Court of Law the 
public purse was employed by the pre- 
sent Government to dispute not only 
the merits of the case, but to take ad- 
vantage of every technical point of law 
against them. Our unbroken experience 
from year to year has been that the 
mechanical majority of the Government 
came in from other parts of the build- 
ing to vote down Amendments which 
they had not considered, and .to dis- 
countenance complaints which they 
had not taken the trouble to listen to. 
I think it must be obvious that it would 
be useless for me or for anyone to 
attempt to give any practical or serious 
character to the proceedings now before 
the Chair. If we were disposed on the 
present occasion to enter into details 
of the Irish Government we could use- 
fully occupy at least, I should think, a 
week, so far as usefulness can be 
supposed to attach to the truthful ex- 
ee of the shortcomings and mis- 
oings of the Government in Ireland. 
The effect would be that we should delay 
the Dissolution by a week. We have 
learned from the First Lord of the 





Treasury this afternoon that the dateof 
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have. used the opportunity on 
occasion in recent years, and we 
learned by sad experience the futility of 
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the Dissolution would depend upon the 
completion of certain business which 
had to be discussed by the House. I 
donot desire to delay the Dissolution by 
a week; I do not desire to delay the 
Dissolution by a moment. I desire to 
hasten the Dissolution, and to bring it 
about at the earliest possible date. I 
am convinced, as I have said before, of 
the futility of appealing to the House. 
Under these circumstances, so far as in 
my power lies, I shall facilitate the 
despatch of business and the ge to 
the people in what I think is the most 
practical way Ican—namely, by address- 

no further observations to the House, 
either on this Vote or on any other Irish 
Vote in the Irish Estimates forthe year. 


(10.39.) Mr. JACKSON : The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman the Member for 
Galway asked me some questions about 
the Irish Fishery Department and 
about the Veterinary Department. 
With reference to the Fisheries, it is no 
doubt true that the Fishery Inspectors 
are charged in a general sort of way 
with the care of ail the fishing industry; 
but I do not know that they are 
specially charged with such interests as 
are indicated by the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman. 


_ Cotonet NOLAN : Not with trawl- 
ing? 

Mr. JACKSON: They have to make 
regulations, and they see as far as they 
can that they are carried out. 


CotonEL NOLAN: Who looks after 
trawling? Nobody ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Somebody. Of 
course any vessel that transgresses the 
regulations is liable to a penalty. We 
have in Ireland one or two gunboats, 
and we have recently sent over gun- 
boats to carry out the regulations 
that have been made. With re- 
gard to the Veterinary oo meg the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman asked 
me who was the adviser on these 


important questions. The Chief In- 
spector is the adviser, of course, on 
t im t questions. He has 


a thoroughly competent staff to assist 
him. is no doubt that the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman did not in the 
least exaggerate the very great impor- 
tance of this subject; and I may say 
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that since I have been in my present 
office I have been moved with the most 
grave considerations as regards dealing 
with the — of pleuro-pneumonia 
in the Dublin schedu district. 
Everything is being done that skill 
can devise. We have been kept in 
constant touch with the Agricultural 
Department in England. I have had 
the advantage of the assistance of the 
Minister of Agriculture and of his 
advisers in conference over and over 
again. I have arranged a system 
under which I receive every morning 
telegraphic information as to whether 
there is any fresh outbreak, or any 
fresh news, or whether there are any 
fresh instructions to be given. We have 
not succeeded even yet in stamping out 
the disease in the Dublin scheduled 
district. I am sorry to say that yester- 
day we had notice of an outbreak ; and 
two or three days ago we had one. 
But we are doing everything we know 
in order, in the first place, to try and 
confine the disease to one district, and, 
in the second place, to try and stamp 
out the disease. On this point I may 
say there have been complaints made 
about the sanitary condition of some 
of the dairy yards in Dublin. The 
Corporation, who are the Sanitary 
Authority, have been hampered for 
some time by a decision which was 

iven, and which seemed to cast some 
Soubt upon their power. On appeal 
that decision has been reversed, and 
now I am glad to say we are receiving 
from the Corporation active assistance 
in order to try and improve the sanitary 
condition of those cowsheds and dairy 
yards ; and I assure the Committee 
that this is a matter of the utmost 
concern to me. I recognise to the full 
that Ireland depends for its prosperity 
to such a large extent upon its cattle and 
the freedom of exporting its cattle, that 
we should be seriously wanting in our 
duty if we failed to take advantage of 
every opportunity and every means 
to try and stamp out this disease. 
My hope is that we may be able to 
keep the disease within the Dublin 
scheduled area; my hope is that da 

by day we are making progress, an 

that there will be a inal caging out 
of > disease even in that district 
itself. 
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(10.45.) Coroner NOLAN: I 
think the Chief Secretary is impressed 
with the extreme importance of the 
questions I have raised, especially the 
latter. But he did not answer the ques- 
tion I asked, as to who is the Irish 
veterinary adviser? 

Mr. JACKSON: Do you mean the 
name ? 


Cotoxet NOLAN: No; 
what position does he hold? 


Mr. JACKSON: I mentioned the 
Chief Inspector in Ireland. 


Cotonet NOLAN: Is he a Veteri- 
nary Inspector? It does not follow 
that an Inspector at a port is a 
veterinary surgeon. I do not think 
the Chief Secretary attaches quite 
enough importance to fixing responsi- 
bility with regard tc trawling. His 
answer to me seems to indicate that 
everybody in general might look after 
trawling. 

Mr. JACKSON: The Coastguards 
look after it to a certain extent. 


Coroner NOLAN: What is looked 
after to a certain extent is everybody's 
business, and what is everybody’s 
business is generally nobody’s business. 
If it be advisable to enforce this law 
somebody should be responsible, and 
they should have machinery to en- 
force it. 

(10.48.) Dr. TANNER: It was 
with a certain amount of surprise, and 
not with satisfaction, that I heard the 
expression of the Chief Secretary that 
somebody looked after the trawling in 
a general sort of way. That is the wa 
in which the Irish business is carrie 
out. The Veterinary Department con- 
sists of three gentlemen. Who are 
these gentlemen? What are their ages? 
I ventured to bring the matter forward 
the other day in the form of aquestion, 
when it was pointed out that one of 
these gentlemen was pitchforked into 
the position. You have got pleuro- 
pneumonia raging in Dublin ; you have 
got the most unsatisfactory state 
of affairs announced by the First Lord 
of the Treasury in consequence of the 
failure of this Veterinary Department. 
You have got two young nincompoops, 
and -you have got a kind of a naval man 
or sailor, who could not be expected to 


I mean 
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know anything about the diseases of 


cattle. I say two of these three gentle. 
men are young boys. How 
into this responsible position 
knows, How this naval man wag 
pitchforked into the position n 
knows. I must say from all I haye 
heard from responsible authorities in 
Ireland that there can be no doubt 


‘that. the officers of the Veteri 


Department are incompetent to 

with the questions that arise, and it ig 
altogether a disgrace to the Department 
and the Chief Secretary that they 
should hold their present positions. 
With regard to the inspection of 
lunatic asylums, I have raised the 
question of the Board of Control of 
the Cork Lunatic Asylum, and I want 
to know if anything has been done on 
that question? The Governors of the 
Cork Lunatic Asylum do not represent 
the ratepayers there. I would also 
poins out that the abolition of the 
office of visiting physician in Cork is, 
in itself, a shame and a scandal. [ 
believe the matter ought to be looked 
into by the Government, and if it is 
looked into I believe we shall havea 
visiting physician appointed again as 
he was heretofore. There is yet another 
question which I feel it n to 
raise. I called attention to the diffi- 
culty of dealing with the Irish fisheries 
in consequence of the inroads made on 
the mackerel and hake fishing on our 
Southern Coast. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman did not thirik on the last 
occasion when I raised the matter that 
I was thoroughly correct in what I 
said. I have here, accordingly, 
cutting from the Cork Daily Herald, 
which is the only paper in the South of 
Ireland that deals with the case of 
these fisheries. It says :-— 


“The attention of the Inspectors 

pee y and of the eee 

irected to a practice ch, if i 

continue unchecked, must have amery 
ind 
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Southern Coasts. B: stated, itis caused 
ay Sento enne in the fishing at an 
wpaseniie tiie onl of year. The 


result of this is that with the 
there is annually des’ an 
uantity of immature mackerel and haak. 

e ultimate result must be ak ee 
annihilation of the mackerel and fishery 
on those coasts on which the herring fishery 
is being pursued under 
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conditions. The pecple of Kinsale seem to 
have become fully alive to the importence of 
we te eppeebeations to which they ‘give 
the ions to whi give 
rordan appear to be entirely warranted 
the facts. Off their Sears qpene the 
iilling of oung as an incident of the 


destructive trade most vigorously are not 
local fishermen at all, nor even are they Irish- 
men. There are at t fifty Scotch boats 
engaged in herring fishing off the Kinsale 
coast, while there ars but a few, possibly half 
a dozen, from Kinsale or any Irish port. So 
that the Kinsale people have the mortification 
of seeing the great industry on which a 80 
lange! depend year by year a. eep 
fasting injury through the cupi ity of 
. Ofcourse, the bad example of the 
invaders is apt to prove contagious, 
and local fishermen may well be tempted to 
take their share of what is going, regardless of 
the consequences, when they see the havoc 
wrought by others in order to secure a very 
amountof gain. But the present 
position of [rish fishermen in reference to the 
matter is excessively unsatisfactory. For it 
appears that as the law stands there is no 
legal remedy whatever for their grievance, 
and that no action can be taken to prevent 
the scandalous and ruinous operations of 
the Scotch fishermen. But, unfortunately, 
the Inspectors feel that they have no power to 
deal with the matter, and, indeed, venture 
the opinion that the Government can do 
nothing under existing legislation. The 
herring fishery is in operation at places from 
six to twenty miles from the shore, and the 
jurisdiction of the Fishery Commissioners 
extends, as everyone knows, no further than 
three miles. It would, therefore, appear that, 
unless some further legislation be enacted, the 
Seotch fishermen remain masters of the 
situation, and the practices which the fishery 
inspectors describe as ‘ moat injurious ’ will go 
on unchecked. The Government is prepared 
to go any lengths to maintain the fisher 
in ing’s Sea, and the Newfoundlan 
lobsters have almost cost England a colony. 
Surely it is not too much to expect that the 
Ministry will not find any insuperable difficult 
in controlling the operations of a Scote 
fishing fleet on the Irish Coast. But if the 
Government should decline to interfere or to 
hold out a hand for the protection of an 
important industry so seriously threatened, 
the people of Kinsale may be driven to con- 
ing whether they are wholly helpless in 
the matter, or whether they may not be able 
to put those who are inflicting injury on them 
to such considerable inconvenience as to 
induce them to desist.” 


These last remarks certainly deal with 
the French fishermen. There is no use 
beating the air—at the same time it is 
well to bring these points forward in 
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order that we may have some little ex- 
pression of opinion upon them. One 
of the most recent appointments as In- 
spector is that of the Rev. Mr. Green, 
a Protestant clergyman from Cork. I 
am at a loss to know why he was ap- 
pointed. In Ireland the Government 
always try to fish out some Protestant 
to the exclusion of Catholics, and 
usually some —. of their own in 
opposition to the national feeling of 
nine-tenths of the population. (‘‘No!’’} 
Who says “ No?” It is perfectly true. 
Probably it was the hon. Member for 
South Hunts (Mr. Smith Barry), who 
will soon go to the House of Lords. 
We can afford to pass these expres- 
sions by. 

(11.4.) Mr. JACKSON : The hon. 
Member has spoken about the Veteri- 
nary Department ; and I can only re- 
peat what I said the other day, that I 
think the highest praise is due to the 
Veterinary Department for the ener- 
getic and active steps they have taken 
in order to—— 


Dr. TANNER: Spread pleuro-pneu- 
monia ! 

Mr. JACKSON: In order to deal 
with pleuro-pneumonia. The hon. 
Member has referred to the sanitary 
condition of some of the cowsheds ; but 
I have already stated, in answer to the 
hon. Member for Galway, that the most 
active steps are being taken, and I am 
glad to have an opportunity of saying 
that ._the Corporation are actively 
seconding our efforts. I hope the re- 
sult will prove a great improvement in 
the sanitary and general condition of 
the district. The hon. Member asked 
for the names of the Inspectors. I 
take it there are certain duties to be 
discharged at the port by any individual 
who follows his instructions. That 
has nothing to do with the Veterinary 
Department, which is responsible for 
dealing with this question, not only in 
Dublin, but in every other part of Ire- 
land. I can say from my own per- 
sonal knowledge that for some months 
past the Department has put on enor- 
mous pressure in endeavouring to deal 
with the work that comes to its hand. 

Dr. TANNER: One of the three 
gentlemen appointed to inspect horses 
and cattle is a naval gentleman. 
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Mr. JACKSON: I am quite sure 
they are thoroughly competent for their 
work, and discharge their duties in a 
most efficient manner. They are now 
working day and night most loyally, 
and efficiently discharging their most 
important duties, and it is a very bad 
reward for the extreme efforts they are 
making that such a moment should be 
selected to make such remarks. The 
hon. Member referred to the Fishery 
Inspectors, and to the question of the 
¢catching of immature mackerel by 
herring nets at Kinsale. The question 
has been before me in many ways, and 
I think it is desirable that the date at 
which herring fishing begins should be 
reasonably late, to prevent, as far as 
possible, the killing of immature fish. 
There has been some improvement 
made in that respect. 

Cotoner NOLAN: What police 
have the Fishery Inspectors ? 


Mr. JACKSON : I do not know the 
name of the gunboats, but they have 
one or two. The hon. Member for Cork 
referred to the Fishery Inspectors, and 
slightingly of one Fishery Inspector, than 
whom I venture to say there is no man 
more competent and more enthusiastic 
in his work in the world. 


Dr. TANNER: I never spoke 
slightingly of the Rev. Mr. Green, but 
this much I say: that in Ireland I think 
it is a mistake—and I say it as an Irish 
Protestant—to select an Irish Protes- 
tant clergyman, when you have such a 
vast field of Irish Catholics to select 
from. 

Mr. JACKSON: I am glad to have 
drawn from the hon. Member even that 
acknowledgment. I believe it is the 
universal opinion in Ireland, Protestant 
and Catholic alike, that there is no 
man in the whole of Ireland who knows 
more on the subject and devotes himself 
more assiduously to his duties than the 
Rev. Mr. Green. I have had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing something of his work, 
and during the last six months, when 
the Fishery Inspectors have been short- 
handed, his duties have been largely 
increased. He is a member of the 
Congested Districts Board; he is one 
of the Fishery Inspectors; he has 
undertaken personally to conduct the 
most su:.ecsful and important experi- 
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ment that has been made in Galway, 
and I say the highest praise is due 
certainly from every Member of the 
Irish Government to Mr. Green for 
the great services he has rendered. | 
do not think it is necessary for me to 
say more than that, but I certainly 
think so much is due to Mr. Green. 


Coronet NOLAN: With regard to 
this question of gunboats, I would ask 
the Chief Secretary if he would give 
me @ promise to have these fisheries 
looked after as much as the Scotch 
Office look after the Scotch fisheries, 
and to have a few fast gunboats placed 
on the station? 


Mr. JACKSON : I have no hesita- 
tion in promising the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman that I will do everything 
in my power to try and protect the 
interests of the Irish fisheries. 


(11.14.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
I think it is unfair for the right hon. 
Gentleman to charge the hon. Member 
for Mid Cork with having spoken 
slightingly of the Rev. Mr. Green, 
I certainly understood that he has 
done nothing of that kind. So far as 
my information goes the Rev. Mr. Green 
has discharged his duties in a very 
efficient manner, and I only wish the Go- 
vernment would fill their appointments 
with gentlemen who are as efficient as 
Mr. Green. We hear that Sir Thomas 
Brady's place is to be filed by Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes. If Mr. Cecil Rhodes is 
@ speciinen of the Irish Catholics you 
have got to fill positions of this kind, 
all I say is, give me Irish Protestants 
like Mr. Green. Of course, I do not 
intend to continue the discussion on 
this point; but I may point out that 
the Government three years ago, | 
think, passed an Act giving English 
Locai Bodies very extensive powers 
for the management of sea fisheries, 
and created Fishery Boards around 
the whole of the English Coast. 
I wish to support what has been said 
with regard to Irish fisheries. There 
is, however, another matter to which I 
wish to refer,and that is the abolition of 
the office of pong ay nagar to Irish 
lunatic asylums. ere is something 


like an agitation all over Ireland in 
regard to this question, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
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make some statement with reference 
to it. The Trish people were very 
much surprised to learn that this 
had taken place without any 
‘demand for it so far as they were con- 
cerned. I would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that twenty years ago a 
Royal Commission reported in the 
strongest manner as to the advisability 
of continuing the office of visiting 
hysician to irish lunatic asylums. 

o one is in favour of its abolition, so 
far as I can see, except the managers 
of such institutions. It appears to me 
to be absolutely necessary that such 
inspection should be continued in order 
to provide against abuses. I do not 
suggest that the managers of the 
asylums are not men to be trusted, or 
that any impropriety takes place in 
their institutions, but abuses may arise 
unless there is sume outside inspection. 
As the medical profession are against 
the abolition of the office of inspecting 
physician, I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will make some statement 
on the subject. 

(11.19.) Mr. JACKSON: No doubt 
the question which the hon. Gentleman 
has raised has created some amount of 
interest in Ireland. There has been a 
good deal of inquiry into the subject, 
and not very long ago a Com- 
mittee which was appointed reported 
that the whole system of visit- 
ing physicians was not the best 
form of giving protection to the patients 
in the asylums. I cannot, however, 
say that the question is closed, because 
it is, in fact, still under consideration. 
So far as I have been able to judge, 
the balance of evidence is in favour of 
calling in specialists to deal with par- 
ticular cases as they arise. The Com- 
mittee may rest assured that we shall 
endeavour, as far as possible, to arrive 
at the best solution of the difficulty, 
and that no definite action will be taken 
except on the strongest evidence. 

(11.22.) Dr. TANNER: 1 have 
listened with some curiosity and in- 
terest to the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman. The medical superin- 
tendents of such institutions should not 
have the power of calling in whom they 
please. [t would not be to the advan- 
tage of the asylums or the inmates, and 
it would entail more expense than the 
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present system of visiting physicians. 
The right hon. Gentleman showed a 
great deal of common sense when at 
the Treasury ; but since he has under- 
taken the office of Chief Secretary to 
Ireland, he,has not gone into the 
matter in such a rational way as 
formerly. He ought not to have taken 
advice from the authorities at Dublin 
Castle upon this subject. He should 
at once have seen that it would not be 
advisable to supersede the visiting 
physicians, or to leave it to the medical 
superintendents of the asylums to call 
in whom they pleased. I must now 
say a few words with regard to the 
Rev. Mr. Green. I have the honour of 
knowing him, and I wish to say that. I 
had no idea of speaking slightingly 
with regard to him. I had heard 
various criticisms about his appoint- 
ment, and I simply laid them before the 
Committee. I would like to know why 
the right hon. Gentleman attempted to 
ride off upon this side issue? There 
were no less than fourteen competent 
veterinary surgeons to select from, and 
yet the Rev. Mr. Green was chosen as 
Inspector. That is the way in which 
business is being done in Ireland. I 
say that the money to be spent in 
stamping out pleuro-pneumonia in Ire- 
land will be largely wasted for lack of 
competent advice, of which there is 
plenty to be had if only the Govern- 
ment would avail themselves of it. 
(11.27.) Mr. MORTON : It appears 
to me to be somewhat extraordinary 
that the Rev. Mr. Green should have 
been selected as an Inspector in Ire- 
land. In this country we consider 
that ministers of the Gospel are not 
qualified to act as Inspectors of 
Fisheries. We hear of them as being 
sometimes well-qualified in regard to 
hunting, racing, and sporting generally, 
but not to act as business-like officials. 
I should have liked to have had a few 
hours for the purpose of discussing 
this Vote, with regard to the actual 
expenditure itself; but as there is no 
time for doing that, I will only say 
that there is an immense waste of 
money going on under the present 
Government. I wish now to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman a question with 
regard to Mrs. Montagu. Her case is 
one iy hascreated some little feeling 
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in this country as well as in Ireland. 
I am aware that it could be considered 
on the Prisons Vote; but still we 
know very well, especially in regard to 
Treland—— 

THe CHAIRMAN . COURTNEY, 
Cornwall, Bodmin) : is subject can 
be properly considered under the 
Prisons Vote. 

Mr. MORTON : I wish to complain 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s conduct. 
The account of the Prisons Board 
really —— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: That must be 
discussed under the Prisons Vote. 


Mr. MORTON: Very well. Then I 
will discuss it under the Prisons Vote. 
I will only say that in regard to this 
other Vote that it is particularly extrava- 
gant. There appears to be an immense 
sum wasted in Ireland, which I hope, 
in the interests of the taxpayers, we 
shall before many months elapse have 
an opportunity of considering and 
reducing. 


Dr. TANNER: The Chief Secretary 
just now attempted to answer what I 
advanced against one of his Inspectors. 
He told me that he was a Port Inspec- 
tor. On page 181 there is additional 
illustration of what I attempted to 
point out. I am in a position to prove 
that the Inspector is a travelling 
Inspector at a salary of £300 per year. 
I really must complain of the attitude 
taken up by the Chief Secretary, who 
evidently has attempted to mislead the 
Committee by telling it—— 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 


Dr. TANNER: I certainly say he 
was inerror. I do not say he misled 
the House wilfully. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man should try to express what he 
means. 

Dr. TANNER : Certainly. 
expressing exactly what I mean. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! 


Dr. TANNER: I say that one of 
these two travelling Inspectors is a 
Navy man, who draws a salary of £300 
per year. The Chief Secretary told us 
that he was an Inspector at ports, 
which he said was a sort of duty for 

Mr. Morton 


I am 
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which naval men were competent. In 
that way he mixes up two offices which 
are entirely distinct. The gentleman 
whose salary I drew attention to is 
travelling Inspector ; and in order to 
emphasise that fact, I beg to move a 
reduction of £300. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item K, Veterinary Depart- 
ment, be reduced by +£300.”—(Dr, 
Tanner.) 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to, 
5. £1,297, to complete the sum for 


Charitable’ Donations and Bequests 
Office, Ireland. 


6. £103,792, to complete the sum 
for the Local Government Board in 
Treland. 


CotoneL NOLAN: Thereareacouple 
of points to which I should like to draw 
the attention of the Attorney General 
for Ireland. There is one matter in 
connection with the workhouses that 
we feel anxious about—and that is the 
bringing up of the children in the work- 
house. Everything else in connection 
with Irish workhouses is admirably 
well done. In Ireland we do our best 
to bring the children up well, but I 
doubt whether the atmosphere of the 
workhouse is a goodone. It is not that 
they become immoral children; it is 
that they do not like work, anc are 
fond of returning to the workhouse. I 
think the Government might allow the 
workhouses to admit children into the 
industrial schools. Of course, all 
children cannot be committed to the 
industrial schools, but I think that 
many of those who stay in the work- 
houses until they are thirteen or four- 
teen years of age might be admitted. 
I think the form of committing an 
offence as a ground of committal might, 
in regard to workhouse children, be di 
yy with, and the children admitted 
or a small contribution. There is 
another point I wish to ask the Attorney 
General to recommend to the Chief 
Secre ; andI think it is one ripe 
for consideration. It is in regard to 
the fees charged by medical officers in 
Ireland, and there is also the question of 
pensions. We get half the salary, but 
we do not get the pensions. I think if 
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the Government would take into con- 
sideration the possibility of paying half 
the sions, we should be more in- 
i to pension the medical officers 
off. As to the fees charged by medical 
officers. Up to two or three years ago 
the doctors used to c £1 for a 
few visits. On the other d, a man 
moderately well off, by getting a red 
ticket from the workhouse authority 
could compel the doctor to attend for 
nothing. In England you have six- 
penny, one shilling, two shillings and six- 
penny, and five shillings doctors ; but 
in parts of Ireland up to three or four 
ago these were almost unknown. 
e Local Government Board ought to 
initiate some — by which the 
workhouse authorities could by the 
issue of tickets secure that the fee should 
be two shillings and sixpence or five 
Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University): The matter referred to 
by the hon. and gallant Member is 
one which has from time to time en- 
gaged my attention during the last few 
years. I have always thought that 
the system under which children who 
are inmates of workhouses are trans- 
ferred to industrial schools is not a 
satisfactory one, and is capable of im- 
provement. It is a matter I shall be 
glad to consider, but there are statu- 
tory conditions to be dealt with. As 
to the other two matters referred to, 
they will not require legislation. I 
may say that I will take the earliest 
opportunity of conferring with my right 
hon. Friend the Chief Secretary upon 
these questions. 


Dr. TANNER: One other matter 
to which I should like to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on this Vote is 
that of labourers’ cottages. I have 
addressed to the Chief Secretary a 
series of questions on this subject, as I 
find that is a far better plan for getting 
information than on the occasion of a 
Vote of this sort, which is taken at 
twelve o'clock at night. I should like 
to know how it is that there are only 
72 labourers’ cottages built in the 
whole Province of Ulster? I have a 
whole batch of communications here 
from that province complaining of this 
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state of things. In reply to one of 
my questions, the Chief Secre told 
me the Ulster landlords ved 


so well to their labourers that there 
was no trouble whatever with regard 
to labourers’ cottages. Well, Sir, I 
have numerous letters from County 
Antrim, South Tyrone, North Armagh, 
and from other places, stating that a 
more gratuitous insult was never 
offered to the Irish labourers. As a 
matter of fact, in the Ballymena dis- 
trict there are upwards of 350 labourers 
who are not properly housed. To 
substantiate my statement I refer to 
Reports of the Medical Inspectors, who 
state that many of the cottages occu- 
pied by these people are unfit for human 
habitation. If we do not try to remove 
the wrongs from which these men are 
suffering they will by organisation do 
so themselves. They are already doing 
something in this respect, as many 
Ulster Members will find to their cost 
before long. I do hope, whether the 
tenure of office of the present Chief 
Secretary is short or long—and the 
shorter the better for those poor people 
—that an investigation will be made 
into this matter. 


Mr. MADDEN: I must point out 
to the hon. Member that the initiative 
in this matter does not rest with the 
Local Government Board. The Local 
Government Board, however, have 
power to send down an Inspector to 
institute inquiries; and in cases where 
the Local Authorities responsible have 
not, in their opinion, responded to any 
reasonable request for the erection of 
labourers’ cot s, the Act can then 
be administered by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I willcommunicate with 
my right hon. Friend on this matter, 
and I am sure he will inquire into any 
case in which it ap the Boards of 

failed to 


Guardians have do their duty 
in this particular. 
Dr. TANNER: I shall take the 


earliest opportunity of putting the 
Chief Secretary in possession of facts 
relating to the necessity for the erection 
of labourers’ cottages in Ireland. 


Vote agreed to. 
7. £4,001, to complete the sum for 
the Public Record Office, Ireland. 
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' 8. Motion made, and Question 
proposed, 
ae seat sanaanan i 

- yp ny ps Charge which will 
come in ee S Enorta during the year 
endig onthe 3lst day of March 1893, for the 

and oy See in the De ent of 
5 of Collecting Agri ultural aT eiber 
Cc’ 
Statistics in Ireland.” 

“Sm JOHN GORST: I am going to 
move the reduction of this Vote by 
£3,000, because the officers entrusted 
with the Irish Census have carried out 
their duties in so admirable a manner 
that the Returns will be completed in a 
shorter time than was expected. It 
was thought that the staff would be 
employed on the work till October of 
the present year; but I am informed 
that their labours will not extend 
beyond the 30th June. A saving of 
£3,000 will, therefore, be effected on the 
Estimate; and it is in order to mark 
publicly the valuable service thus 
rendered I move the reduction of the 
Vote by the amount I have named. 

. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That a reduced sum, not exceeding 
£12,539, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Sir John Gorst.) 


Mr. SEXTON : I think the course 
proposed is not only unusual, but it is 
very objectionable. The item towhich 
the right hon. Gentleman has referred 
is for incompleted service. The work 
does not expire till September, and it is 
impossible at the present moment to 
say what will be the expenditure. 
What justification is there for the pro- 
posed alteration ? A more reasonable 
course would be to let the Estimate 
remain as it is, and if there is a surplus 
let it go into the ordinary channel. I 
see no justification for the proposal, 

*Sm JOHN GORST: I am sorry I 
failed to make myself clear to the 
hon. Gentleman. When this Estimate 


was prepared it was supposed that q 


the work would be completed on the 
30th September this year, and the 
salaries to the temporary clerks and 
others engaged were calculated on that 
basis. It is now definitély and offi- 
cially stated that the work will be 
completed by the 30th June, and there- 


‘fore thereis in the Estimates a quarter's | 


salary for all these temporary clerks, 


{COMMONS, 





-&c., that will not be wanted, and this 
makes a reduction of £3,000. If we 
had had in January last the know 
which is now in our possession 
Estimates presented would have been 
£3,000 less. I am only asking the 
Committee to pass the Vote for the 
sum of money which is necessary for 
the purpose for which it is designed. 
The hon. Member for Belfast says, Why 
not vote more money than is re- 
quired 

Mr. SEXTON: I never said any- 
thing of the kind. 

*Smr JOHN GORST: But if we vote 
more money than is required we are 
simply taking money out of the 
pockets of the taxpayers. It would be 
utterly indefensible for us to take 
£3,000 which is not required. The hon. 
Member says that if this money is voted 
and not spent it would go into the sur- 
plus in the ordinary way. But if the 
money is voted and not spent and goes 
into the surplus, it will be applied to 
the reduction of the National Debt; and 
I maintain that we have no right to ask 
for a sum of money which we know 
will not be wanted, in order that it 
may go into the surplus. 

Mr. SEXTON : Do I understand 
that the officer in charge of the Depart- 
ment is satisfied that the money will 
not be required ? 

*Smrr JOHN GORST: I understood 
that I stated that. 

Mr. SEXTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman did not by any means make 
that clear in his first. speech. If it is 
merely a Baers of not paying a 
quarter's salary to some persons who 
will be disengaged, I raise no opposition. 

Dr. TANNER: I suppose the work 
has been completed earlier than you 
thought, because of the policy of 
emigration and extermination which 
has been pursued by the Government. 
The Census shows that there are a 
uarter of a million fewer persons in 
Ireland, and this is owing to the abomi- 
nable policy you have pursued in our 
country. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Vote agreed to. 


9. £5,237, to complete the sum for 
Valuation and Boundary Survey, 








Treland. 
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: Cuass IIT. 
10. £46,236, to complete the sum 


for Law Charges and Criminal Prose- | 


cutions, Ireland. 


11. £78,609, to complete the sum for 
Supreme Court of Judicature and other 
Legal Departments in Ireland. 


12. £44,000, to complete the sum 
for Irish Land Commission. 


13. £86,325, to complete the sum 
for County Court Officers, &c., Ireland. 


_ Dr. TANNER: There is, perhaps, no 
object in worrying the Government, 
because we shall have a better way of 
dealing with them before long. But 
I should like to call attention to a 
recent prosecution which was conducted 
before a Resident Magistrate named 
Byrne at Macroom: This man was 
absolutely kicked out of a common 
lodging house in Cork for improper con- 
duct, and yet we find him sitting on the 
Bench nat convicting two respectable 
gentlemen of taking drink in an hotel 
after hours. These gentlemen had 
gone to the hotel to see two friends 
from Cork who were staying there. It 
turned out subsequently that the two 
gentlemen were teetotalers, and had 
never had anything to drink in their 
lives, and the prosecution was cancelled, 
but I think it is most objectionable 
that they should have been left to the 
magisterial care of a man of the dis- 
reputable character of this Magistrate. 


Vote agreed to. 


14. £66,767, to complete the sum for 
Dublin Metropolitan Police. 


15. £832,655, to complete the sum 
for Constabulary, Ireland. 


- Dr. TANNER: I may mention in 
connection with the prosecution to 
which I referred just now, that the 
head constable at Macroom has been 
a kind of agent provocateur in con- 
nection with the whole business. 


Night after night he has been 
spying about, and this prosecution 
was the result of his watching. 


I have before raised the question in 
regard to the same constable, and I 
hope the Government will see their 
way to remove him to some other place, 
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where he will not be such a centre of 
local disturbance. 


Vote agreed to. 


16. £87,018, to complete the sum 
for Prisons, Ireland. 


17. £56,457, ‘to complete the sum 
for Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Ireland. 


18. £4,044, to complete the sum for 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 


Crass IV. 
19. £499,801, to complete the sum 
for Public Education, Ireland. 


(12.18.) Cononzetn NOLAN: In the 
discussion on the Irish Education Bill 
we were told, if we wished to bring any 
fresh classes under the Biil, we ought 
to deal with the maiter on this Vote. 
The Bill is a vanishing quantity, and 
the First Lord of the Treasury is 
constantly putting if off. It has been 
pushed off in many ways, so that I 
would like now to say e few words on 
an important question which is 
agitating the minds of the Irish people 
—the question of the rules of the 
National Education Board under 
which the Christian Brothers are 
excluded from any share of the t. 
The Chief Secretary has been absent 
from the House for some time, but I 
would like an explanation from some 
other Member of the Irish Govern- 
ment, or from the First Lord, of why 
they are excluded, and why steps have 
not been taken tc include the very best 
schools in Ireland. It is admitted 
that the Christian Brothers give the 
best primary education in Ireland, and 
yet the Government insists on excluding 
them from this Vote. In England, 
schools of a similar character get 
grants; I do not say im every case, 
In Ireland these schools are excluded, 
because the Christian Brothers will 
have certain’ religious emblems 
in their schools; but I think a fair 
compromise might be arrived at by the 
introduction of a Conscience Clause in 
all those schools where the Protestants 
have ro school of their own persuasion 
to which they can send their children. 
In the majority ofcases, however, there 
are excellent Protestant schools where 
the Christian Brothers have schools, as 
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in Londonderry, Dublin, and Cork, and 
in these places any money given to the 
Christian Brothers woul spent on 
Catholic children, and would not affect 
the Protestant children in any way. It 
may be said that such a course would 
be against the original policy of the 
national education system. It was 
acon | a aga tae system for 
éurning Catholics into Protestants, but 
that was resisted by the late Arch- 
bishopof Tuam, with the result that now 
it is no longer a proselytising system, 
but varies with the people who work 
it. It might be worked as a prosely- 
tising. system ; it is largely worked asa 
‘denominational system, and in some 
eases asa secular system. It depends 
very much on the Commissioners and 
the Government as to how it is worked, 
and I think the Government might now 
see their way to a compromise, and to 
0 modify the rules that the Christian 
Brothers should have the grant ex- 
tended to them. The chief objection 
has been that they will have a crucifix 
and the statues in the schools, but many 
Protestants do not object to them. I 
do not think Ireland is in a fair position 
compared with England so long as the 
best schools are excluded from the 
grant. There is another point. I am 
informed that in consequence of the 
introduction of the Education Bill, the 
Government are making reductions in 
the allowances to teachers, and I would 
like to ask if that is the case. The 
reductions are small, cheese-paring 
economies, which are injurious to the 
teachers ; and I should like to know if 
they are being made on the ground that 
the teachers will benefit by the Educa- 
tion Bill? 

Mr. JACKSON : There is no connec- 
tion, so far as I am aware, between the 
reductions which the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman has referred to and the 
Education Bill. As regards the other 
question, it is one, no doubt, of con- 
siderable interest; but as I suppose we 
shall have a discussion on the Educa- 
tion Bill, it is hardly worth while going 
into the question now. 

Cotonet NOLAN : I will be satisfied 
with that answer-for the present, on 
condition that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will not throw the question over 
on a future occasion. 

Colonel Nolan 
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(12.30.) Mz. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.); 
I should like to to the right 
hon. Gentleman that he ought to folloy 
the precedent set in England in regard 
to higher grade schools, and establish 
in Ireland higher e schools, under 
which m of higher grade schools 
the Christian Brothers might very well 
come in, taking advantage of the pri- 
mary grant, and also taking advan- 
tage of the intermediate education 
grant. 

Vote agreed to. 


20. £605, to complete the sum for 
Endowed Schools Commissioners, Ire- 
land. 


21. £1,700, to complete the sum for 
National Gallery of Ireland. 


22. £3,028, to complete the sum for 
Queen’s Colleges, Ireland. 


Cuass VI. 
23. £2,213, to complete the sum for 
Pauper Lunatics, Ireland. 


24. £9,224, to complete the sum for 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland. 


Resolutions to be reported To- 
morrow. 


Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


SUPPLY—ARMY ESTIMATES, 1892-3. 
Resolutions [10th June] -eported. 
Resolutions 1 to 16 agreed to. 


CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3. 
Cuass V. 
17. “ That a sum, not exceeding £219,747, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to —- the sum 
to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1893, for the ex- 
penses of Her Majesty's Embassies and Mis- 
sions and of the Consular Establish- 
ments and other expenditure charge- 
able on the Consular Vote.” 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


oe Mr. LEGH (Lancashire, 
S.W., Newton): Upon this Vote I 
should like to obtain some information 
in regard to our Legation at Bucharest. 
Last year, when Sir Henry Drummond 
Wolff was appointed to this post, the 
salary was increased from £2,500 to 
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$3,500, and we were told the Mission 
was created one of the first class. The 
explanation of the circumstances given 
by the then Under Secretary was that 
Sir Henry Drummond Wolff's salary 
was raised on account of his distin- 
guished services ; though, for my part, I 
am unable to recollect any specially 
distinguished services rendered by that 
gentleman. The salary was raised on 
account of the increased importance of 
the Legation. But now I observe the 

y of our Minixter there has been 
reduced by £1,000, and that, I think, 
the House will agree with me requires 
some explanation. Does the post con- 
tinue a first-class Mission? Are the 
services of Sir Henry Drummond Wolff 
really worth more by £1,000 than 
those of any other Minister suc- 
ceeding him at Bucharest, or are 
our relations with Roumania of 
less importance now that Sir Henry 

Drummond Wolff has left that post ? 
Of course, if that is the case, I have 
nothing more to say; but it does ap- 

rtome that an undeserved slight 
os been passed upon our Minister, Sir 
John Walsham, who succeeded Sir 

Henry Drummond Wolff at Bucharest, 
and who was lately our Ambassador to 
China. 

*(12.50.) Tae UNDER SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (Mr. J. W. Lowrner, 
Cumberland, Penrith): I wish I could 
satisfy the hon. Member, but, unfor- 
tunately, this is the first notice I have 
had of his intention to raise this ques- 
tion at this stage of our proceedings, 
and, therefore, he must not think it 
extraordinary if Iam unable to reply 
in detail upon the point he has raised. 
The hon. Member is in error, I think, 
in assuming that the salary of the 
Minister in Roumania is reduced. If 
he will look at the Vote, Class V., 
page 397, he will observe that the 
salary attached to the post is exactly 
the same this year as last year— 
namely, £2,400. There is, therefore, 
no slight cast upon Sir John Walsham 
or any other gentleman appointed to 
the post of Minister to Roumania. 
The hon. Member hasstated that when 
Sir Henry Drummond Wolff was ap- 
pointed he received an extra £1,000 a 
year. I had not at the time the honour 
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of holding the position I now do, and, 
— Tam not able to state when 

e question is sprung upon me the 
pret which induced the Secretary 
of State to increase the salary attach- 
ing at that time to the post at 
Bucharest ; but if I may venture 
to conjecture, it was probably 
due to the fact that Sir Henry Drum- 
mond Wolff had suffered considerably 
in health during his residence in 
Persia, and the extra salary was a 
purely personal one, attaching to him 
during his residence in Bucharest. 
That may be the possible explanation 
on the point upon which the hon. 
Member desires information. But if 
my hon. Friend will put a question on 
the Paper for to-morrow, or a later 
date, I shall be glad to inquire whether 
the reason I have given is correct, or 
whether there are any other reasons in 
reference to the matter upon which he 
inquires. 

(12.52:) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 
S.): I take the opportunity to ask the 
hon. Gentleman for information upon 
two points--first,.whether it is in- 
tended to lay before the House any 
Papers in reference to Madagascar, and 
the various negotiations which have 
been going on with the Governments 
of Madagascar and France; and, 
secondly, when it is proposed to give 
us further information in reference to 
the Persian Tobacco Monopoly and the 
dealings of Her Majesty’s Government 
therewith. 


*(12.53.) Mr. LOWTHER: I can 
only reply with the permission of the 
House. Ido not think there is any 
intention to lay Papers with regard to 
Madagascar. The communications 
which have passed between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the French 
Government have been few in 
reference to this matter. With regard 
to Papers on the Persian tobacco 
question, I can only repeat what 
I nave already said, that as soon as an 
arrangement has been arrived at 
between the Persian Government and the 
Corporation, Papers will be at once pre- 
sented ; but so long as negotiations are 
pending it is impossible to produce 
Papers. They are in a forward state of 
preparation, and as soon as a definite 
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arrangement is come to they will be 
nted. 

(12.54.) Coronet NOLAN (Galway, 
N.): May I ask the hon. Gentleman 
does he still adhere to the statement he 
made the other night that a message 
may shortly be expected from Captain 
Lugard at Uganda? This he said six 
or eight days ago; has he still reason to 
hope that a message will shortly be 
received? I have to-day seen in the 
Press a statement that there isreason to 
suppose despatches have been lost or 
intercepted ; but can the hon. Gentle- 
man say now if we may expect to get 
despatches from Uganda giving us some 
explanation as to the reported extermi- 
nation of the Catholic Mission there ? ” 

(12.55.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 
Mid): I shall be glad if the hon. 
Gentleman can give us any information 
as to the truth of reports published to- 
night of fresh outrages upon mission- 
aries in China. The reports come by 
way of Shanghai and San Francisco— 


“Of renewed outrages upon European 
missionaries in the Fo-kien province, in 
Eastern China, and in Se-chuen, 1,500 miles up 
the Yangtse-Kiang.” 


The telegram says: 


“On April 27, the house occupied by 
missionaries of the Church of England at 
Chin-ho was attacked by a mob, which had 
been assembled by the leading military men of 
the place. After being exposed to insults for 
three hours, Messrs. Johnson and Newcombe 
were rescued by a mandarin and taken to the 
Yamen. Evidence is not wanting pointing to 
the complicity of the mandarin in the riot. On 
May 11 the little mission hospital and dis- 

sary at Kienning were attacked and wrecked 
Ce mob of hired ruffians in the pay of a lead- 
ing literary man of the city. Dr. Rigg narrowly 
escaped death.” 
Last year and this year we had 
discussions in relation to the outbreak 
last year, in which a great number of 
unfortunate people lost their lives. Can 
the hon. Gentleman give up any infor- 
mation? The movement against the 
missionaries in Se-chuen is said to be 
inspired by the Viceroy, and supported 
by the leading inhabitants of the 

© district. 

- (12.56.) Mr. MORTON (Peter- 
borough): I should like to know if we 
are likely to have Papers upon the 
Persian Tobacco Monopoly ealoes the 


Dissolution? I have to thank the hon. 
Member-opposite (Mr. Legh) for men- 
Mr. Lowther 
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tioning the Roumanian Legation. ~] 
took occasion when the Government 
were proposing to pay an extra £1,000 
to Sir Henry Drummond Wolff without 
the consent of Parliament to charac- 
terise it as a job, and now the time 


gives it proof. The £1,000 was gi 
not to the office, but to a political 
friend. This mode of spending the 
taxpayers’ money cannot be too stro 
condemned. This affords proof of 
truth of what I have said on other 
occasions,that the Government do spend 
public money upon purposes of which 
we have no knowledge, and to which 
Parliament has not given assent. No 
explanation was given last year, and we 
find no explanation in the Votes, why 
this extra money was given. Of course 
it is of no use attempting to argue the 
matter now, but I do utter my stro 
protest against this manner of dealing 
with public money—bestowing it as a 
reward for political services rendered 
by a friend in former years. I hope 
the country will endorse the protest 
against giving public money for merely 
Party services. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution agreed to. 


18. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,313, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to er e —— which will 
come in course of payment during the 
ending on the 3lst day of Manche 1898. for 
Expenses in connection with the suppression 
of the Slave Trade, and the Expenses of the 
Maintenance of certain liberated Africans.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


(1.0.) Cotonen NOLAN: On this 
Vote, I should like to ask if the 
Government have advanced any money 
to the East Africa Company for the 
survey of any territory over which the 
Company has any control? Of course, 
questions in relation to Uganda are so 
mixed that it is difficult to say under 
what head they come; but I ask 
the question on this Vote. Has any 
money been advanced for land survey 
in East Africa ? 

*(1.0.) Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I 
did not reply to the previous question, 
because I should have been out of 
Order in doing so. I should be equally 
out of Order in replying to questions in 
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reference to Uganda upon this Vote, 
because it only asks for money for the 
maintenance of Africans in the West 
Indies and at Zanzibar. 
Coronet NOLAN: East Africa? 
*Mr. LOWTHER: At places not 
within the jurisdiction of the East 
Africa Company. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
* Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions 19 and 20 agreed to. 


Cuass VI. 
Resolutions 21 to 24 agreed to. 


Crass VII. 
Resolutions 25 to 29 agreed to. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Resolutions 30 to 33 agreed to. 


Resolution 34 postponed. 


Postponed Resolution to be con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL.—(No. 279.) 
CONSIDERATION. 
As amended, considered. 
An Amendment made. 


Amendment. proposed, 

In page 1, line 26, after the word “ satis- 
faction,” to insert the words “Provided 
always, that no ship shall be detained whose 
owner or agent has given notice to the Board 
of Trade of ths probable date of the ship’s 
sailing, and of the warehouse or piace from 
which the stores, other than water, will be 

ied, in sufficient time to enable the 

to inspect and mark the same stores in 

place, unless defects be 

found therein, and duly reported, and not 

remedied, before the date of sailing.”—(Sir 
Richard Temple.) 

Question proposed, 

words be there inserted.”’ 

*(1.6.) Taz PRESIDENT or THe 
BOARD or TRADE gin M. Hicks 
Bracu, Bristol, W.): 1 must ask my 
hon. Friend not to press this Amend- 
ment. As the clause now stands, there 
18 no reason to suppose that the inspec- 
tion will delay the sailing ; and even if 
the ship is delayed, the owner has a 
remedy against the officers of the Board 
by an action for damages, as in the case 
of other detention without sufficient 
cause. Such actions have been brought 
and damages given, and much care is 

L. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 


“That those 


{13 Junz, 1892} 
‘taken not to detain a ship unneces- 





(Scotland) (No. 2) Bill. 1002 


sarily. I can assure my hon. Friend 
there is no such danger as he wishes to 
guard against. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL.—(No. 379.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question pro e 
“That the Order be disch , and 
the Bill withdrawn.” 

(1.9.} Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : 
I have just a word to say upon this 
Bill. I am sorry the Government 
have abandoned it, since they would 
not allow my hon. Friend (Dr. Far- 
quharson) and myself to go on with our 
Bill. Although we could not accept 
this Bill in the form in which it 
stands, we should not have despaired 
of convincing the House if we had had 
the opportunity that many provisions 
might have been omitted, and the Bill 
might have been reduced to a shape 
iving satisfaction to the people of 
Scotland. I was sorry also to hear the 
First Lord of the asury express 
regret that the Bill had been brought 
in in its present form. It is a pity 
that the Government, havin en 
heart of grace, and recognising the 
right of the people to enjoy their own 
scenery, should be unable to sustain the 
not very high level they managed to 
reach, and I do not think their friends 
the landlords and sporting tenants will 
find they gain anything by this delay. 

(1.10.) Tae FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BawFour, 
Manchester, E.): The hon. Gentleman 
appears to be under some misapprehen - 
sion. He expresses regret that the 
Bill should be withdrawn, and I can 
assure him that the Bill is withdrawn 
mainly because I have received in- 
formation from authentic sources that 
the hon. Gentleman and his friends 
would by no means permit the Bill to 
pass in its present shape. Under the 
circumstances, he cannot be surprised 
that we do not think it is worth while 
to attempt to proceed with the measure. 
As to the hon. Gentleman’s criticism on 

2P 








Bill now, but I cannot agree with his 
statement of the question. It has 
nothing to do with the rights of the 
public, who have no rights in this 
matter; it is a question of privileges to 
be granted, and the persons whose 
— I am anxious to safeguard, and 
which are not adequately protected by 
the Bill as it stands are not those 
whom he has indicated, but sheep 
farmers in many districts of Scotland. 


Motion agreed to. 
Order discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION (re-committed) BILL.—(No. 143.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order for Committee read. 


(1.13.) Taz SECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chat- 
ham): I must object, in fulfilment of 
the pledge given by my right hon. 
Friend, that other than Government 
Bills should not be proceeded with after 
twelve o'clock. 

(1.14.) Sm JOHN LUBBOCK 
(London University): I understand 
that the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board is quite willing that the 
Bill should go through, and there is no 
opposition to it. 

(1.15.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 
Mid): The Government might concede 
a little to one of the leaders of the 
Liberal Unionist Party, a Party which 
has beer such a useful crutch to 
a decrepit Government. 


Committee deferred till To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 9) BILL.— 
(No. 341.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL.—(No. 339.) 
Read the third time, and . 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ape: 


{COMMONS} 
1 | PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 





ORDERS (No. 4) BILL.—(No. 368) 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Ordersconfirmed]; asamended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL.—(No. 369.) 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; as amended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


CLOSURE OF DEBATE (STANDING 
ORDER No. 25.) 


Return ordered— 

“ Respecting epplication of Standing Order 
No. 25 Clonee oe Debate) during i 
Parlismmoutary Paper’ No 0. 168, of Session 

en , No. 0. rs 
1891). eared John Ellis.) 


STATUTE LAW REVISION. 


Report from the Joint Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 258.] 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Return ordered— 


“Of the number of Select Committees 

- 9 in the Session of 1892, includi 
Standing Committees and the Court 

Referees ; the subjects of inquiry ; the names 
of the Members appointed to serve on 
and of the Chairman of each ; the number 
days each Committee met, and the number of 
days each Member attended ; the total 
of the attendance of Witnesses at each 
Committee, and the name of the Member whe 
moved for such Select Committee ; the 
total number of Members who on 


Select Committees (in continuation of, and in _ 


the same form as, Parliamen , No. 
0. 141, of Session 1891).”—(Mr. John Ellis.) 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL 
(No. 276.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS BILL.—(No. 41) 


Order for Second Reading read, ard 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 
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REFORMATORY SCHOOLS BILL. aradnahatiniie at 
(No, 402.) be suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
Order for Second Reading read, and | the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
discharged. Bill read the third time, and passed. [New 
Bill withdrawn. Title.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 174.) 
Order for Committee read, and dis- 


Bill withdrawn. 


™ RECREATION GROUNDS BILL. 
(No. 201.) 
Order for Committee read, and dis- 


Bill withdrawn. 


CATHEDRAL CHURCHES BILL. 
(No. 146.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


MILITARY LANDS CONSOLIDATION 
BILL.—(No. 184.) 

Reported from the Select Committee, 

with Minutes of Evidence, and an 
Appendix [Title amended. ] 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed. [No. 259.] 
Ordered, That the Bill, as amended, 
be printed. [Bill 409.] 


Ordered, That the Bill be re-com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House for To-morrow. 


REGISTRATION BILL. 
(No. 155.) 


Order for Second Reading To-mor- 
row read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


- VOTERS’ 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) BILL. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the London 
County Council (Money) Bill, Standing Orders 
84,214, 215, and 239 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration, provided 
amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(wo. 13) BILL. 

Ordered, That Standing Order 236 be sus- 
pended, and that the Committee of Selection 
have leave to appoint the Committee on the 
Bill to sit and proceed forthwith.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


TELEGRAPHS [ADVANCES]. 

Resolution [10th June] reported. 

“That it is expedient to authorise (a) the 
issue out of the Consolidated Fund of such 
sums, not exceeding in the whole £1,000,000, 
as may be required for the purposes of the 
Telegraph Acts, 1863 to 1889, and of any Act 
of the present Session to make further pro- 
vision respecting Telegraphs, and (b) the 
creation of terminable annuities, for providing 
such sums, payable out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament for the service of the 
Post Office, and, if those moneys are in- 
sufficient, out of the Consolidated Fund.” 

Resolution agreed to. 





RAILWAYS (GENERAL REPORT). 


Copy presented,—of General Report 
of the Board of Trade on the Capital, 
Traffic, and Expenditure of Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for 
the year 1891 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 

Copy presented,—of Statistical Ab- 
stract for the United Kingdom in each 
of the last fifteen years, from 1877 to 
1891, 39th Number [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES). 

Copy presented,—of Statistical Ab- 
stract for the Colonial and other Pos- 
sessions of the United Kingdom in each 
of the last fifteen years, from 1877 to 
1891, 29th Number [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 
Copy presented,—of Return as to the 
Capital, Traffic, Receipts and Working 











1007 Telegraphs 
panies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1891 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MERCANTILE MARINE (COLOUR 
TESTS). 

Co nted,—of Report upon the 
Colour Tests used in - wiper sa 
of Candidates for Masters’ and Mates’ 
Certificates of Competency and others 
in the British Mercantile Marine, with 
Appendix (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, C. 6437) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


SHIPPING CASUALTIES (1890-91.) 

Returns presented,—of Shipping 
Casualties which occurred on or near 
the Coasts or in Rivers and Harbours 
of the United Kingdom, from the Ist 
July, 1890 to the 30th June, 1891, &c., 
with Charts and Appendices [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


WAGES (POLICE, ROADS, GAS, AND 
WATER). 

Copy presented,—of Return of Rates 
of Wages paid by Local Authorities and 
Private Companies to Police, and to 
Workpeople employed on Roads, &c., 
and at Gas and Water Works, with 
Report thereon [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented,—of Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for England for the 
year 1890-91, Part I. (Poor Rate 

turn and Valuation for Poor Rate), 
and Part II. (Accounts of County 
Councils and Pauper Lunatic Asylums) 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCIENCE AND ART). 

Copy presented, — of Thirty-ninth 
Annual Report of the Department of 
Science ny Art, being that for the 
year 1891 [by Ciena to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (OPIUM). 
Address for— 
“ Return showing the consumption of Opium 
and its Preparations in British India during 


1890-91 (in continuation of the Table given on 
Pegs 20 of the Return [C. 6,562] of Session 
).”"—(Mr. Lewis Fry.) 


{COMMONS} 
Expenditure, &c., of the Railway Com- | 









CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
(IRELAND) [GRANT]. 


ee, a ae eae ing the 
ymen' of moneys 
Fictiomset, of on inetenned quae Gara 


purposes of the Contagious Diseases (Animals) 
Acts in Ireland (Queen's 
signified), To-morrow.—(Mr, Jackson.) 


NAVY AND. ARMY EXPENDITURE, 


and De- 
ficiencies upon Navy and Army ts for 
from the Treasury by the Novy sf Aamy 

m ry avy and Arm 
Departments to the Expenditure not provided 
for in the Grants for that year, To-morrow,— 
(Sir John Gorst.) 

Ordered, That the Appropriation Accounts 
for the Navy and Army De ts which 
were ted upon the 16th and 18th da 
of February last respectively be referred to 
the Committee. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS (ENGLAND 
AND WALES) (FIRST SENTENCES). 
Order [6th July, 1891] for Address 

for Return relative thereto read, and 

discharged. 


1890-91. 
Committee to consider the Sa 


MOTIONS. 





BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND (Pay- 
MENTS) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, Bill for making further vision re- 
era | certain payments to the Banks of 

ngland and Ireland, and for other purposes 
connected with those Banks, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer and Sir John Gorst. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 406.} 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS KELIEF) 
BILL. 

On Motion of Sir John Gorst, Bill to amend 
“The National Debt Act, 1870,” ordered to be 
brought in — John Gorst and Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. 

Bill presented, andread firsttime. [Bill407.} 


TELEGRAPHS BILL COMMITTEE. 


Ordered, That Mr. Shaw Lefevre and Sir 
Richard Temple be added to the Select Com- 
mittee or Telegraphs Bill.—(Sir James Fer- 
gusson.) 


It being after One of the clock, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put till To-morrow. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
after One o’cloek. 
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HOUSE OF LOBDS, 
Tuesday, 14th June, 1892. 





HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS THE DUKE OF 
YORK’S PLACE IN THIS HOUSE. 


Report from the Committee for Privi- 
, that His Royal Highness the 
Duke of York has place and precedence 
in this House next after His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Connaught and 
Strathearn, and before His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Albany, His 
Royal Highness the Duke of Cam ridge, 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, the 
Lord Chancellor or Lord Keeper of the 
Great Seal, the Archbishop of York, 
the Lord President of Her Majesty's 
Privy Council, the Lord Privy Seal, and 
all other Dukes, and that Her Majesty 
may direct His said Royal Highness to 
be placed in a chair or seat, to be pre- 
for him, on the left hand [of the 
loth of Estate, if such _ be Her 
Royal pleasure ; made, and agreed toJ; 
rt rose and adju accordi re 
and Resolution and Judgment to be laid 
before Her Majesty by the Lords with 
White Staves: Ordered, that the pro- 
ceedings of the Committee for Privileges 
be printed. (No. 171.) 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 72 and 
82 be suspended for the remainder of the 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing, read. 

Lorp CARRINGTON : My Lords, I 
beg to move the Second ing of the 
London County Council  eagnec a 
Bill. The Bili as it stands proposes 
that a tramway should be laid from the 
dead end on Surrey side of West- 
minster Bridge to come over the bridge, 
then turn to the right, and go 
along the Embankment as far as a pro- 
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(Tramways) Bill. 1010 
posed new street to be called Horse 
Guards Avenue, which is aot yet made. 
The houses in Parliament Street, how- 
ever, arein course of demolition, and the 
Horse Guards Avenue will go from the 
Horse Guards through to the Embank- 
ment, and, being a sixty feet road, it 
will make a very fine road forming a 
junction between Whitehall and t 
Embankment. The tramway terminus 
or dead end is to*be placed before the 
tram gets to the Horse Guards Avenue, 
so that there will be no block of the 
traffic whatever, and it will relieve the 
great congestion of traffic and remove 
the danger that at present exists on the 
Surrey side of Westminster Bridge. 
My rds, I was not aware, till I 
came down to the House, that there 
would be any o ition to this Bill; but 
I have a tol that there is a certain 
amount of opposition, which may, per- 
haps, be occasioned from not Pt ath 
knowing what the County Council pro- 
pose to do. I will, therefore, venture 
first to take the opposition to the Bill 
as it stands itself. Thereare only three 
Petitions against it. One is from the 
Metropolitan District Railway Com- 
pany, who appear to be apprehensive 
of losing a certain amount of traffic. I 
venture to think that that apprehension 
must be very small. I am s i 
under correction, but I believe I am 
right in saying that the fares are the 
same from Westminster Bridge Station 
as they are from Charing Cross Station 
to the Mansion House ; anyhow, there 
might not be the same number of 
people in the train, yet, at the same 
time, the Railway Company would not 
lose any money. Then there is an 
opposition from the Vestry of St. Mar- 
garet, Westminster. They seem to be 
apprehensive of the trams getting into 
ictoria Street. Well, my Lords, 
when there is any question of the trams 
tting into Victoria Street, that, per- 
ps, would be the best time to discuss 
the question. There~ is no question of 
the trams getting into Victoria Street or 
anywhere else. The terminus or dead 
end, as I said before, is at the end of 
Horse Guards Avenue, and there is no 
question I venture to think that need 
be discussed. Then the other Petition 
is from the frontagers and dwellers in 
the houses on the Embankment, who 
are chiefly I think represented by St, 
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Stephen’s Club. The Club pointed out 
that it would be a great detriment to 
them to have this tramway going past the 
door, and the chief objection that they 
made was that. in wet weather people 
waiting for the trams would run and 
shelter themselves under the portico, 
which would be a great inconvenience 
to the members of the Club. Now 
there is no portico at all at St. Stephen’s 
Club, sothat I think the members may 
consider that that danger is not verygreat. 
And the frontagers are backed up by the 
Tramways Defence Association, which 
is an Association interested in ordinary 
wheel traffic, and that is the old ques- 
tion rather, as in the old days, of 
coaches against railroads. I may say 
briefly that the congestion of traffic at 
the end of Westminster Bridge is not 
only inconvenient, but it is a great and 
positive and serious danger. Besides 
the 55,000 passengers carried every 
week in omnibuses over Westminster 
Bridge past this dead end, there are 
200,000 passengers every week who 
have to get out of the trams and walk 
over the bridge. It does not matter 
-what the weather is ; they must get out 
in the middle of the road, women and 
children, and walk through the mud; 
and all these 200,000 individuals 
have to walk across the bridge every 
week because they are unable to 
proceed any further. To help those 
“sea there are the halfpenny omni- 
uses which your Lordships may see,— 
the little red omnibuses which carry 
ten persons, and which it is calculated 
pass the end of Parliament Street 777 
times a day. Now if the tramwa 
was allowed to pass this House an 
was made up to this end, all those 
omnibuses would be run off the road 
of course ; but I think I can put the 
case in a nutshell by just quoting 
what Mr. Street, of the Lambeth Vestry 
ve as one of his answers before the 
Select Committee of the House of 
Commons. He puts the case very 
clearly— 
_ “Sometimes three or four cars are waiting 
at the dead end, sometimes in addition three 
omnibuses come from the West End, two 
come from the Elephant and Castle, a half- 
penny ’bus takes up passengers, and another 
one delivers on the other side, 
and a heavy vehicle comes u cay ye 
atthe Y Road, besides o traffic. 


marvel is how there are not a large number of 
accidents in that place. It is to the credit of 


Lord Carrington 


{LORDS: 









(Tramways) Bill. 
the police and those who have the 

that it is not so. It is a question not only of 
inconvenience, but of danger.” 

If it isa danger ona fine day your 
Lordships can imagine what a terrible 
inconvenience it must be ona snowy 
wet day such as we sometimes have, 
The statistics that I have given to the 
House were taken on the 6th, 7th and 
8th March last, which the House 
will remember were the most stormy 
days that we have had during the 
year, when the snow came down and 
there was a& blizzard. Now, 
my Lords, I will very briefly state who 
are in favour of this proposal. The 
Lambeth. Vestry, to begin with, are 
strongly in favour of the Bill. Then 
there is a Petition signed by sixty 
thousand inhabitants of South London. 
I know that sometimes Petitions are 
thought very little of; but this is a 
bona fide genuine Petition signed by 
sixty thousand inhabitants of South 
London, to whom it would be a 
manifest and great advantage; and 
Colonel Ford, who represents the 
North Lambeth Division on the 
London County Council, speaking for 
his constituents, says that the feeli 
is very strong in its favour. But 
venture to think that what the House 
will consider the thing most in favour 
of the Bill is that there’ will be no 
extra charge for this extra half-mile. 
All that we propose to do is to 
run the tramway a little over four 
furlongs, and it will cost no more 
to go to the dead end on the 
Embankment than it does to go to 
the dead end on the Surrey side of 
Westminster Bridge. And when you 
come to think that a great many of the 
female workers in the Strand, in 
Regent Street, and all round that part 
of London, come from the South of 
London, if they can be carried through 
the winter for that half-mile at the 
same rate that they are now carried it 
will be a great advantage to them—a 


| great many of them are not able to 


afford the halfpenny omnibus; they 
have to trudge across the bridge in alt 
weathers—I think those facts will 
satisfy the House. And knowing what 
& great benefit it will be to Walworth, 
Peckham, Brixton, and the whole of 
the district of South London, I venture 
respectfully to hope that your 
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Lordships will not make ‘any serious 
ition to the Bill, or, at any rate, 
if any of your Lordships think they 
cannot support the Bill, that you 
will allow it to pass the Second 
Reading, when it will be referred 
to a Select Committee who will 
in go inte the merits and demerits 
the case; and then your Lordships 
will have an opportunity, if the Select 
Committee allow it to go through, of 
throwing out the Bill, if you are not 
satisfied that what I have said is abso- 
lutely correct. With great respect, in 
the interests of so many people in the 
South of London, I most earnestly ask 
your Lordships to be enough to 
assent to the Second ing of the 
Bill. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
."—(The Lord Carrington.) 


*Lorpv LAMINGTON : My Lords, I 
beg to oppose the Motion of the noble 
Lord. I have not the advantage; like 
the noble Lord, of being spokesman for 
the London County Council; but I am 
pretty confident that I should have been 
more likely to have had a seat on that 
body if I had thonght it worth while 
in my speech to mention the fact of the 
tramways being constructed on the 
Victoria Embankment. With regard 
to the history of this Bill in the other 
House, perhaps I may just briefly 
allude to it. The Bill only sed 
the Second Reading in the House 
of Commons by a majority of two; 
and on the Third Reading it was 
by misadventure that it happened 
to be unopposed in a House of five 
Members. Your Lordships would 
rather perhaps that I considered the 
demerits of the Bill itself than the 
actual procedure that took place in 
the other House ; but I thought it was 
just as well to mention these particular 
points to your Lordships. With re- 
gard to the Bill itself; there are two 
especial considerations. First of all 
what are the particular disadvantages 
of the proposed tramway, and also 
what necessity is there for its construc- 
tion? There are two insuperable dis- 
advantages connected with all tram- 
ways with which, of course, your Lord- 
ships are very well acquainted : the dis- 
advantage that is applicable to a 
carriage or a cart, or an apple woman’s 
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donkey cart, that in crossing a tram- 
way line there is always a amount 
of skidding; and, secondly, there is 
the disadvantage of the rigidity of the 
course of the tramway line. And with 
to this line I might quote the 
Report of the Highways Committee of 
the London County Council of last 
year, in which, taking into considera- 
tion the Bill that was then before the 
House of Commons, promoted by a 
Tramways Company, they said— 

“It has been impossible to exclude from our 
consideration the fact that the proposed line 
would involve the occupation by what may be 
described as an inelastic c of a most 
important bridge and a thoroughfare which 
has been constructed at enormous expense at 
the cost of the Metropolis.” 


That is the Report of the Committee 
of the London County Council itself, 
describing this traffic as most in- 
elastic. And I might also quote the 
Report of a celebrated engineer, Sir’ 
John Fowler, when in 1872 there wasi 
a Joint Committee of both Houses for’ 
the purpose of considering the various 
proposed tramways throughout the 
Metropolis, in which he gave evidence 
with regard to this particular tramway 
line across Westminster Bridge. Now 
Sir John Fowler was asked— 


“ Do you think it would be ble to bring 
the tramcars across the c upon West- 
minster Bridge ?” 
and he replied— 


“TI think it would be very dangerous, and 
at certain periods of the day almost im- 
possible.” 

Evidence to the same purport was like- 
wise given by Sir Joseph Bazalgette ; 
and the Report of the Committea was 
condemnatory of any line across West- 
minster Bridge. Now the noble Lord 
has referred to the existing block on 
the Surrey side of the bridge; but if 
this Bill were passed there would be 
an equal block brought about by the. 
junction that would be created between ’ 
the present South London Tramways 
Company and the London Tramways; 
Company. Their two lines would : 
united; and it is impossible to conceive 
that you can have a junction effected 
between these two tramway lines with- | 
out a great block and stoppage perhaps 


| of all the traffic at that particular 


point. The noble Lord in his remarks- 
quoted the evidence of someone—F” 
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did ‘nut gather whom—who said that 
if it were not for the police it would be 
impossible for the traffic at the present 
time to bé contirftied along the Surrey 
side of the bridge. My Lords, it is 
certainly to be’ regretted that when 
this Bill was in Committee in the other 
House there was no evidence of the 
police taken with regard to the ‘traffic 
over Westminster Bridge. The private 
petitioners against the Bill could not 
obtain the evidence of the police, 
because they said they were Govern- 
ment officials, and the Chairman of the 
Committee for some reason did not 
think it necessary to take their evi- 
dence ; but it would have been very 
important to have heard what the 
police, who are the superintendents of 
the traffic of our streets, would have 
said. As it is now proposed that the 
tram line should be put on either side 
of the roadway, all the traffic would be 
bound to go over one of those tram 
lines, and you would have Westminster 
Bridge, on which is focussed most of 
the traffic going to one of the terminal 
stations in London, the station, I 
believe that carries more passenger 
traffic to and from than any other station 
in the Metropolis—you would have the 

ater part of that traffic centred upon 

estminster Bridge, and all the dis- 
advantages that are consequent upon 
any tramway line would be most 
severely felt in that particular locality ; 
and, even if there were any strong case 
in favour of the Bill, I still say that 
this particular locality renders it most 
unsuitable for having any tramway line 
running along it. . Now the present 
Bill, as it is presented to your Lord- 
ships’ House only proposes to take the 
tramway line to the other side of 
Westminster Bridge; but the Com- 
mittee of the other House in their 
Report stated that they were un- 
willing to extend the tramway along 
the Embankment beyond what is 
necessary for another terminus. There- 
fore those two furlongs running down 
the line can only be considered as 
another terminus—I admit a long ter- 
minus; but according to the Report 
of the Committee it is only proposed 
that the tramway‘should exist for the 
sake of the traffic coming across the 


bridge. I maintain that it is an equal 
isadvantage for people, if they have to 
Lord Lamington 
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get out of a tramway and get into an 
omnibus, whether , do so at one 
end of the bridge or: other. The 
peoplé coming over the bridge go ‘to all 
parts of London,—but they do not go 
along the Embankment; perhaps -a 
certain number do go by the District 
Railway, but the District Railway Com- 
pany should know their own interests ; 
and we have the District Railway Com- 
y as petitioners against the Bill. 
Therefore we must assume that there 
would not be any great part of this 
traffic that would 3 diverted into-the 
Und und Railway. If-then this 
Bill only proposes to take people across 
the bridge, it is natural enough that 
people will alight not at the end of the 
tramway, but at the end of the bridge; 
and therefore you would hgve the trams 
standing at the very point where it, j 
least desirable that they should stand, 


at gs one at which a few years 
the Metropolitan Board of Works 
got a Act for removing a 


small ventilator of the District Railway 
Company at a cost of £7,000 or £8,000, 
so bothersome was this ventilator to 
the general course of traffic. And I 
say if the London County Council 
are anxious to do a good work in the 
Metropolis let them curtail the present 
lines of the Tramway Company and 
put them rather further back along the 
York Road so that you might have an 
uninterrupted traffic to Waterloo 
Station. But if it is objected by the 
promoters of the Bill that it will also 
assist people going down the Embank- 
ment to Chasing Cross, and elsewhere, 
I should like any of your Lordships 
just to look at a map of London, and 
you will see that this reach of the 
river by Westminster is -really north 
and south, and not east and west. 
Take a point down at the Borough— 
take the Obelisk—no man in his senses 
would think of coming across by West- 
minster Bridge to get to Charing Cross 
or the Strand; would come by 
Waterloo Bridge if he were driving, or 
by the foot of Hungerford Bridge 
to Charing Cross, running with 
the railway. Iam not talking of those 
portions of Lambeth that lie rather to 
the south-west ; but the great mass of 
the dense reer of the South of 
London wo 

the Hungerford Bridge, or W 
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Bridge, if they wanted to to any 
rtion of London east of Chari 

. And if this is only in theory, 
can say that I myself a Sunday or two 
ago thought I would go and stand 
down by the corner of Westminster 
Bri and watch, on a beautiful 
Sunday evening, when you might 

ine that people would go by the 
Em ment, see what percen 
of the people went along the Embank- 
ment, and what number went along 
Bridge Street; and I calculated about 
seven per cent. turned down the 
Embankment. But I may say that 
the Vestry of St. Martin-in-the- 
Fields took statistics with regard 
to the number of people going 
along the Embankment from South 
London, and on 5th May between the 
hours of five a.m. dnd nine p-m., out of 
5,564 persons crossing only 270 went 
along the Embankment; and it is 
evident to anybody knowing what the 
Embankment is, that none of the work- 
ing classes, or only a very small propor- 
tion, would go along the Embankment 
itself. And another proof that there is 
no traffic that way is that there are no 
omnibuses running there. We know 
that omnibuses are numérous enough 
in the Metropolis, and, if there were 
any likelihood of their paying, there 
would be an omnibus from the present 
termination of the tramway to take 
people along to Charing Cross; but 
they do not exist; and therefore we 
may fairly assume that there is no traffic 
that way. It may be asked why the 
London Council Council want to take 
their tramway along the Embankment 
if there is not likely to be any passen- 
ger traffic ; and it is very hard to say 
at first sight. It is not ‘likely that the 
members of the National Liberal Club, 
or even Constitutional Club want the 
tramway; there must be some deeper 
reason for it ; and it is that the County 
Council want a starting point from 
which to have a general system of 
tramways throughout the West End of 
London. But my Lords, there is no 
likelihood of this present line being 
worked. The Tramway Companies at 
the present'time refuse the conditions 
of the London County Council. Accord- 
ing to the —o of the Committee of 
the House of Commons up to 1898, 
when, if the Bill passes, they will get 
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full power to work over any other tram- 
way in London, the tramway shall not 
be worked by the’ London County 
Council unless it is found that they are 
unable to obtain an inadequate rent. 
I understand that they have come to 
some agreement about the rental, 
£1,000 or £1,300, with the Tram- 
way Company; but what the Tram- 
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way Company stick at is the ten 
hours’ limit per day, and there they 
are at a dead-lock. Supposing even 


the County Council were to get permis- 
sion from the Board of Trade under 
these circumstances to work the line 
themselves, is it likely that they would 
incur the expense of starting their own 
staff of men, stables, cars, horses, and 
all the rest of it, to work four furlongs 
and an odd number of yards? Besides, 
even if they did, that would involve 
the changing of the passengers from 
the system of the Tramway Compan 

to that of the London County Council. 
The fact of the whole thing is that it is 
an abortive scheme ; it is a still-born 
child, this production of the London 
County Council ; there would be lying 
a decaying nuisance along the Embank- 
ment until such time as it may have 
some life infused into it by a general 
system of tramways throughout the 
whole of the West End of London. 
Then it may indeed become the heart 
centre, the great starting point for all 
the tramways of the West End. There 
was evidence given by thé Chairman 
of the Parliamentary Committee of the: 
London County Council, I think at the 
County Council itself, in which it was 
distinctly stated that the Council tried 
to get trams along Victoria Street, and 
that with regard to Parliament Street 
they would leave it an open question ; 
and a Member of the House of Com- 
mons, I think it was Lord Compton, 
said that it was a necessity for joining 
the southern and northern systems of 
tramways in the Metropolis. Therefore 
you would have probably the tramways 
from Moorgate Street, the tramways 
from Gray’s Inn Road, and the tram- 
ways from Hampstead Road all con- 
verging towards Charing Cross; and 
thence there would be other tramways 
radiating out of Victoria Street, and 
through the West End. If your Lord- 
ships think it desirable to have tram- 
ways throughout the West End, then 
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you must vote for this Bill; but other- 
wise you should not pass this Bill, 
because it is only an excuse for making 
@ great centre for a general tramway 
system. And I may*remind your 
Lordships that at the present time 
Electric Subway Train Bills are 
being promoted which would most 
effectual deal with this particular 
district. There is one Bill in particular 
for a subway running under the river 
right up to the North of London, up by 
the Hampstead Road. Now with re- 
gard to the evidence brought forward 
either in support of, or against the Bill, 
of course the owners of frontages are 
strongly hostileto the Bill. I may also 
say that St. Thomas’s Hospital is 
strongl i? to the Bill, and, ifthe 
noble ca quoted the Vestry of 
Lambeth as being in favour of the Bill, 
it is also omen legitimate to quote 
the Vestries of St. Margaret’s and St. 
John’s, Westminster, as being strongly 
opposed to the Bill, and as being 
petitioners against it. And I think the 
noble Lord quoted Colonel Ford as being 
in favour of the Bill, as representin 

Lambeth on the County Council; and 

might equally quote General Sir Charles 
Fraser, who is strongly opposed to the 
Bill, and who said that he had the 
unanimous support of all the trades- 
people in the Westminster Bridge Road 
against the Bill. My Lords, let me 
then 4 ma sum up the points as I have 
put them to you. First of all, that the 
-Inconvenience created by the tramway 
would outweigh any real benefit ; 
secondly, that the traffic down the Em- 
bankment is a minimum amount, and 
there is no prospect of the line being 
worked; that it has been stated in 
evidence that the desire of the London 
County Council is to extend the tram- 
way system throughout the West End ; 
an that there is likely soon to be 
a most efficient way of increasing loco- 
motion throughout the Metropolis by 
means of electric railways. trust, 
therefore, that your Lordships will not 
be led away by any appeals that you 
are doing a benefit to the masses who 
reside in South London. It has not 
been proved that the Bill would be a 
benefit; and, even if it were a benefit, 
it would be a benefit in no proportion 
to the injury that would be Fst. to the 


general public of the Metropolis. My 
Lord Lamington 


‘LORDS§} 
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Lords, I beg to move that the Bill -be 
read a second time this day six months. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
(“now”) and add at the end of the 
Motion (‘this day six months ”).— 
(The Lord Lamington.) 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
think there is one consideration which 
ought to weigh very strongly with your 
Lordships, and that is that this Bill 
has been before a Select Committee of 
the other House, and has been carefully 
considered by that Select Committee 
who, after hearing the evidence, re- 
ported in its favour. Your Lordships 
are asked in the case of a Bill, the im- 
portance of which cannot be denied, 
after what has been said by 
my noble Friend near me, and even by 
the noble Lord opposite, to reject the 
Bill without hearing evidence, without 
having any means of guiding your 
Lordships to a conclusion, although 
the Committee of the other House, 
after hearing evidence, have reported in 
its favour. What will be the result? 
Your Lordships will be said to have 
determined to proceed not upon evi- 
dence, but without evidence, to reject 
the Bill which the other House upon 
evidence determined to pass. Surely, 
by so doing, your Lordships will 
put yourselves in a position extremely 
to be deprecated. The result of reading 
this Bill a second time will merely be 
that it will go to be investigated by a 
Committee of your Lordships’ House ; 
and, if those who promote it do not 
establish their case, and, if those who 
oppose it can show that, upon the 
whole, this Bill will not be a public 
advantage, then the Committee will so 
report ; and if, on the other hand, the 
Committee report to the contrary, and 
your Lordships’ Committee come to 
the same. conclusion as the Com- 
mittee of the other House, it will 
still be in your Lordships’ power to 
act ; but then you will be acting with 
evidence before you, and with the 
means of judging. I am not going iato 
the merits of the Bill at this stage; I 
think it undesirable to discuss its 
merits ; I am at the moment not in a 
position to do so; but I do 
to your Lordships to let the determina- 
tion of this question be a determination 
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when you have the evidence and can: 
act upon it, and not before. 

- Tae CHAIRMAN orCOMMITTEES 
a Karl of Moruzy): My Lords, I 

0 not cama ape gs we 2 eo 
sa much with regard to this Bill; 
I Leal only point out to your Lord- 
‘ships that it is unusual, to say the least, 
to reject a Bill of this kind without) 
‘allowing it to go to a Committee. I 
admit further that this Bill does not stand 
‘absolutely on the same footing as many 
Bills of the kind, because no doubt it 
is connected with an important thorough- 
‘fare that is well known to your Lord- 
ships. At the same time the House 
must remember that it comes from an 
‘important body ; it is promoted by an 
important representative body, the 
County Council of London, and it has 
been by the House of Commons. 
I do not wish to say that that is to have 
anextreme weight with your Lordships, 
but I think it must have some weight 
with you, and should deter you, at any 
rate, from rejecting a Bill on the 
Second Reading without allowing it to 
go toa Committee. The course would 
-be an unusual one, and I venture to 
think in the present case, it would be 
somewhat unfortunate. I would re- 
mind the House that after the Bill has 
gone through a Select Committee, 
where the many points that have been 
brought before your Lordships by the 
noble Lord, who moved the rejection 
of the Bill, may be fully considered, 
there will still . an opportunity for 
the House, if it thinks fit, to reject the 
the Bill on the Third Reading. 

Tae Eart or CORK anp ORRERY: 
My Lords, having had some experience 
of Private Bill legislation in this 
House, and perhaps being now one of 
the oldest Members of it, I can only 
bear my testimony to the fact that 
during the time I have been in this 
House I do not remember any course 
being taken similar to that which is 
now preposed by the noble Lord oppo- 
site—with one exception, and that was 
taken by the late Earl of Derby, when 
he moved the rejection of a Bill which 
had for its purpose, if I am rightly in- 
formed, the erection of an arcade, 
somewhat similar to the Burlington 
Arcade leading out of Bond Street. 
The House on that occasion rejected 
ihe Bill on Second Beading; but the 
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difference between that Bill and this 
one was very important, because that 
was a Bill that ori in this 
House, and did not come up, ds this 
a “4 rary from the ete House. 
ve looked in vain for any t 
for the course ted by the ne 
Lord opposite, and I think it woul 
really be a very us course ; ard 
I venture to hope that the House will 
seriously consider before they take the 
step they are asked to take this evening. 


*Lorp LAMINGTON: If this Bill 
does go toa Select Committee would 
the noble Lord who brought in the Bill 
allow it to be an undertaking that no 
objection shall be made to any peti- 
tioner appearing before the Committee ? 
Very few people have a locus standi 
in the matter. The roadway of the 
bridge and of the Embankment be 
entirely to the London County Council, 
and therefore it is possible for the Ves- 
tries of St. Murgaret’s and St. John’s, 
Westminster, who practically are 
chiefly interested in the Bill not to be 
allowed to ap before the Com- 
mittee. But, if the pre would 

to their bei te) to & 3 
ala any other men army then Pill 
withdraw my Motion. 


Lorpj CARRINGTON: I eahniot 
bind myself to do exactly what my 
noble Friend wishes; but I can’ bind 
myself so far as this: that the London 
County Council will cause no objection 
to be placed in the way of any persons 
who wish to oppose the Bill, and who 
have any valid reason to show why it 
should not be passed into law. 


Tue Eart or MORLEY: May I 
be allowed to point out that the noble 
Lord cannot bind the Committee? The 
noble Lord can bind himself not to op- 
pose the locus standi of any person who 
wishes to appear before the Committee ; 
but it rests with the Committee alone 
to decide who shall appear before 
them. 

On Question, whether (‘ now”) shall 
etand part of the Motion, resolved in 
the affirmative. 

Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted : TheCommittee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 
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ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
ing, read. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Haussury) : My Lords, the Accumula- 
tions Bill has been sent to me with a 
request that I should move the Second 
Reading in your Lordships’ House. 
The circumstances are somewhat 
peculiar. An Accumulations Bill came 
up to this House on a former occasion 
to which I objected _very much, and it 
was negatived, but I said at the time 
that if certain parts of the Bill had 
been by themselves I should have had 
no objection to raise to the Second 
Reading. That course has been adopted 
pega by the other House, and the 
Bill is sent up here retaining only very 
limited enactments, to which, certainly, 
I have no objection ; and I suppose it 
is in consequence of what I said on that 
occasion that it has been expected that 
I should move the Second Reading. I 
have no objection to doing so, and 
under these circumstances I ask your 
Lordships to let the Bill be now read a 
second time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°."—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


*Toe Eart or SELBORNE: My 
Lords, as the Bill stands it seems to 
aim at an improvement, though only 
@ very small improvement, in the law. 
And this leads me to say, that I hope 
those who in any future Session may 
have the conduct of business in your 
Lordships’ House may consider the 
propriety of reviewing in a larger spirit 
the whole law, I do not say of accumu- 
lations sc much, as of the kindred 
subject of perpetuities, with a view to 
putting it into a better form than at 

t. I will take the liberty of 
suggesting that the present power of 
accumulating might well be confined, 
not to any abstract number of lives 
arbitrarily selected and twenty years 
afterwards, but to lives interested under 
the settlement; that accumulations 
should only have relation to persons 
entitled under the settlement, and 


‘should not be allowed to go on any 


arbitrary footing. And another point 
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which I think worth i is 
whether the present law of remoteness 
is not unnecessarily severe by destroy. 
ing, as against persons who come into 
existence — due ee of time, all 
isions which might com 
Sy aiaediens of the same aan aie 
persons, who either actually or possib 
come into existence at a time 
those limits. I have no doubt the law 
on that general subject does deserve 
revision, and that it might be usefully 
revised in those directions. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
when I invited your Lordships to read 
a second time a Bill dealing with this 
same subject some time ago now, my 
noble and learned Friend on the Wool- 
sack induced your Lordships to refuse 
to give it a Second Reading, and the 
Bill. was lost. I cannot help thinking 
that, if the Bill had been allowed to be 
read a second time, and had been put. 
into a better shape, the legislation which 
is admitted now to be necessary, and 
which has now some three years after- 
wards been brought before your Lord- 
ships’ House, might have passed intolaw 
in a better shape than is at present 
proposed. My Lords, I am not going to 
oppose this Bill—TI take au instalment 
whenever I can get it, and look for 
better things hereafter; but I cannot 
profess to be satisfied with a provision 
which forbids the accumulation of 
money to be laid out in land; that is 
to say, that you may not direct the 
money to accumulate for so many 

ears in order that it may be laid out 
in that particular way, but may allow 
of its accumulation in anotherform. I 
think these accumulations with a view 
of piling up huge fortunes, leaving the 
persons, whose children may hereafter be 
entitled to them, in the meantime in & 
very unsatisfactory position, are bad 
things in themselves ; they are bad 
whether it applies to money to be laid 
out in land or in any other ye But, 
my Lords, I accept this Bili, of course, 
as it now stands and shall not attempt 
to extend its scope, with this exception, 
that, as it stands, it seems to me it is so 
drawn as to admit of the whole object. 
of the Bill being very easily, and satis- 
factorily, defeated by anybody who 
wants to defeat it. Tha words are 
these in Clause 1 :-— 
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“No after the passing of this 
Act, retin or ee of any property in such 
manner ren profits, or 
income thereof shall be wholly accumulated 
for the purchase of land only.” 
In order to come within the Act it 
must be “ wholly accumulated for the 
of land only.” Therefore if 
you except from the accumulation any 
gum however small—if from an estate 
that brings in £50,000 a year you 
except £5. year, and direct it to be 
ed to something else than land, 
the clause is not applicable, and there- 
fore you have allowed the accumula- 
tion of all the rest. I cannot think 
that that was the intention with which 
the Bill was framed ; but, if it is not 
the intention, it seems obvious that 
some amendment is needed. Then, 
with regard to the second clause, I do 
not know whether I rightly understand 
its effect. I am not sure whether that 
is intended which seems to result from 
the language used ; but is it intended, 
I would ask my noble and learned 
Friend, that this clause should be 
retrospective? The first clause says, 
it is true— 
“No shai] after the of thi 
Act, ostlte or dispose of any pro : sas 
but then the second clause says this— 


FM ne A case wihoee sop semmmeiation for 
y longer period shall have been directed, 
such direction shall, as from the passing of 
this Act, be null and void, and the rents, 
Saees oe eeeee co ented fe be 
shall go to and be received b 
such person as would have been enti 
thereto if such accumulation had not been 


Your Lordships may alter the law so 
as to forbid accumulations in future ; 
but where it has been legal to direct 
an accumulation of this descripticn, 
and a person has made his provisions 
accordingly—it may be not wishing 
the person who would become en- 
titled under this clause to come 
into possession of it—it seems to 
me rather a strong thing to make 
such a provision as this retrospective, 
and to say that from the passing of 
this Act all this provision, lawfull 

and well made, shall not be towed, 
but shall cease, and that the property 
shall no longer go as disposed, but 
shall go to such persons ‘“‘as would 
have entitled thereto if such 
accumulation had not been directed.” 
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Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: With 
regard to the first of my noble and 
learned Friend’s criticisms, I am 
disposed to with him that the 
word “ wholly” ought to be omitted. 
With regard to the second, I confess 
I entertain no doubt that the clause is 
intended to be retrospective in this 

: that all that is done under it— 
all that has been accumulated under 
it—I presume would not be touched by 
the Act, but that all accumulations 
that are to be prevented by the Act, 
such as accumulation of land, would 
be unlawful after the passage of the 
Act ; and in that sense, although the 
step had been taken many years ago, 
it would be unlawful. it is the 
intention of the framers of the Act 
that it should be in that sense netro- 
spective, and I agree with my noble 
and learned Friend that it is so. 
Whether it ought to be so or not isa 
question for your Lordships to deter- 
mine. For myself, I am bound to state 
candidly what my impression of the 
effect of it may be, and I think that is 
what would be the effect. The House 
of Commons, I think, passed this 
Bill without any objection at all; and I 
believe it is not one of those Bills that 
were passed absolutely in silence; I 
rather think it has been discussed. 
But whatever Amendments may do in 
Committee in this matter your Lord- 
ships will, of course, consider the 
arguments on both sides of the subject. 
I should be very reluctant for your 
Lordships to reject the Bill on the 
Second Reading, because it might be 
considered that I had not practically 
advanced the interests of this Bill by 
anything that I said in its favour. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: With regard 
to the discussion on this Bill, my 
Lords, I received a communication 
from a Member of the other House 
who takes a great interest in the 
subject, and who put down certain 
Amendments, especially with regard to 
the retrospective effect of Clause 2,. 
and he informs me that the Bill came 
on suddenly and unexpectedly in his 
absence, so that he was not able to 
bring them forward. 

Tue Earn or SELBORNE: fF 
certainly understand the clause not to 
be retrospective. 
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Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Friday next. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


- Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

Tae Marquess or LOTHIAN: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill is to 
bviate the inconvenience of the dela 
that sometimes occurs in the Hig 
Court of Justiciary (Scotland) from 
there being no power in that Court to 
hold two Courts in Edinburgh at the 
same time. That power exists already 
in the Court on Circuit. The Bill con- 
sists of one clause only, which is toeffect 
that object. I ask your Lordships to 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°."—(The Marquess of Lothian.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 

ingly, and committed to a Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


- Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

Tue Marquess or LOTHIAN: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill is to clear 
up certain doubts as to the effect of the 
Housing of Working Classes (Scotland) 
Act. That Act repeals the Artizans’ 
and Labourers’ Dwellings Improve- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1875, under which 
in certain burghs in Scotland Pro- 
visional Orders have been obtained and 
schemes entered into; but in conse- 
quence of the repeal of that Act those 
burghs have had the greatest diffi- 
culties, because certain undertakings 
had been entered into by the Local 
Authority in the burgh, and by the re- 
— that Act those schemes have 

een hung up, and cannot be safely 
continued unless that difficulty is re- 
moved. That object will be effected 
by the second clause in the Bill. There 
is another clause which has been in- 
serted to alter the definition of an 
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Urban Sanitary Authority as defined 
by the Act of 1890 so far as regards 
Scotland. Under Section 
2, of that Act, it is provi that the 
assessment of any improvement scheme 
should be levied only within the parish 
or parishes in respect of which such em» 
penses are incurred. That provision ig 
appropriate enough in rural districts, 
but in burghs where there are more 
than one parish it introduces a novel 
and undesirable system of rati 
which it is intended to remove by this 
clause, the effect of which will be to 
put the assessment on the whole burgh, 
and not on the individual parish. i 
think with that explanation I may ask 
your Lordships to give the Bill a 
Second Reading. 


Moved,‘ That the Bill be nowread 2.” 
—(The Marquess of Lothian.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMEND- 
MENT BILL [#.1.]. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing, read. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Lord Knursrorp): 
My Lords, I have to ask your indul- 
gence in moving the Second Reading of 
this Bill, because, owing to some 
block apparently in the printer's 
department, it has only at this 
moment come down from the printer's 
office. As your Lordships are aware, 
certain Colonial Stocks may be in- 
scribed in this country, after certain 
regulations have been complied with, 
under the Colonial Stocks Act, 1877. 
The Colonial Authorities have hitherto 
always transferred, and they a much 

refer to transfer, their Colonial Stock 
by deed ; but Section 4 of the Colonial 
Stock Act, 1877, provided a special 
form of transfer for Stock inscribed 
under that Act; it was to be done by 
a note on the register. By some mis- 
understanding or overlooking of the 
effect of Section 4 certain Colonial 
Stock, which has been inscribed under 
the Colonial Stock Act, 1877, has been 
still continued to be transferred by 
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Statute Law 
deed. This. Bill has a double object : 
first, to provide, as the Colonial Go- 
yernments very much desire it, for the 
continued transfer of Stock although 
inscribed under the Cclonial Stock Act, 
1877, by deed; and, secondly, to heal 


conte arg which has unfortunately 
with respect to some Colonial 


Steck that has been inscribed under 
the Act of 1877. I ask your Lordships, 
therefore, to give the Bill a Second 
Reading. 


- Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2*.”’ 
—(The Lord Knutsford.) 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
my attention has been called to the 
aificulty to which the noble Lord has 
alluded, and I think this is eminently 
& case in which a measure of this sort 
should be passed ; there has been an 
oversight ; a considerable amount of 
property is affected by it; and no mis- 
chief can be done by validating that 
which has been done. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 

ingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

Tue Marquess or LOTHIAN : My 
Lords, I have to apologise somewhat for 
asking your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading to this Bill to-night, because it 
has not yet been circulated ; it has just 
been pete’ but I am afraid your 
Lordships have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity of considering its provisions. I 
have the less difficulty, however, in 
asking your Lordships to give the Bill 
& Second Reading now, because I have 
already introduced this Bill in two Ses- 
sions, and your Lordships have passed 
the Bill on those two occasions. I need 
not therefore go into detail about the 
Bill beyond saying that there are two 
main alterations in it as compared with 
the Bill which your Lordships passed 
last year and the year before. The 
first of these provisions is that whereas 
in the Bill of last year it was proposed 
to give the Secre for Scotland power 
to divide Scotland into four fishery 


districts, for the purpose of each of 
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those districts returning a member to 
the Fishery Board, and for other pur- 
, it is now proposed under this 

ill to divide Scotland into five dis- 
tricts, so that the Fishery Board will 
consist of ten instead of nine members 
as pro last year. The second 
alteration is one perhapsof rather more 
importance. It is proposed to give the 
sea fishery districts power to form 
sub-committees in their several dis- 
tricts, and one of the main powers 
either of the Fishery Board itself, or 
which they could delegate to sub-eom- 
mittees, is the power of acquiring and 
dealing with mussel beds on the coast 
of Scotland. Your Lordships are no 
doubt aware of the diffieulty that 
there has been, that exists now, 
in obtaining mussel fishery beds on the 
coast of Scotland, especially on the 
east side; and one of the main objects 
of the Bill is to try and arrange for a 
cultivation of mussel beds, and putting 
them under the authority of the 
Fishery Board of the sentientes fishery 
district; so that the fishermen may 
with greater ease obtain the bait 
necessary for their calling. Another 
provision under Section 4 of the Bill is 
that money will be voted by Parlia- 
ment for the necessary expenses which 
will be incurred under the Act if it is 
put in force.. My Lords, I think I need 
not explain further the provisions of 
the Bill. As your Lordships have not 
had an opportunity of seeing it, I shall, 
of course, be prepared on the Committee 
stage to give any further information 
for which your Lordships may think 
it necessary to ask. With these obser- 
vations I beg to move that the Bill 
now read a second time. 

Moved “ That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(The Marquess of Lothian.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. , , 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [H.%] 
House in Committee (according 


order); Bill reported without Amepg 


ment: Standing Committee n egatiygy* 
Then Standing Order No. XX¥e 
considered (according to order), 
dispensed with: Bill read 3*; Xf 
Amendments proposed by the Sell 
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Committee made : Bill passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 

_ Read 2* (according to order); Com- 
mittee negatived; and Bill to be read 
3* on Thursday next. 


BILLS OF SALE BILL [4.1]. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments: The Report 
thereof to be received on Thursday 
next; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 173.) 


INFECTIOUS HOSPITALS BILL [H.L.]. 

A Bill for enabling County Councils to 
promote the establishment of hospitals for the 
reception of patients suffering from infectious 
diseases— Was presented Lord,Thring ; 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday next. (No. 174.) 


EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* 
on Monday next: (The Lord Ker [M. 
Lothian]). (No. 175.) 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* 
on Thursday next: (The Lord Elphin- 
stone.) (No. 176.) 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1* ; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Friday next: (The Lord Privy Seal 
[Z. Cadogan]). (No. 177.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 13) BILL.—(No. 178.) 
Brought from the Commons; read 

1*; to be printed ; and referred to the 

Examiners. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL.—(No. 179.) 
Brought from the Commons; read 

1* ; to be printed ; and referred to the 

Examiners. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL.—(No. 180.) 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


{LORDS} 





EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL 
[H-L.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): An Amendment made: Stand. 
ing Committee negatived: Then Stand. 
ing Order No. XX XIX. considered (ae- 
cording to order) and di with: 
Amendment reported: Bill read 3*, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON. 
FIRMATION (No, 4) BILL [u.1,]}. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Amendments made: Standi 
Committee negatived: then Standing 
Order No. XXXEX. considered (ac- 
cording to order) and dispersed with: 
Amendments reported: Bill read 3, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 

FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL [#1]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived : 
Then Standing Order No. XX XIX. con- 
sidered (according to order) and dis- 
pensed with: Bill read 3*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 4) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 

committed to a Committee of the 





Whoie House on Thursday next. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS <No, 5) BILL, 
Read 2* {according te order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (BATHGATE 
WATER) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 

Whole House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6) 
BILL, 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 

Whole House on Thursday next. 


ALLOTMENTS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Seven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, 14th June, 1892. 





QUESTIONS. 





OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF 
CORPS, 

Mr. KING (Hull, Central): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
India, in view of the fact that by 
Furlough Rules published to the In- 
dian Army in November, “1868, the 
Indian Government laid down that 
officers of the Staff Corps should draw 

on furlough 
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“half their Indian pay calculated at the rate 
of 2s. per rupee,” 

and 

cirnse eas eat se 
would ipso facto become subject to the Rules 
° ; 

that in 1871 the Government altered 
the Furlough Rules, so that furlough 
pay was “calculated at the exchange 
of the day”; and that retrospective 
operation been practically given to 
the Rule of 1871 by applying it to the 
case of officers previously joining, i.e., 
in 1869, 1870, from the British Army 
who have not signified assent to any 
later set of Furlough Rules than those 
of 1868, whether the Secretary of State 
will give directions that officers who 
joined the Staff Corps under the Rules 
of 1868 and have elected to remain 
under them shall have their furlough 
pay at the rate of 2s. to the rupee as 
promised them on joining ? 

*Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport) : The Secre 
of State has nothing to add to the 
answer which was given to a similar 
question on the 19th March, 1891. 
The matter has been repeatedly de- 
cided by successive Secretaries of State 
in Council, and as no new facts have 
been adduced, the Secretary of State 
does not consider that he would be 
warranted in disturbing their decision. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
PENSIONS. 
Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is now the 
number of pensioners of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary receiving a lowér pension 
than that to which they claim to be en- 
titled by reason of the general adoption 
of the recommendations of the Com- 
mission of 1872, with respect to in- 
crease of the rates of pension payable 
to men at that time serving in the 
force ; what is the annual amount in- 
volved in the claim of this particular 
class; whether they correctly repre- 
sent that, whilst the recommendation 


in their as to pension has been 
di , the recommendation as to 
pay had been acted upon during their 
continuance in the Service; and 


whether their case will be re-con- 
sidered ? 









*Tae SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham 
(who replied): My right hon. Frien 
has asked me to answer this question. 
I ame the hon. Member refers to 
a Commission which reported in 1866, 
and I assume that the pensioners in 

uestion are those who retired from 
the Force between August, 1866, and 
August, 1874. I do not possess the 
information asked for in paragraphs 
dand2. It is not the fact that the 
recommendation of the Commission as 
to pension has been disregarded. 
There is no intention of re-opening the 
ease, which has been carefully con- 
sidered on more than one occasion. 


SALE OF POSTAGE STAMPS ON MAIL 
STEAMERS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
oman : I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether he is aware that all 
German mail steamships, in accord- 
ance with the Postal Union arrange- 
ment, are provided with German 
stamps for sale to passengers, and that 
the passengers habitually post letters 
bearing these German stamps in Eng- 
lish ports, the work of dealing with 
such letters being partly performed by 
our Post Office, while all the profit 
falls to Germany ; and whether he will 
consent to entrust £20,000 or £30,000 
worth of British stamps to the owners 
of our steamships carrying the mails 
to America, and to the Orient and 
Peninsular and Oriental Companies 
carrying the mails to India, the Hast, 
and Australia, on sufficient guarantees 
being given in respect of payment for 
them, so that every British mail 
steamship may become, in effect, a 
travelling British post office, the pas- 
sengers being privileged to post their 
letters in ary port touched at in the 
world ? 

*Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Sir James Ferercusson, Manchester, 

.E.): The arrangements made by 
the German Post Office for the sale of 
German stamps on board the packets 
referred to are well known; and there 
is no reason for supposing that pas- 
sengers post letters ing German 
stamps in English ports. If they did, 
such letters would be chargeable on 
delivery as unpaid letters. The fact 
which my hon. Friend probably has in 
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view is that, on board of each of the 
packets in question, there is a German 
travelling post office, at which 

are Siting and — are 

travelling post office makes the letters 
up in closed mails, which are landed a¢ 
the most convenient port. Such mails, 
for instance, are landed at Southamp- 
ton from the German mail steamers on 
the way from Bremerhaven to New 
York. The British Post Office main- 
tains no travelling agency on board 
any of its mail steamers. Mail 
contractors, however, supply their pas- 
sengers with stamps, both British and 
foreign, when they. touch at foreign 
ports; and the Post Office has not 
heard of any difficulty in obtaining 
stamps on board British mail 

or of any necessity to allow its con. 
tractors a credit stock of stamps. On 
and after the 1st July there will .be no 
occasion for passengers on board 
British steamers, posting letters on the 
high seas, to obtain any but British 
stamps. 


BONDED WAREHOUSES AT 
DUMFRIES. 


Mr. SEXTON: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the Inland Revenue Department, on a 
plea of ecenomy, have intimated their 
intention, in the exercise of their powers 
under the Act of 1881, to discontinue 
their licence for the bonded warehouse 
of Messrs. Lennox, Dumfries ; whether 
the Department, however, since the 
passing cf the Act of 1881—namely, in 
1885, granted a licence to the Glasgow 
and South Western Railway Compan 
for a bonded warehouse at Dumfries, and 
in 1891 a similar licence for a warehouse 
at Dumfries to the Caledonian Railway 
Company; whether these two ware- 
houses, being less centrally situated 
than that of Messrs. Lennox, will 
entail a much greater expenditure for 
proper supervision by the Department; 
and whether, having regard to the prac- 
tically unanimous opinion of the 
trade in -Dumfries, the Department 
will re-consider their intention with 
regard to the licence granted to Messrs. 
Lennox ? ; 

Tae CHANCELLOR ‘or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.Goscuan, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): The facts in, 





the question, are, in the ‘main, correct 
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Postmen’s Good 
except that economy was not the only 


— for the action taken by the In- 
Re 


venue Department. The 
will not entail a much expendi- 
ture for supervision. essrs. Lennox 
have written to the on the 
subject, and their letter is now under 
my consideration. 


THE COMMONWEAL. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM 
Lanark, N.W.): I to ask the 
a; of State for the Home De- 

ent if he would explain to the 

by whose authority the police 
entered the office of a paper called the 
Commonweal, and took away the type : 
and what means the editor must adopt 


‘to regain possession of it ? 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tae HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Matruews, Birmingham, E.): The 
type in question was seized by the 
police at the same time as Mr. Nicoll was 
arrested for the libel printed from it, as 
one of the implements used in com- 
mitting the offence. Since the convic- 
tion of Nicoll various persons have 
claimed the type, the title to which ap- 

doubtful ; and Mr. Vaughan, the 

olice Magistrate, has issued a sum- 
mons against the police, on the hear- 
ing of which the true owner will, no 
doubt, have the type restored to him. 
The police are anxious to get rid of it. 


SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION AT 
ASHENDON. 


Mr. LEON (Bucks, N.): I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education, whe- 
ther he is aware that the school 
children of the village of Ashendon, 
near Aylesbury, above the age of 
seven years have to walk two miles to 
attend the school at Wootton Under- 
wood, and that Her .Majesty’s In- 
spector reports that— 

* “The existing schoolroom at Ashendon is 
not suitable for more than a small number of 
infant children ” ; 

and whether the Education Depart- 
ment will require the Ashendon school 
managers to make adequate provision 
for all the children in the schoolroom 
in that village ? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL (Sir W. Harr Dyxz, Kent, 
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Dartford): In the absence of notice, I 
have been unable to ascertain the 
facts of the case referred to by the 
hon. Member, but I will cause inquiry 
to be made. I may say, however, that 
I do not think that two miles is an ex- 
cessive distance for older children to 
to go to school, as the hon. Member will 
see by reference to Section 74 of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870. 


ROYAL NAVAL ARTILLERY VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether any decision has yet been 
arrived at as to the amount of com- 
pensation to be paid for drillsheds, 
uniforms, and headquarters of the 
Brighton Corps of the Royal Naval 
Artillery Volunteers, which was con- 
sidered as long ago as 2nd March last ; 
and when the Report of the Committee, 
appointed under the Admiralty Order 
of 13th November last, may be ex- 
pected ? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord Grorce Hamitton, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The Committee 
in question have now completed their 
inquiry into the financial position of 
the various corps of the late Royal 
Naval Artillery Volunteers, and they 
will be able to submit their general 
Report to the Admiralty in the course 
of the next ten days. The apparent 
delay in presenting their Report is due 
to the fact that the Committee visited 
the headquarters of the Brighton Corps 
first of all, and since then they have 
been making the round of the other 
stations. 


POSTMEN’S GOOD CONDUCT STRIPES. 


Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether he is able to inform 
the House as to his answer to the 
Petitions of the London postmen, 
‘* Zone 1,” forwarded to him in April 
last ; and whether he can now consent 
to restore the good conduct stripes to 
those postmen who were deprived of 
them two years ago for violating the 
rule of the de ment which prohibits 

stmen attending outdoor meetings to- 

iscuss their grievances ? 








“Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : It has 
been determined to increase the 
maximum of the wages of these post- 
men from 32s. to 34s. a week. The 
answer to the other points of their 
Petition will be promulgated imme- 
diately. The question of restoring good 
conduct stripes to the postmen who 
have broken rules in this and other 
respects is being considered. 

Mr. HOWELL: I would press the 
right hon. Gentleman on this point. It 
is a long time since this violation of 
the rules occurred. 

*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : I have 
for some time had under consideration 
the propriety of restoring good conduct 
stripes to men who have lost them for 
various offences; but in a large Service 
one has to be very careful, in taking 
such a step in individual cases, to con- 
sider how far it will reach. I shall, 
however, lose no time in dealing with 
the cases. 


THE SHILLELAGH UNION ELECTION. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
han, N.): I to ask the Chief 
retary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Local Government Board refused to 
nt a sworn inquiry asked for by Mr, 
Treo Byrne, a candidate at the last 
election of Guardians of the Shillelagh 
Union, into the conduct of that election, 
on the und that the Board con- 
‘sidered fap ese Hos of the return- 
ing officer satisfactory ; whether he is 
aware that Mr. Byrne made certain 
charges against the returning officer of 
having disallowed eight votes duly re- 
corded for him, and allowed certain 
other votes, which he alleges were 
illegal, for his opponent, Mr. Casey, 
whom he dec elected by a majority 
of two votes, and that Mr. Swed 
charges the returning officer with 
having acted as a isan of Mr. 
Casey, and states his willingness to 
support his charges and allegations on 
oath if the inquiry is granted; whether, 
under these circumstances, he will re- 
commend the Board to re-consider 
their decision, and grant a sworn in- 
5 ony as in the case of Cork, where, as 
this case, forgery and other mal- 
practices are alleged ; and whether he is 
«aware that since the refusal of the 
Board to grant the inquiry, Mr. Byrne, 









the defeated candidate, has sent to the 
Local Government & sworn 
declaration in support of his charges, 
and that Mr. Thomas on m, whose 
votes were disallowed by the returning 
officer on the ground that they were 
signed with his mark, and which, if 

owed, would have given Mr. Byrne 
a majority of legal votes, has also for. 
warded to the Board a sworn declara- 
rong that he me write, and that 

is votes were filled for Mr. Byrne 

his authority, and his mark slashed 
to each ? 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
I am informed that the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, having 
received from the candidate men- 
tioned an affidavit in support of 
his statements respecting the case 
of Mr. Thomas Kingston, have 
ordered a sworn inquiry to be h 
into the circumstances of the election. 


MR. WENYON’S CLAIM AGAINST THE 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT. 

Apminan FIELD (Sussex, East- 
bourne): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he can now state in detail the 
particulars of the Report received from 
our Minister at Pekin relative to the 
result of his representations addressed 
to the Chinese Government in the 
matter of the outrage vommitted by 
Chinese officials at Canton in February 
last upon the property of a British mer- 
chant, by name Mr. Wenyon, in violation 
of the Treaty of Tientsin, whereby he 
haa suffered loss to the extent of over 
seventeen thousand dollars ; and whe- 
ther Her Majesty's Government, if 
satisfied of the justice of his claim, will 
insist upon reparation being granted 
for the outrage in question ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith): A strong Instruction was 
sent at the end of February last to Sir 
J. Walsham to call the attention of the 
Chinese Government to the case. 
There has hardly been time to receive 
a Report of the result of his communicie 
tions with the Tsungli Yamen, but the 
matter will not be lost sight of by Her 
Majesty Government. 


ae! 
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. Apmrman FIELD: As : know a 
Wenyon is now in England, it may 
oan that he should be allowed 
an interview, so that he may state his 
own case at the Foreign Office ? 

' Mr. LOWTHER: Yes, I think that 
will be desirable, and I shall be glad if 
the gentleman will call. 


RETIRING PENSIONS UF LIEUTENANT 
COLONELS, 


Sm CHARLES FRASER (Lam- 
beth, N.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he will 
explain on what grounds a non- 
purchase Lieutenant Colonel is per- 
mitted to retire on a pension of £420 a 

ear immediately on his retirement 
wl the command of a regiment, while 
a purchase Lieutenant Colonel is com- 
to remain on half-pay for five 
years on £200 a year, if unemployed, 
unless he repays to the Government 
the over-regulation value of the com- 
mission he heid on the abolition of pur- 
chase, varying from £2,500 to £4,000, 
although he may have served many 
years longer than the non-purchase 
officer, a although he has sunk for 
ever sums such as £1,800 to £4,500 ? 

Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
tHe WAR OFFICE (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The rule, so far as 
it affects purchase officers, is in exact 
accordance with the recommendation 
of the Royal Commission over which 
Lord Penzance presided, and has been 
in force ever since. It could only be 
abrogated by re-considering the provi- 
sions made on the recommendation of 
Lord Penzance. 


EMIGRANTS TO BRAZIL. 


Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.): 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if the atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government has 
been drawn to a letter ublished in 
certain English papers (and reproduced 
in the Jornal do Commercio, of Brazil), 
bearing the signature of E. Drolke 
Fasciotti, Brazilian Consul at Cardiff; 
whether it is a fact, as stated in that 
letter, that emigrants, who do not wish 
to remain in Brazil, are even entitled 
to be sent back at the cost of the 
Government; whether Her Majesty's 
ent are aware that any of the 
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unfortunate persons, who were induced 
to emigrate to Brazil, have been re- 

i to this country at the cost of 
the ago ; and whether Her 
Majesty's Government are prepared to 
iay upon the Table of the House any 
further correspondence on this subject 
which has taken place since the pre- 
sentation of No. 20, Commercial, 
1891 ? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government has 
been drawn to the letter in question, 
and Her Majesty's Minister at Rio 
de Janeiro has been instructed to ascer- 
tain from the Brazilian Government if 
the statement attributed to their Consul! 
at Cardiff is — or otherwise. 
Further correspondence _respecti 
emigration to Brazil will be souneal 
for Parliament. 


LONGFORD POST OFFICE, 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) 
(for Mr. Timotay Hearty, Longford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General what is - “wages of the delay 
in pee with the new t office 
at Longford ; and when will the work 
be completed ? 

*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: I in- 
formed the hon. Member for Longford 
on the 3rd inst. that fresh plans for 
the proposed new post office at Long- 
ford were under consideration. I regret 
that these fresh plans have not proved 
to be satisfactory, and some farther 
discussion will be necessary in regard 
to them, No time is being lost in the 
matter. 


RETIREMENT. OF THE LENAMORE 
POSTMASTER. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (for Mr. 
TrimotHy Heaty): I beg to ask the 
Postmaster General if he will explain 
whether Mr. Henry Doran, who 
for nearly forty years was post- 
master at Lenamore, County Longford, 
and who was obliged to retire through 
old , has been refused a pension ; 
and, if so, why ? 


*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
postmaster retired from ill-health, and 
the circumstances being such that he 
did not give his whole time to the De- 
partment, he has no claim toa pension. 


2k 








Petroleum in 





1043 . 


EXTRA POLICE IN COUNTY KIL- 
KENNY. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) (for 
Mr. Cuance, Kilkenny, 8.): I to 
ask the Chief Secre to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why six or eight 
extra police have been quartered on 
the district of Kilmoganny (Callan), 
County Kilkenny ; will the people be 
called on to pay for them, and what 
outrages have been committed to justify 
this burden ? 

Mr. JACKSON: The Constabulary 
Authorities report that it is the case 
that there has been a temporary in- 
crease of six in the number of police at 
Kilmoganny station. The increase has 
been provided from the force already 
in the county, and there will, therefore, 
be no increased charge on the local 
rates. This temporary strengthenin 
of the local force has been rendere 
necessary to prevent the intimidation 
of a man who was occupying evicted 
farms. 

Ds. TANNER: Is it not the case 
that the man referred to has himself 
applied to have the extra police with- 
drawn? Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that he has signed an affidavit, 
witnessed by the local Protestant 
clergyman and others, stating that his 
mind was seriously affected when he 
made the application, and that he is 
still subject to fits of mental aberra- 
tion ? 

Mr. JACKSON: If that is so, it is 
the more necessary that he should have 
protection. : 

Dr. TANNER: But will not the 
right hon. Gentleman rather have the 
man taken care of in a lunatic asylum 
than excite the hostility of the people 
by inflicting more police upon the 

- locality ? 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM 
cece W.): I beg to ask the 
nder Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the police 
‘rights of Egypt over the Suez Canal 
and its ports, he will give the assurance, 
after communicating with the Ottoman 
and Egyptian Governments, that, in 
the event of the Provisional Regulations 
of the Suez Canal Company authorising 
_eargoes of bulk oi! to pass through the 
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take not to issue any laws or bye-laws 
relating to the commerce of petroleum 
in Egypt? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The hon. 
Member asks me to give an assuran 
that the Ottoman and Egyptian 
Governments will not make any 
Regulations for controlling the sale of 

troleum within the limits of 

gyptian territory. The Egyptian 
Government, Seaienk: is free Pop 
its own domestic legislation in the 
matter, and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment could not therefore either use- 
fully or properly interfere. 


Mr. ABRAHAM: I beg to ask the 
Under Secresary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, having regard to the 
14th Article of the Concession of the 
Suez Maritime Canal Universal Com- 
pany, dated 5th January, 1856, which 
guarantees neutral passages to any 
merchant vessel crossing from sea to 
sea without any distinction, exclusion, 
or preference whatever for persons or 
nationalities, he will inform the House 
under what words in this Article the 
Suez Canal Company have the right, 
without the sanction of the Sublime 
Porte and Egypt, to exclude any class 
of steamer and any class of cargo, as 
they now for the first time seek 
to do? 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Her 
Majesty’s Government are not re- 
sponsible for the decisions of the Suez 
Canal Company ; but as I understand 
their contention, it is to the effect 
that, being charged with the safety of 
the Canal and its adjuncts, the Com- 
pany declines, on the ground of the 

anger which might arise in the event 
of an accident, to permit the passage 
of petroleum bulk ships except under 
very stringent Regulations. If those 
Regulations are complied with no 
distinction, exclusion, or preference for 
persons or nationalities will arise. 


Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that under the Provisional Regulations 
of the Suez Canal, that Company pro- 
poses to prohibit from passage on the 
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Suez Canal British owned Bay amy 
complying with the Provisional Regu- 
ek od built in the United King- 
dom under a British classification ; 
and whether he will take steps to 
vent effect being given to the pro- 
illegal Provisional Regulations 
pending the action which has been 
raised in the ReypGen Courts against 
the Suez Canal Company for misuser 
of its Charter ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: So long as 
the tions are complied with the 
Canal Company has no power to pro- 
hibit from passage through the Canal 
any British owned or other vessels. 
The legality or illegality of the Regula- 
tions is the subject of an action in the 
Egyptian Courts, and pending their de- 
cision Her Majesty’s Government are 
not prepared to invite the Company to 
prejudge the question by preventing 
the Rules from coming into force. 


Masor GeneraL GOLDSWORTHY 
Hammersmith): I beg to ask the 

nder Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that in 
December last, before the Provisional 
Regulations were issued, a Petition was 
signed by shipowners representing over 
5,000,000 tons of shipping, protesting 
against the passage of petroleum tank 
steamers through the Suez Canal ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: A Petition 
was presented to the Suez Canal Com- 
pany in December last, a copy of which 
willappearin the Papers which I hope to 
lay upon the Table in the course of a 
day or two. I cannot say how many 
tons of shipping the signatories to the 
Petition represent, but a considerable 
number of se signed it. 

Masor Generat GOLDSWORTHY: 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Suez Canal ares ag has the right to 
make regulations or bye-laws in excess 
of the powers given under its con- 
cession ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: The reply 


to the hon. and gallant Gentleman’s! +45+ the maximum requirements of 


| the Barracks were stated not to exceed 
| 16,000 gallons per diem, and the Local 
| Authority undertook to supply 2,800 


question is in the negative. 


BALLINCOLLIG WATER SUPPLY. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
why no reply has been given by the 
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War Office to the Guardians of the 
Cork Union on the subject of the 
Ballincollig water supply ; whether the 
supply of 25,000 gallons daily is 
sufficient ; and whether they are aware 
that the work is being delayed in 
consequence of the procrastination of 
the Military Authorities ? 

Dr. TANNER had notice also of 
the following question: To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War: Office 
whether he is aware that the Local 
Government Board will not sanction 
the issue of the loan for Ballincollig 
Waterworks until the Military Autho- 
rities have fixed a maximum number 
of gallons per diem as their require- 
ment; whether, at the commencement 
of the correspondence on this subject, 
the maximum requirements of the 
Barracks were stated not to exceed 
16,000 gallons per diem; and whether 
the present water supply in the 
Barracks has been almost wholly 
condemned by military medical autho- 
rities ? 3 

Mr. BRODRICK: I will answer 
the two questions of the hon. Member 
at once. The letter from the solicitor 
of the Cork Guardians came through 
the General Officer commanding in 
Ireland, to whom a reply was duly 
sent. Personal communications have 
been taking place in Dublin, which 
may have delayed a final answer to 
the Guardians. The present water 
supply is not sufficient. I have reason 
to believe the Local Government 
Board has now sanctioned the issue of 
a loan to the Ballincollig Waterworks 
without insisting that a maximum 
quantity shall be named, and an agree- 
ment has been signed under which a 
continuous and plentiful supply of 
water for the Barracks is secured, and 
the necessity for stating a maximum 
quantity does not arise. There has 
been no avoidable delay on the of 
the Military Authorities, and I believe 
the whole matter has now been satis- 
factorily arranged. 

Dr. TANNER: Is it not the fact 


gallons? Will the hon. Gentleman 
take steps to bring the matter to a 
conclusion at once ? = 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I believe that 
originally the maximum was as 
but as an arrangement has been come 
to by which there shal! be a continuous 
supply, the question of a maximum 
not er disturb the arrange- 
ment. 





DUBLIN AND CORK MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is now in a position to 
make a statement as to the advance by 
the Treasury of the. sum necessary to 
improve the mail service between 
Dublin ard Cork ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: Negotiations are 


still in p: ss, and the hon. Gentle- 
man need be under no anxiety as to 
the result. 


Mr. HEALY: Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman can indicate some 
date when we may hope to have the 
improvement? Great anxiety does 
exist on the subject. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes, but it would 
rather hamper the negotiations if I 
were to make a promise for a given 
time. We are anxious to secure as 
much as'‘we can with economy. The 
hon, Gentleman need be under no 
anxiety or doubt that I shall do my 
best to bring the matter to a con- 
clusion. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he will include the first sec- 
tion of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 
1887, in the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill? 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University) : The clause referred to 
has for several ‘years ‘been included 
in the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill, and I see no objection to con- 
tinue that course for the present. 


NATIONAL TEACHERS IN IRISH 
WORKHOUSES, 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I 
ask the Chief Secretary to the rd 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Irish Education Bill applies to 


National teachers in workhouses; and, 
so, how it will affect them as re- 
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gards class salaries and as regards 
the capitation t? 

Mr. JACKSON : I understand that 
the Bill does not apply to National 
teachers in workhouses who are under 
the authority of the Local Government 
Board and provided for under the 
Loca] Government Board Vote. 

Mr. HEALY: But are they not 
National teachers, and paid class 
salaries as such? 

Mr. JACKSON: But they are not 
= by the Commissioners of National 

ducation. 


CULRAIN AND LOCHINVER RAILWAY, 


Mr. —s SUTHERLAND 
Chancellor of the to ask the 
hancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he is now in a position to state the 
intentions. of the Government . with 
to the terms offered for the 
construction, working, and mainten- 
ance of a railway from Culrain to 
Lochinver on the west coast of Suther- 
land ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. Member 
asks me to state the intentions of the 
Government with regard to the terms 
offered for the construction and work- 
ing of the Lochinver railway. I am 
not yet in a position to answer this 
question. The question to which 
yesterday I undertook to reply in 
detail had reference to the M line. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give that infor- 
mation ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN : Lord Lovat has 
romised to give a free grant of his 

d-which the proposed railway will 
traverse for a Saeeas of about four 
miles, and the site for the harbour 
at Mallaig. The local subscriptions 
towards the undertaking are estimated 
at £40,000. This sum includes the 
value'of some of the lands to be taken. 

Mz. SUTHERLAND: Doestheright 
hon. Gentleman think that these are 

as favourable-as the terms offered in 
wea to the Lochinver route, and did 
not the report recommend the Lochin- 
ver route over every other route ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: No, I have read 
the report, and it does not seem to me 
to convey that; but so far as the 
Treasury are concerned, the arrange- 
ments are superior, so ‘far as I can 





judge, to other offers. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND: Will a 

tee or subsidy for the Mallaig 

route preclude consideration of the 
Lochinver route ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The one does not 

exclude the other; sanction of the 

route does not prevent the 
consideration of another line. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman hold out any 
indication as to when a decision will be 
arrived at? Much anxiety exists on 
the subject in the district. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The matter does 
not rest with the Treasury alone; it is 
a matter of policy, upon which the 
Government as a whole will decide. 


GREYSTONES HARBOUR. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (for Mr. 
Tuorny Hxaty): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
original estimate for the Greystones 
Harbour, County Wicklow, by the 
engineer of the Board of Works, was 
£10,000 ; that, to make up this sum, 
the Piers and Harbours Commissioners, 
under the Act of 1883, 46 and 47 Vic., 
c. 26, made a free t, out of the 
£250,000 granted by that Act, of 
£8,500, and that the balance was made 
up according to the Report of the 
Inspectors of Fisheries for 1890 by a 
contribution of £500, and a loan 
secured by the locality of £1,000; 
while according to the Return to 
Parliament, dated 5th April, 1892, No. 
153, the expenditure on this harbour 
was £17,870, and a further sum of 
£2,087, estimated to complete the 
works, making a total of nearly £20,000, 
mstead of £10,000 as originally con- 
templated; and was this additional 
£10,000 given as a free grant out of the 
£250,000 ; and, if so, has it been made 
on the recommendation of the Piers 
and Harbours Commissioners, to whom 
the allocation of this £250,000 was en- 
trusted by the Act of 1883, or were 
they consulted in the matter ; and, if 
not, on whose authority has it been 
done ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: I think this 
question has been put on the Paper by 
someinadvertence. I believeidentically 
the same question was answered on 
8rd June. I have nothing to add to it. 
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Mr. HEALY: I understand 
the question on 3rd June was not 
answered. 

Sm JOHN GORST: Yes, I believe 
it was. 


BECRUITING. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if it is 
true, as stated in the Irish Times of 
30th May and the Army and Navy 
Gazette of 4th June, 1892, that recruits 
rejected at other stations have pro- 
ceeded to a large London recruiti 
station and been immediately acce 
there, and that a medical officer has 
been recently removed from his post, 
as examiner of recruits, for not working 
in harmony with his superior officers 
by deelining to pass into the ranks 
recruits who, in his opinion, were quite 
unfit for the Service; and, if so, 
whether this officer's removal was 
carried out with the approval of the 
Secre of State ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: The statement 
that recruits refused at some stations 
have in some cases gone to others and 
have been admitted is true in the case 
of London and of other stations also, 
because medical officers, like other 
people, sometimes differ in opinion. 
The medical officer in question has not 
been relieved of his duties for the 
reason stated in the question; but the 
Secretary of State is, at the present 
time, personally looking into all the 
facts of the case, which had not pre- 
viously been examined by him. 


ELECTION CIRCULARS. 


Mr. GARDNER (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): I beg to ask the Attorney 
General] whether his attention has been 
called to a circular issued to the electors 
of the Tonbridge Division of Kent by 
Mr. W. F. Browell, J.P., Chairman of 
the Conservative Association, in these 
terms :— 

“ Dear Sir, I am requested to ask you to 
aliow your nsme to be added to the committee 
for securing the election of Mr, A. G. 
Boscawen, for this division. Unless I hear 
from you to the contrary, I shall assume that 
you consent to do 80”; 
and whether, seeing the words in the 
last paragraph of the circular are 
calculated to force the electors either 
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to declare for which candidate they will 
vote, or submit to having their names 
falsely placarded as supporters of the 
Conservative candidate, this circular is 
an infringement of both the Ballot and 
Corrupt Practices Acts ? 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RiczarpD WessteR, Isle of Wight): 
The hon. Member has been good 
enough to send me a copy of the letter 
in question. I must not be understood 
as agreeing with the inference stated in 
the last paragraph of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question. In my opinion there is 
no infringement either of the Ballot or 
the Corrupt Practices Acts, or any other 
Act of Parliament. 


DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 


Sm WALTER BARTTELOT (Sus- 
sex, North-West): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to a 
statement in the Times of the 13th 
inst., with regard to Uganda, that the 
British East Africa Company have 
issued an order to abandon it ; whether 
it is the intention of the Government 
to allow the Company to abandon a 
sphere which has been allotted to 
England ; and whether no attempt is 
to be made to sustain Captain Lugard 
and his men in that position, in which, 
by all accounts, they have so nobly 
done their duty ? 


Tae FIRST LORD or rar TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I have endeavoured to 
obtain the information which the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman desires, 
but I have not succeeded, and perhaps 
he will be good enough to defer his 
question until Thursday, when I hope 
to be able to reply fully. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man communicate to the House the 
information referred to yesterday in 
the House of Lords as a communica- 
tion received from Captain Williams? 
I think it has not been siated here, nor 
indeed has the information been pub- 
lished in extenso. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman in % position to give 
us that information, and can he 
also state how it is that Captain 
Williains, who was appointed mili 
coadjutor with Captain Lugard, 


Mr. Gardner 
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appears to have left Uganda and to be 
on the south side of the Lake ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: I shall be glad to 
answer any of these questions if the 
right hon. Gentleman will put them 
down for Thursday. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): May I 
express a hope that the Clerk will 
examine questions before they are 
printed on the Paper? The question 
of the hon. Baronet reads, “‘ a sphere 
which has been allotted to E d”; 
but, of course, for ‘“ England” we 
ought to read ‘‘ Great Britain.” 


THE SCOTTISH COMPTROLLER OF 
STAMPS AND TAXES. 


Dr. CLARK : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury why there has 
been so much delay in filling up the 
office of Comptroller of Stamps and 
Taxes in Scotland, caused by the 


‘retirement, on 7th April last, of Mr. 


Crawford ; whether it is the intention 
of the Government to appoint to that 
important office someone outside the 
Department, or to promote to it the 
officer next in rank who has e 
qualification for the office; 
whether it is proposed to abolish this 
office, or to transfer the office to a 
London official ? 

Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: The Board 
of Inland Revenue have submitted 
names of gentlemen to fill the office. 
The matter is under consideration. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS HOURS OF 
LABOUR. 


Mr. MACLURE (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Stretford): I to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade when the whole 
of the evidence taken before the 
Committee on Hours of Labour (Rail- 
way Servants) will be printed and 
delivered to Members; and whether 
the Memorandum circulated by the 
Chairman, giving his opinion as to the 
evidence of Hood, can be obtained ? 

*Tuz PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or TRADE ~ Micuaget Hicks 
Brac, Bristol, W.): I am quite 
unable to answer the first paragraph. 
It depends upon the printer, over 
whom I have no authority. The 
Report of the Committee was ci 

this morning. Perhaps I oe 
that the account of that port 
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appearing in the Press has been both 
inaccurate = a gt 
regard to second paragraph, 

hardly understand how the hon. 

Mem is acquainted with the 
existence of any such Paper. I 
suppose the Paper to which he refers 
was the confidential analysis of the 
evidence which I drew up for the 
information of the Committee, in the 
belief that they would desire to express 
an opinion on the conduct of Hood. 
On considering the matter they deemed 
it not to be their duty to express an 
such opinion, and, at the ecoaliony | 
think, of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the County of Durham, they unani- 
mously agreed to the paragraph in 
their special Report to that effect. 
Therefore, of course, the analysis I had 
drawn up is not included in the Papers 
which will be published. 

Mr. MACLURE: Is Mr. Hood 
authorised to go and hold meetings in 
my constituency, as he is doing now, 
and denounce me in the most 
disgraceful way, according to the 
Manchester papers, without my having 
any chance out of respect to the House 
to reply to him ? 

*Siz) MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
Of course, I cannot advise my hon. 
Friend as to his conduct in the 
matter, but the whole of the evidence 
has been printed and is in the 
possession of the House. The House 
«an form an opinion from that evi- 
dence, and so can the hon. Member's 
constituents, as to what Hood’s conduct 
has been. 


INCOME TAX. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in what manaer manufacturers 
are benefited by the provision 53 Vic., 
«¢. 8, s. 23, for relief in case of losses, 
if the question of re-payment of over- 
charged duties is governed by 28 and 
29 Vic., c. 30, s. 6, which is merely an 
Act to amend Section 133 of 5 and 6 
Vic., c. 35; and if Clause 4 of the pro- 
vision does net abrogate the t 
years’ ay in case of loss, how can 
it be reconciled therewith ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: Under the 
earlier Acts a loss in business assessed 
under Schedule D could not be set 
against profit assessed under other 
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Schedules. The Act of 1890 allo 
actual loss under one Schedule 
set i gains under another. 
Man are benefited by this 
provision as much as anyone else. The 
earlier Acts did not deal with cases of 
actual loss, but of profits which fall 
short of the assessment. They proceed 
on the basis of a three years’ a 

and would not be affected in thie 
respect by the provision to which the 
hon. Member refers in the last part of 
his question. I would to the 
hon. Member that he should call at the 
Inland Revenue Office, where the 
matter would be epee explained 
to him in a manner which is not pos- 
sible in reply to a question. 


sz 
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SCRABSTER HARBOUR. 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate a question of which 
I have given him private notice— 
namely, Whether it is the intention of 
the Treasury or of the Scottish Office 
to give a grant of £3,000, or any sum, 
to Senshetes harbour or pier during the 
present year ? 

*Tuoe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities) : The question of the hon, 
Member reached me such a short time 
ago that I have not had time to com- 
municate with the two Departments 
concerned; but if the hon. Member 
will either repeat the question or take 
some other occasion to raise it, I will 
give him an answer. 

Dr. CLARK: I would ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the Treasury have agreed to give, out 
of the savings of the Scottish Vote, 
£1,500 this year to Scrabster harbour 
at the request of the Scottish Office ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : I think there is 
something in that direction, but with- 
out the Papers I cannot say what is the 
exact sum. I do not know whether it 
is out of the savings of any Vote, but I 
do know that a Vote of £10,000 is to 
be given for Scottish harbours, and 
from that Vote it will be ectly 
proper to give a grant to ster 
harbour. 

Dr. CLARK: Is it not the case that 
last year the House refused a grant, 
and that the Treasury are now to - 
the t out of money appropria 
other purposes? Did not the right hon, 
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Gentleman pledge himself that, before 
anything was done, an inquiry w 
be made as to the two competing 
harbours, Thurso and Scrabster, in the 
one bay ; has that inquiry been made ; 
and, if so, what is the result ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot answer 
that question without notice. The 
House did not refuse the grant, but 
under somewhat singular circumstances 
I withdrew the Vote at the wish of the 
hon. Member. The hon. Member 

ted that a reduction should take 
place, and I did not wish to force the 
expenditure on Scotland against the 
wish of the people. 

- Dr. CLARK: The fact is a reduced 
sum of £47,000 was given, but the 
House refused the grant. The right 
hon. Gentleman pledged himself to 
have an inquiry. Has that inquiry 
taken place ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to repeat that question. 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to give notice 
that on the Supplementary Vote I shall 
raise this question and move a reduc- 
tion of the Vote. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
(4.0.) Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT 


Derby): I desire to ask the First 
rd of the Treas about the 
conduct of Public usiness. I 


would call his attention to the 
fact that all the Bills he men- 
tioned yesterday as being such as the 
Gevernment are desirous to pass are 
not on the Paper to-day, and I would 
ask him whether it would not be a 
convenient course that all these Bills 
should appear each day upon the Paper, 
so that the House may know exactly 
what stages they areat? Now there 
are one or two minor Bills which I 
see were last night postponed till Thurs- 
day. There were the Civil Bill Courts 
(Ireland) Bill, Fisheries (Scotland) Bill, 
and some other small Bills; and I 
would suggest that if they had been 
on the Paper to-day they might have 
been forwarded a stage to-day and to- 
morrow. There are some other Bills 
mentioned by the right hon. Gentle- 
man which are not at all before the 
House yet. They are mainly Mone 


jes some the Local Loans Bill, 
the Mauritius Bill, the British Columbia 


Dr, Clark 


{COMMONS} 








the House. 1056 
Bill, and the Pleuro-Pneumonia (Tre. 
right 


ould | land) Bill; and I would ask the 


hon. Gentleman whether he will take 
measures to have these Bills brought 
before the House at once and put upon 
the Paper? He will, I am sure, recog. 
nise the fact that the House is anxioug 
to pass the Bills to which there is no 
opposition as rapidly as possible ; and 
if the Bills are upon the Paper then 
he would always have a chance of a 
stage being procured for them each day. 
There is one other Bill—the Criminal 
Evidence Bill—which he mentioned 
yesterday as being before a Grand 
Committee. Now, the state of that 
Bill I understand is this—that the last 
time that Grand Committee was sum- 
moned there was not a quorum, that 
there has been no meeting since, and 
that the Chairman, I am sorry to say, 
is ill, and is not likely to be present. I 
would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that in these circumstances it is 
not probable that the Bill will be able 
to pass, and that it should not be left 
on the Paper. But the point that I 
rose to suggest to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is that he should place upon 
the Paper every day all the Bills which 
he thinks the House should pass, 
so that the House may see from day 
to day the actual state of business. 
Tue FIRST LORD or true TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I think that the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is in substance a reasonable 
one, and I will endeavour as far as 
ssible to carry it out. It cannot, 
owever, be absolutely carried out at 
once in the case of every Bill. The 
Fishery Bill, for instance, to which re- 
ference is made, has not yet come 
down from another place ; but when it 
does it will be put and kept upon the 
Paper. The Pleuro-Pneumonia Bill is 
in the hands of my right hon. Friend 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture and will as soon as possible 
put upon the Paper; but there may 
naturally be in the case of these Bills. 
which are brought in to meet an 
emergency some delay, although, I hope, 
not a delay of an important character. 
The British Columbia Bill, Iam.afraid, 
must wait the advent of a gentleman 
charged by British Columbia to deal 
with the question, amd who will be 
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here in a day or two. I think the 
other Bills could be put upon the Order 
Book each day. Of course, some of the 
Bills cannot be put upon the Order 
Paper at once, because we have 
mised to delay the next stage. For 
example, we have finished the Com- 
mittee stage of the Burgh Police (Scot- 


hon. Gentleman who takes a great in- 
terest in the Bill we have deferred the 
consideration of the Report stage until 
the Bill can be re-printed,which cannot 
be before to-morrow, and probably not 
before Thursday. The Superannuation 
Bill has, I understand, gone through 
Committee to-day, but T cee it 
cannot be discussed to-night. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
about the Criminal Evidence Bill ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: With regard to 
that Bill I believe the facts stand thus. 
On the last Friday before Whitsun- 
tide the Grand Committee was 
summoned, and there was not a 
quorum. Last Monday there was 
a quorum, but the Grand Committee 
was not summoned. A large number 
of gentlemen came to attend the Com- 
mittee, but it had not been summoned. 
I do not know whether it was owing to 
the illness of the Chairman or to any 
other cause that the requisite notice 
was not given. But I still entertain a 
hope that the Committee may yet be 
able to meet, sothat the Bill will be 
allowed to pass this Session. 


Mr. CAMPBELL- BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling, &c.): With regard to 
that point, I may, perhaps, be allowed, 
as having the most recent experience 
of a Standing Committee, of which I 
was Chairman, to express a very strong 
opinion that it is simply impossible to 
expect to have a quorum of Members 
on a Standing Committee at this time 
of the Session. Even with a Bill 
which excited a good deal of attention, 
as the right hon. Gentleman knows— 
the Clergy Discipline Bill—it was with 
the greatest difficulty that we were 
able to get a quorum day after day. 
That was a fortnight ago, and I leave 
the right hon. Gentleman to imagine 
what chance of having a quorum there 
is now. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I admit that there 
are great difficulties, and I will consult 
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with my hon. and learned Friend the 
Attorney General on the matter. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rusheliffe) : With to Order 14, 
Public Elementary Schools Bill, having 
regard to the fact that this is not one 
of the measures mentioned in the 
Schedule of Bills that the Government 
hope to pass, and that there is great 
opposition from both sides of the 
House, and seeing the inconvenience 
of keeping us here late at night to 
oppose it, I would ask whether he does 
not see his way to withdraw the Bill? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
received any notice of a desire that 
the course sted by the hon. 
Member should be taken. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): Will 
the Irish Education Bill be the first 
Order to-morrow ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: Yes, if that meets 
with the convenience of hon. Gentle- 
men. 


Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): I desire to know whether 
it would be necessary, in the event of 
the Government granting a sum of 
money for the Lochinver Railway, to 
introduce legislation ? 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER(Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): That would depend 
upon the form which the grant. 
takes. If it is in the form of a 
guarantee, it would be necessary to 
have legislation; if it were in the 
form of a lump sum, it would have to 
be passed by Estimate ; but of course a. 
lump sum could only be granted after 
the railway had been constructed, so 
that there would be no occasion for 
immediate Parliamentary action. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
With reference to what my hon. Friend 
(Mr. John Ellis) has said, I may say, 
from information which reaches me, I 
think there will be very strong re- 
sistance to the Public Elementary 
Schools Bill. Therefore I think it 
would be very imprudent to expend 
time on the discussion of that Bill 
which might be given to other matters. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I will not put it 
before other Bills which must go 
through. 
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Dr. CLARK (Caithness): There 
are two ——- Estimates, 254 


and 255. hich is to be taken first ? 
Mr. BALFOUR: They will be 
taken in their order. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will say whether the Industrial 
Schools Bill, the Reformatory Schools 
Bill, and the Archdeaconry of Cornwall 
Bill are to be included amongst the 
Bills that the Government think it 
necessary to pass before the conclusion 
of the Session ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Indus- 
trial Schools Bill and the Reformatory 
Schools Bill have been withdrawn. 
As to the Archdeaconry of Cornwall 
Bill, Iam not without hope that the 
House may see fit to pass it. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 





SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Cuass II. 


1. £22,489, to complete the sum for 
the Public Works Office, Ireland. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): The 
Government yesterday to post- 
— this Vote, at the request of the 

on. Member for Cavan, who desired to 
raise a question with regard to the 
drainage of Loch Erne. My hon. 
Friend has not been able yet to return 
from Ireland, and I do not think it 
would be reasonable to ask for any 
further postponement. 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass IV. 
2. £265,000, Supplementary Public 
Education, Scotland. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I regret 
that I cannot increase the sum, and 
the only course I can take will be to 
move a reduction, What I wish to say 
is that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
‘by the course hie has taken is hindering 
the development of free education in 
Scotland: He allocates this sum, which 


is equivalent tothe English sum, on the 
theory that Scotland pays eleven per 
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cent., so that this is — 


E 


of the English sum. Y the 
First Lord of the Treasury stated thes 
this eleven per cent. had been generally 

, and therefore he thought ig 
ought to be inserted in the Bill. Now 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
not appointed the Committee he 
mised to give, but has prevented the 
appointment of that Committee as far 
as possible. Finding it to be useless to 
expect the Government to give time, I 
took the opportunity of balloting in 
order to have the subject disc in 
private members’ time, thinking the 
right hon. Gentleman would 
accept my aid; but he used the forms 
of the House to prevent my Motion 
coming on. I am not going to raise 
the question, except to say that I pro- 
test against this system bein carried 
out on quite different lines from the 
hon. Member for St. Rollox. I have to 
thank the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for this new method of bookkeepi 
and I expect that if it is logically 
carried out then it will mean at least 
a million and a half of a saving to 
Scotland. The conduct of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was rather un- 
fair. He first got rid of a great deal of 
discussion on the Budget by agreeing to 
grant a Commitee of Inquiry, and he 
has put off on one pretext or another 
for two years the appointment of that 
Committee. Last year there was 
nothing done, and the Committee was 
never appointed ; this year no Com- 
mittee been appointed; one 
hour’s discussion has n given to 
the subject, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has prevented the Com- 
mittee being appointed in private 
Members’ time. Until that Com- 
mittee has reported this system 0’ 
not to be adopted, but I am very 
that the general lines of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s proposal have been 
adopted. I think that. by the national 
system of bookkeeping, by-and-bye we 
get one million and a half as 
the result of it. Unfortunately for 
Scotland, we are going to suffer because 
of the application of the eyo here. 
I want to point out to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer why it will seriously 
affect Scotland. The Scotch Office ex- 
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pect an increase, and we have voted 
already Estimates for an increase, 
of three and a half per cent. of children 
in Scotland. a same or in 
E d are only in respect of a two 
Et hall per oe A increase. I hope 
and trust that, as far as England is 
concerned, the two cent. is too 
low an estimate, and that at least 
three per cent. will be the increase; 
and that, in virtue of having free 
education, there will be a greater in- 
crease in the attendance of children in 

d, and that you may arrive near 
to our Scotch estimate. we shall 
have more money for Scotland, but I 
do object to and protest against the 
educational development of the more 
advanced country — more advanced 
simply because for three hundred years 
Scotland has had national education 
—being limited and controlled by the 
development of the less advanced 
country, and to our getting the money 
not in proportion to our own wants, 
og proportion to the wants of Eng- 
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*Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscnen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): I would 
only say, in reply to the hon. Member, 
that I cannot accept his description of 
the course which has been followed in 
regard to the Committee as accurate in 
any degree. I have repeatedly ex- 
pressed my anxiety to secure the 
appointment of the Committee, and not 
only that, but I have tried to induce 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House—I have tried to influence the 
Welsh Members—to withdraw their 
Opposition to the appointment. 
Although this Committee has not been 
appointed, I must entirely disclaim any 
responsibility on the part of the 
Government. With reference to the 
— night to which the hon. 

ember alludes, the discussion might 
have been complicated by the fact that 
his proposal is not the same as the 
Government proposal, because he pro- 

that it should be extended to 
‘ Vales also; besides which, he himself 
will feel that it is an extremely late 
period of the Session to enter upon the 
subject. I regret that this important 
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Vote agreed to. 

3. £5,000, Supplementary, Univer- 
sities and Colleges, Great Britain. 

Dr. CLARK: I have to congratu- 
late the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that he has been able to look at this 

uestion from our standpoint, and 
lat heten, to a certain extent, gone 
beyond the position of last year. I 
think it is a fair sum, and I tender him 
my thanks that upon this question he 
has come to our view. 


Vote agreed to. 
Crass V. 


4. £1,700, Supplementary, Diplo- 
matic and Consular Services. 


Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs for some explanation 
in regard to this item of £200, ‘* Copen- 
hagen, provision for chaplaincy re- 
stered under special circumstances,” 
&c. This appears to be a new item in 
this Vote, and I should be glad if the 
right hon. Gentleman will give us some 
ee why this sum is asked for, 
and why it is introduced by way of 
a Supplementary Estimate. 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to answer the 
question as to why this Copenhagen 
chaplaincy is included in this Vote, 
The Royal Commission which inquired 
into the Civil Service recommended 
that the chaplaincies should be dis- 
continued unless there were special 
circumstances to the contrary. Con- 
sequently, when the late chaplain at 
Copenhagen resigned his position for 
some other post, this amount of £200 
was not again put into the Estimate. 
But since then a representation has 
been made to the Government that 
this church at Copenhagen, which the 
chaplain serves, had been raised at an 
expense of some £13,000 or £14,000 
two or three years before, in the con- 
fident hope that the chapiaincy would 
be continued. The English community 
there is a very poor one, and it now 
appears that unless this amount is con- 
tinued the church will have to be 
abandoned. It seemed a pity that so 
a sum should be entirely lost, 
and I thought, under those circum- 
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inquiry has not taken place. 


stances, we should be justified in 
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replacing the sum in the Estimate, and 
that it would fall within the special 
circumstances which were contém- 
plated by the Report. 

Mr. MORTON: It is for an Epis- 
copal Church ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes. 

Mr. MORTON : This appears to me 
like an endowment of a particular sect 
in a foreign country. If we were in 
the habit of endowing all the sects be- 
longing to this country in foreign 
countries I could understand it, but 
why we should proceed at this time to 
endow achurch to the extent of £200 
I cannot understand. Surely, if there 
was any congregation at all, and any 
good feeling about them, they ought to 
pay their own minister and their own 
expenses with regard to the church. I 
am pleased to know that the Noncon- 
formists always do that, and surely 
these Episcopalians should pay for 
their own services. If they cannot do 
so let them go to other churches in the 
country. There are Protestant services, 
I have no doubt, in Copenhagen, which 
would be good enough for these people ; 
let them learn the language of the 
country, and then they could get on 
very well. I do not intend to move 
the reduction of the Vote, though I 
should like to if we had a proper 
opportunity of doing so; but I do say 
jt is a very improper thing, especially 
after, as I understand, the Royal Com- 
mission have reported against it, at this 
late hour of the Session, and without 
any notice whatever, for the Govern- 
ment to take this money from the 
general taxpayers of the country, Non- 
conformists as well as Churchmen, for 
the endowment of an Episcopalian 
church at Copenhagen. 

Dr. CLARK: I should like to know 
whether this isan annual grant, or 
whether it is only for one year ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: This will be an 
annual grant, like the other chap- 
laincies. 


Vote agreed to. 


Cuass VII. 
5. £10,000, Supplementary, Chicago 
Exhibition, 1893. ” 
(4.30.) Mz. MORTON: I must ask 


for some explanation with regard to 
this amount. There is a strong feeling 


Mr. Goschen 
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among merchants and traders that we 
are not doing all we ought to do in 


order to have this Pavag ly 
represented at the worag ec: ibition. 
Perhaps the Financial tary will 


tell us what is being done under the 
increased grant, and whether the 
exhibitors from this country are satis- 
fied with the way in which they are 
being treated. We ought to be 
properly represented at the Exhibition, 
in order to show our American kinsfolk 
what we can do in this country, and 
what we are prepared to do. 


*(4.32.) Tee SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chat- 
ham): This Supplementary Estimate is 
brought in in consequence of the 
generai desire that was expressed that 
more money should be spent in connec- 
tion with English exhibits at the 
Chicago Exhibition. It was particularly 
impressed upon the Government that 
the charge which it was intended to 
make for space should be done away 
with, so that every inducement might 
be given to exhibit the manufactures 
and industries of this country. Of 
course, the sum that would have been 
received from the exhibitors for space 
would have been taken into account by 
the Commission as part of the assets, 
without which they would be unable to 
carry out the duties which devolved upon 
them. The Government decided to 
take notice of the strongly-expressed 
desire on the subject, and to increase 
the grant to £60,000, with the view of 
enabling the Commission —— without 
cha for s . Therefore, space 
will ‘be allotted at the Exhibition to 
those who will undertake to proper'y 
represent the manufactures and indus- 
tries of this country, and I have ~— 
reason to believe that this outlay wi 
enable the Commission to secure 
results. 


(4.35.) Mr. MORTON: I have to 
thank the right hon. Gentleman for the 
statement he has made, and I hope 
that the Government will do everything 
in their powerto have the manufactures 
and industries of this country properly 
represented at the Chicago Exhibition. 


Vote agreed to. 


6. £996, Repayments to the Civil 
Contingencies d. 
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7. £18,759, Repayment to the Local 
Loans Fund. 

(4.38.) Dr. CLARK: I beg to 
move, as an Amendmént, the reductidn 
of this Vote by £2,741 12s. 9d., the 
amount of the loans underthe Crofters’ 
Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886. Iam 
not prepared to agree to the granting 
of this money in consequence of the 
action of the Scotch Office. I say 
that the amount should come out of 
the savings of that Office. 

Tan CHAIRMAN Mr. Courtney, 
Cornwall, Bodmin): How can these 
remarks apply to the present: Vote ? 

Dr. CLARK : Rows | want to make 


good the loss ine by the Scotch 
fice in connection with this 
matter. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: No; = are 
re ents which. ought to made 
wai the Act of 1887. 

Dr. CLARK: I say that this money 
should come out of the savings of the 
Scotch Office, and I object to Parlia- 
ment granting it, 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 
That argument is not at all relevant to 
this Vote. 

Dr. CLARK: Then I will raise the 
_— on the Appropriation Account, 

t is a matter of comparatively little 
importance when it is raised, as long 
as it is raised. 

Tre CHAIRMAN : 
raised now. 

(4.42.) Mr. MORTON: We ought 
to have some information before we 
vote this money. There is a loan of 
£2,198 14s. 1d. for land improvements 
in Ireland, another of £1,950 8s. for 
arterial drainage works in Ireland, and 
@ third of £11,868 for the reclamation of 
waste lands in Ireland. I should be 
glad to know where this money has 
ae to. Has it been advanced to 

diords and not been repaid, and is 
it, therefore, what is called “bad 
debts”? We are told in the daily and 
weekly papers, from which we have to 
get most of our information—we can- 
not get it from the Government—that 
the tenants in Ireland pay back the 
money they borrow, but that the land- 
lords do not do so, as a rule. 

*(4.44.) Sm JOHN GORST: Under 
the Statute the Government are bound 


It cannot be 


to make provision for repaying to | great 


the Local Loans Fund loans which 
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are irretrievably lost, 
keep that fund solvent. 
question are hopelessly lost, the 
security being exha ; and there 
being no means of making it good. 

Mr. MORTON: Who are the 
borrowers ? 

*Sm JOHN GORST: The borrowers 
are both landlords and tenants; but 
these losses were incurred in conse- 
quence of legal decisions which were 
given in the Court of Appeal some 
time ago, and which have deprived 
the Public Works Commissioners of 
sums which they had every reason to 
expect they would recover. Those 
amounts, t ore, have to be made 
good. The smaller debts have been 
provided for; but the Commissioners 
sustained a serious loss of £100,000 in 
connection with a scheme of land 
reolamation which was taken in 
Ireland many years ago. If the attempt 
had proved successful it would have 
recouped the Public Works Com- 
missioners the sum that was in- 
vested in the undertaking. Unfore 
tunately, in the middle of last year the 
high tides of the river and a very 
violent thunderstorm caused a gap 
to be made in the embankment, 
and the whole of the land which 
was to be reclaimed was overflowed. 
That occurred, not owing to any 
engineering mistake, but through ex- 
traordinary circumstances which could 
not be foreseen or controlled. The 
question then arose whether the eme 
bankment should be re-constructed 
and another attempt made to reclaim 
the land, or whether it would be better 
to write off the loss and make { the 
money expended... After consideration, 
and taking the best advice, the Govern- 
ment came to the conclusion that they 
would not ask the Commissioners to 
enter into such a hazardous and 
speculative enterprise as the re-con- 
struction of the embankment and 
the attempt to reclaim the land, but 
that it would be better to sell the whole 
undertaking for what it would fetch, 
re ov or wrongly—and I think 
rightly — that course was taken, 
and the undertaking sold about 
a@ month ago by auction for about 
£2,000. The speculation may prove a 
profit to the p , or @ 
great loss ; but the Commissioners have 
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written off £100,000 as bad debts in con- 
nection with the undertaking. The pre- 
sent Parliament is not solely responsible 
for the investment, several Govern- 
ments having been concerned in it. 
No doubt, experience has shown that 
it has been a very disastrous affair ; 
but I think the Committee will be of 
opinion that the present Administration 
has made the best of it, and that they 
have adopted the course which, under 
the circumstances, was the best to 
adopt. 

(4.49.) Mr. MORTON: I am sorry 
that the Government have been so un- 
successful in regard to the undertaking ; 
but I understand now that it is the result 
of a misfortune. I want to know from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer why 
these amounts appear at all. If there 
has been a profit sufficient to make 

‘ood the bad debts, why does the right 
‘ hon. Gentleman come to the country 
for this Vote ?—that is, unless the 
‘profits go to the benefit of the Ex- 
chequer. 
- (4.51.) Mr. GOSCHEN: That is 
so. I should explain that these losses 
were formerly incurred without the 
attention of Parliament having been 
called to them. We therefore thought 
it right that Parliament should now be 
informed of them, and that it should 
be asked to vote the money that was 
lost in the undertaking. 

Mr. MORTON: But all the profits 

are accounted for ? 
* Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes. 


Vote agreed to. 
8. £10,000, Foot and Mouth Disease. 
(4.53.) Mr. MORTON: I had 


hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would have given some explanation 
with regard to this £10,000. The only 
statement we have at present with re- 
gard to it is that contained in the foot- 
note at the bottom of the page, which 
says— 
“Further amount required,in addition to 
the amount to be recovered as sal 
. provide compensation to owners of animals 
tered, for employment of Veterinary 
Inspectors snd temporary travelling In- 
‘spectors, valuers, and other necessary ex- 
penses.” 


and everything. 


That means ae 
on. Gentleman why he 


I ask the right 


wants the money at all, and how it is 
to be expended ? 
Sir John Gorst 
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(4.55.) Tae PRESIDENT or rue 
BOARD or AGRICULTURE . 
Cuapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): [ 
think I can explain. The Committee will 
remember that in the first instance I 
asked Parliament for a grant of £15,000 
for the purpose of dealing with the out- 
break some months ago. Nearly the 
whole of that amount has been ex 
and Iam able to say that, although 
the disease had sp through a 
number of the counties in Eng 
and also in Scotland, it has now keen 
reduced within limits so narrow that, 
if I were not afraid of s ing prema- 
turely, I should have Omid had 
nearly stamped it out altogether. That 
being so, and seeing that last time it 
cost no less than £3,000,000 to stamp 
it out, I think that the £15,000 has 
been well laid out. I am therefore 
most anxious, as the House is soon to 
be dissolved, that the Board of Agri- 
culture should not be left in such a 
position that if, by any misfortnne, 
there should be a recurrence of the 
outbreak, all the good work that has 
been done should be -lost for want of 
funds. Although there is no immediate 
necessity for money, I thought it ri 


to ask for this sum, and I hope 


t 

i 
under the circumstances it will be 
granted. 

Vote agreed to. 

9. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £7,500, he 

ted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st dey of March, 
1893, for expenditure connec with the 
Colonisation of certain Crofters and Cottars 
of the Western Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland.” 

(4.57.) Dr. CLARK: Before we 
discuss this Vote, I should like to ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer why 
it has been introduced? There was 
an understanding that no really con- 
troversial question should be raised 


to | at this stage of the Session ; but this is 


a very important question, which is 
exciting a good deal of feeling in Scot- 
land, and which wiil require to be dis- 
cussed. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether it would not be 
wiser to withdraw this Vote from the 
Estimates and to postpone its conside- 
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*(4.58.) Mz. GOSCHEN : Iam some- 
what surprised that the point has been 
raised by the hon. Member, as we were 
asked some time ago for the money. 

Dr. CLARK: By a Commission. 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: My recollection is 
that it was by a Member of Parliament. 
This is part of the policy of the Go- 
yernment, and I hope the Vote will not 
be opposed. The hon. Member will 
remember that the Committee on Colo- 
nisation recommended further progress 
in order to meet the difficulties that 
exisced. 

*(4.59.) Mr. ANGUS SUTHER- 
LAND (Sutherland): As this is the 
Government’s policy as opposed to 
that of the Highland people them- 
selves, EF hope that the Vote will 
be opposed. We object to any 
scheme to induce people to emigrate 
when there is land in their own 
country which is open to colonisation. 
We would like to know from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer how much 
money the Government are going to 
devote for the purpose of promoting a 
policy of emigration from the High- 

ds? £12,000 has been already 
spent, and we are now asked for 
£7,500 more. If emigration is to be 
carried out, why is it not promoted in 
the congested districts of the large 
towns, instead of in the Highlands, where 
there is not such a necessity for it? 
I do not blame the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, for I have no doubt that he 
is bound to carry out the policy which 
is advocated by the Scotch Office ; but 
the fact remains that, as regards reliev- 
ing the congestion of the Highlands, the 
Government's policy has done nothin 
in that respect. On that ground, ~ 
upon many others I might mention if I 
were not anxious to save the time of 
the Committee, I think the Govern- 
ment’s policy has been very undesir- 
able. We were told that we were not 
to be asked for any more of these annual 
doles, and we were told also that the 
holdings which were left should be 
added to the holdings of those who 
remained. There has been no such 
addition made, and therefore the 
scheme of emigration is of no avail 
whatever. 
_*Mr. GOSCHEN : I would just say 
in reply that it can scarcely be said 
that the £150,000 of public money is 
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given out of the pockets of the tax- 
Pe ers for this , because the 

ony is perfectly solvent, and gives a 
guarantee that every shilling of the 
£150,000 shall be repaid by the 

Colony itself. I would point out that 
the families have left because they 
believe that they will improve their 
position, that they will be more pros- 
perous in their new homes; and if no 
more land has been added to the other 
holdings by the departure of these 
families, at all events the process must 
tend toarrest the process of sub-division 
which is so extremely hurtful to the 
general interests of the districts. As 
the Colonies are anxious to have these 
families, and as these families believe 
that it is for their interest that they 
should emigrate, I deprecate attempts. 
at discussion. This policy has not been 
forced upon the Government by any 
Members of this House. In Glasgow— 
where funds were subscribed — and 
elsewhere, considerable interest was 
taken in the movement, and a Com- 
mittee of this House took action in the 
matter, and practically endorsed their 
policy. 

*Mr. SUTHERLAND: I fully 
understand that there was nothing 
more than a guarantee of expense in 
this matter; but my point is that 
the same guarantee and security for the 
return of the money could exist if the 
same arrangements were made at home. 
Then, with regard to the point that it 
prevents sub-division, I would point 
out that sub-division is already pro- 
hibited by the Crofters Act. So that 
argument has novirtue. And as tothe 
fact that a certain amount of money 
was subscribed in Glasgow, I was told 
by an hon. Member of this House 
that he would do nothing of the 
kind again, and that he was led 
to subscribe in the first instance 
by false pretences. Then I must 
take exception to the composition of 
the Board of which the Secretary for 
Scotland is amember. i have a strong 
opinion regarding the propriety of an 
executive officer of the Boverunent 
being a member of such a Board. The 
other representatives, the gentlemen 
from Canada, are the representatives of 
the land companies and the landlord 
class, and therefore are vitally in- 
terested in this proposal. Therefore 
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on that ground alone we have a perfect 
right to scrutinise aes penny of the 
money that is to be so devoted. 

Dr. CLARK: Perhaps the .Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer will tell us 
whether a proportion of this grant is to 
be subscri locally—whether this 
£2,500 is to be so subscribed in order 
to make up the £10,000 ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I think not, Sir. 

Dr. CLARK: That is a point raised 
by my hon. Friend. This Committee 
was appointed —_ the theory that a 
large amount of local money was to be 
subscribed—I think £2,000 of the 
£10,000—and on that ground they were 
to have control of it. Now, although 
they are not going to subscribe any- 
thing, they are still to have control. It 
seems to be another form of the jobbery 
the Scotch Office is endeavouring to 
perpetrate just at the close of Parlia- 
ment. I have no confidence in the 
men who have been conducting the 
experiment in colonisation. On the 
two occasions they sent out emigrants 
to North America they sent them out at 
the worst possible time. There has 
been no application of brains in the 
carrying out of this work. If an 
important work had had to be deter- 
mined, then, perhaps, that undertaking 
costing millions of pounds would have 
been spoiled in consequence of their 
folly, inability, ignorance, and the 
stupid manner in which they went 
about their work in sending people out 
at a time when the land could not be 
prepared for use. When the last grant 
was made we heard very conflicting 
accounts as to the condition in which 
the people who had been sent out were, 
and as to whether large numbers of 
them had not left their farms and 
holdings. The whole of one settlement 
of fourteen families in Manitoba 
were so dissatisfied with their treat- 
ment in going out, and with the holdings 
they received on arrival, that they left 
and got employment in the lumber 
trade. Thus there was a consider- 
able loss, because money had been 
spent in procuring them waggons, 
cattle, and houses. We could not get 
anything like gccurate information 
from the then Lord Advocate, and I 
put myself to the trouble of going over 
this North-Western Territory to look at 
these people and to come to a personal 


Mr. Sutherland 
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conclusion as to what had taken 
The result was that I gave evi 
before the Colonisation Committee, to 
the effect that the men we appointed in 
voting this money had west: it that 
the people were sent out at a period 
which did not allow an important ex- 
riment to be associated with con- 
itions that were conducive to success; 
and that we were consequently pre- 
cluded from indications as to whether 
money could be devoted to such works 
or not. The Chancellor of the Exche- 
— says he has got the support of the 
lonisation Committee. Yes, but that 
Committee recommended home colonisa- 
tion as well as foreign colonisation. If 
our policy had been adopted these people 
would have been more prosperous and 
happy at home, and in time would have 
added to the trade of the country. They 
would have been a market for the pro- 
duce of our towns. Instead of that 
they are away in Manitoba, while we 
ae hundreds of thousands of acres 
ing waste. Instead of promoti 
thrifty colonisation at home, <2 
adding to the national wealth, you 
are sending itaway, and the probabili 
is that the same stupidity whi 
marked the sending of the last batch 
will be renewed. e most important 
question the Committee had to consider 
was the congestion in all our large 
towns, and in that case it is not 
seven thousand pounds nor seven 
millions, but, according to the recom- 
mendation of the Committee, it is 
seventy or eighty millions that you re- 
quire. This can only be an experi- 
ment, as the last one did not have a 
fair chanee owing to the stupidity of 
the mode in which it was carried out. 
I have no confidence that those in 
charge will do any better now, because 
they are very much like the Bourbons. 
They never learn, and experience does 
not teach them. What you want in 
relation to this subject is not a paltry 
seven or ten thousand pounds, but & 
well-matured scheme, one that the 
Government will be responsible for, 
and one introduced at a period of the 
Session when there is full o 
tunity for discussion. At this 
juncture we cannot discuss the subject, 
ut have to rush it through. “er 
ject to the money being spent, 
pot < a 


cause I can see no reason 
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why it should be spent. I do not 
know what is the relative amount you 
are going to allot. The sum previously 
voted was not sufficient to give families 

a fair chance, and I think the Com- 
mittee recommended that you should 
give a much r sum. Is your 
present theory upon £120, £140, or 
£180? How much per head have you 
estimated for? How many do you 
intend sending out? We have had no 
information from the Government as 
to the reason for asking for this small 
sum. How is it to be spent, and what 
do you expect to derive from it? 
Perhaps the Lord Advocate will give 
us some information, in order that the 
people who wil] be induced to go away 
may know that they will have a fair 
start in another country. Are you 
making preparations for the building 
of the houses before the people get 
there; are you going to carry out your 
scheme in a more rational manner 
than before ; and where are you going 
to send the people—to Australia, 
Canada, or South Africa, or where? 
I think the House ought to have some 
information as to what you are going 
to do. 

*Tae LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. 
J. Pearson, Edinburgh an St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I can assure 
the hon. Member that the Government 
have been using this money very much, 
though not perhaps exactly, on the lines 
on which the previous experiments were 
made. The hon. Member asked how 
much per head was to be allowed. I 
think it has been found that the figure 
hitherto fixed per family was wanting 
in elasticity, because families differ 
very much in size, and therefore it is 
proposed to allow a sum considerably 
more elastic than the amount hitherto 
proposed for families going out. For 
example, if a family consists to some 
extent of grown-up sons, that fact. 
instead of being a reason for more is 
an argument for less money, because 
these sons are capable of contributing 
to the earnings. Some of the families 
which have gone out are getting on 
quite well on £100. On the other 
hand, I think the average is to 
be considerably more than £100—I 
think £150 or £157. With reference 
to the time and mode of sending out, I 
think the hon. Member will give the 
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Government credit for endeavour- 
ing to send the families out at the best 
time. There are seasons when it is 
impossible to send colonists to Canada. 
At the same time, it is right that the 
money should be in the hands of the 
Coionisation Committee, in order that 
they may not be hampered when they 
see opportunity of carrying out the 
scheme. I think this is the first time 
I have heard anything of a proposal to 
colonise South Africa from the High- 
lands, and I think, therefore, the hon. 
Gentleman who suggested that was 
going rather beyond the sphere 
hitherto marked out. In the first 
instance, the colonists were sent to 
the North- West of Canada, and 
I think the success of the colonists 
who have gone there justifies us in 
adhering to it. It is quite true that 
in some cases families have found that 
they could do better elsewhere ; that 
was only to be expected ; but itis not 
in every case a loss of money to the 
Government, for there is increased 
security in the enhanced value of the 
holdings. 

*Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND: 
It must, in reference to what the 
Lord Advocate has said, be remem- 
bered that it was not choice that 
led the Scotch Office to Canada. 
There was.a deliberate and syste- 
matic attempt made to try ever 
Colony and every country in the world, 
and it was only when every other 
Colony refused to have anything to do 
with them that it was decided to send 
the colonists to America, so that what 
my hon. Friend the Member for Caith- 
ness (Dr. Clark) said has not been 
answered by the speech of the Lord 
Advocate. 

Mr. McDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.) : Under the circumstances, 
it is right that the Vote should not 
be passed without some strong protest . 
I consider that this question should be 
met by migrating people from one 
place to another at home, and by pur- 
chasing land for the purpose of settle- 
ment. The Crofters Act did not go so 
far as that, but you have not even given 
expression to the clauses of the Crofters 
Act. My hon. Friend’s (Dr. Clark) 
reference to South Africa was justified, 
for I believe that there was not a single, 


part of Australia, or any other part of 
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the Colonies, in regard to which in- 
vestigation was not made. 
Dr. CLARK: I do not think the 


Lord: Advocate will get more than a | sary 


small portion of the money devoted to 
the holdings which have been left. If 
you held these holdings until the dis- 
tricts developed you would get more. 
In the case of the large families with 
grown-up sons the Lord Advocate has 
referred to, he did not state that a 
large portion of the expenses is repre- 
sented by the outfit of these sons, their 
across, the cost of the railway 
journey of 2,000 miles to the scene of their 
destination, and their maintenance there 
until they are in a self-supporti § posi- 
tion. Aschemeof this sort should come 
before us earlier in the Session, and then 
we could consider it. In its present 
form it is objectionable, and we ought, 
therefore, to oppose it. 
Question put. 


7 The House divided :—Ayes 
112; Noes 61.—(Div. List, No. 187.) 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


10. £20,000, Supplementary, Post 
Office Telegraphs. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
the Postmaster General (Sir James 
Fergusson) whether this Vote is for the 
purpose of carrying out the Resoluticn 
recently pa in the House to the 
effect that better communication should 
be established betweeen lighthouses 
and lightships and the coastguards and 
lifeboat stations along the coast? My 
recollection is that the Government 
promised to appoint a Royal Commission 
to inquire into this question, and I should 
be glad if the right hon. Gentleman can 
inform the Committee when it will be 
nominated. F 

*Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Sir James Fereusson, Manchester, 

.E.): This sum has no reference to 
any further experiments in placing 
lighthouses or lightships under tele- 
graphic service. That question is dele- 

ted to a Reyal Commission which 
s understand will be immediately 
appointed. This £20,000 is to be 
devoted to increase telegraphic com- 
munication with s of the 
coast which are peculiarly liable to be 
the scenes of shipwrecks, and where 


Mr. McDonald Cameron 
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experience has shown that more - 


speedy communication with 

stations and lifeboat stations is neces- 
- I may say that some of 
the principal points are on the 
south and west coasts of England and 
on the coast of Aberdeen. 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported To- 
morrow. 


CASUAL WARDS BILL.—(No. 384.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Tae PRESIDENT or Tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Rircuie, Tower Hamlets, St. George's): 
As the object of this Bill is to make 
some ch s with regard to. the treat- 
ment of the casual poor, I think I 
ought to make some statement as to 
the reasons which prompted the 
Government to introduce it, and alsoas 
to what it proposes to do. I have been 
myself for a long time dissatisfied with 
regard to the manner in which the 
casual poor of London are dealt with, 
and I have supplemented a personal in- 
vestigation in London by that of Inspec- 
tors. The result has been to show that, 
although London is one unit in respect 
of casuals, yet the treatment of casuals 
has been in the different Unions of a 
very varied character. It is obvious 
that this is a condition of things which 
is not conducive to the proper treat- 
ment of casuals. The natural effect of 
such a state of things is that a tendene 
exists for casuals to.go to. those wail 
where they are accorded the most 
lenient treatment, and to keep away 
from those where they are more 
rigorously dealt with. A great deal of 
pressure is therefore brought to bear 
upon some wards, while in others the 
applications are commas few. 

ow, Sir, I found that the chief varia- 
tions in the casual wards in the Metro- 
polis were with reference to the hour 
of discharge and the task the casuals 
had to perform. As the law at 
stands, no casual is entitled to 
his discharge until nine o'clock in the 
morning, although the Guardians may 
at their discretion allow a man to dis- 
charge himself before that time. I 
have issued two circulars in the course 
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of the last year or two to Boards of 
Guardians in the Metropolis pointi 
out the great hardship which is invol 
in respect of men who are honestly 
desirous of searching for work in detain- 
ing them until an hour when it is almost 
impossible for them to obtain it ; and 
I have suggested that in a case of that 
kind the Guardians might exercise the 
diseretion vested in them, and allow 
the casuals to discharge themselves 
earlier. I find that in a considerable 
number of instances the suggestion con- 
tained in these circulars has been acted 
upon, but there still exist several 
wards in which the casuals are detained 
to, I think, an unduly late hour. Well, 
Sir, this matter is one J am able to 
deal with by Order, and I have within 
the last few days issued an Order to all 
the Unions in the Metropolis making it 
compulsory upon them to allow casuals 
who have to —— Fa —- ability 
discharged the t of work imposed 
upon them to discharge themselves at 
half-past five in the summer 
and half-past six in the winter. 
This will enable the honest way- 
farer to seek for work at a 
time when it is most readily secured. 
The question of the variation in the 
task of work imposed is one of much 
more difficulty, and I have invited the 
Boards of Guardians ir London to 
appoint delegates to attend a conference 
at the Local Government Board Offices 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
arrangements cannot be made by which 
these various tasks may be reduced 
to something like uniformity. Now, 
Sir, the matter dealt with in the Bill 
before the House refers to another 
branch of -the subject. I have been 
very much struck by representations 
which have been made to me with 
respect to the very large number of 
refusals of admission which occur every 
ear in the casual wards of London. 
think that ments with reference 
to casuals should be of such a nature 
as to prevent the possibility of these 
refusals taking place. In my opinion, 
it is the absolute duty of Boards of 
Guardians to make such provision as 
will enable them to relieve all destitute 
persons. The fact that in London at a 
certan period of the year poor way- 
farers are turned awa, en thie casual 
wards owing to there heing no room for 
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them, while accommodation is not 
found for them elsewhere, is to me an 
indication that the Poor Law has in 
this respect broken down. Now, it so 
ao that while there is a consider- 
able — x some —_ and 
refusals 8 ev ight, there 
are other wale shone) this state 

things does not exist. To my mind, 
there ought to be some means by 
which applicants who have to be 
refused admission to a partic 

casual ward should be informed 

other wards in which there is accommo- 
dation, or you may have these unfortu- 
nate persons travelling about footsore 
hour after hour seeking for a place of 
shelter and eventually finding none. 
This Bill proposes to set up a central 
station which shall be in telephonic 
communication with all the casual 
wards of London, so that if a casual 
applies for admittance to a ward where 
there is no room he may be informed 
of the various wards where there is 
accommodation. And this Bill further 
proposes that in cases where the dis- 
tance from one ward to another may 
be remote, the Central Authority may 
provide some means for the convey- 
ance of the casuals. The Bill goes a 
step further. Taking the Metropolis 
as a whole, there is, I think, a distinet 
deficiency in the matter of casual poor 
accommodation, which is very largely 
owing to the fact that there are several 
Unions inthe Metropolis that do not pro- 
vide casual wards at all, relying upon the 
casual poor being received in the neigh- 
bouring Unions. Now, Sir, the Local 
Government Board may call upon 
Boards of Guardians he have not 
provided casual wards to do so; but in 
case the Guardians do not obey the 
Order, the remedy is a very cumbrous 
one. We have to apply to the Court 
of Queen’s Bench for a mandamus to 
compel the Boards of Guardians to do 
what they have been called upon to do. 
This takes a t deal of time; it is 
attended with great trouble, and not 
always with success. I think, there- 
fore, there should be some Central Body 
charged with the duty of providing 
such casual accommodation as the 
Local Government — re! — 
necessary in the event o: ault being 
made by the Boards of Guardians. We 
take power in this Bill to call upon the 
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Central Authority referred to therein to 
vide wards in those cases where the 
Guniians have neglected to do so. 
The only remaining question which I 
think it is necessary to trouble the 
House with, is what the Central Body 
should be. And, Sir, I have come 
to the conclusion that the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board is the authority we 
ought to make use of for the purposes 
of this Bill. First, because it is the 
only Poor Law Authority in London, 
an authority that has charge of a very 
large number of the sick poor; but 
there is another reason—namely, they 
have the necessary provision at their 
ambulance station, in the form of 
horses, &c., in case they wish to put 
in force the power given them in this 
Bill of conveying casuals from one 
ward to another when the distance is 
too far for them to walk. These, Sir, 
are the provisions of the Bill. They 
are extremely simple, and I hope they 
will commend themselves to the 
House. I have no doubt whatever 
that if the Metropolitan Asylums Board 
is charged with the duties proposed to 
be imposed upon them they will dis- 
charge those duties in a manner satis- 
factory to the people of London, as they 
have, I think, hitherto discharged all 
their duties. I beg to move the Second 
Reading of this Bill. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
CONSIDERATION. 
As amended, further considered. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : On behalf 
of my hon. Friend the Member for 
Leicester (Mr. Picton), I should like to 
move to leave out the words “ Lord 
Chancellor,”’ for the purpose of inserting 
the words “ the County Ccuncil.” 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tag HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Sruart Worrttey, Shef- 
field, Hallam): I rise to a point of 
Order. On a previous occasion an 


Amendment was brought forward on 
Mr. Ritchie 


Coroners’ {COMMONS} 
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line 17, and we have now got the 


point at which the hon. Member pro- 
poses to make an Amendment. 


On Motion of Mr. Hospnouse (Somer- 
set, E.) the following Amendments 
were agreed to :— 

Clause 1, page 1, lines 18 and 19, leave out 
“or by the chai or mayor, as the case 
may be, of the council who the 
coroner ” ; 2, line 13, leave out “two,” 
and insert “ three.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now send the third 


time.” 


Dr. CLARK: There is a great 
agg ay by this Bill in introducing 
the Lord Chancellor, and I think it 
would be well to postpone it till to- 
morrow, in order that we may consider 
the matter. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I am 
sorry I was not in my place just now. I 
was only called out for a moment on 
a matter of Parliamentary business. I 
must say that there is amongst my 
constituents a very strong objection to 
this Bill, and I believe that objection 
is shared by other towns. It is 
@ move in the direction of cen- 
tralisation, and many of us think 
we have got enough of that already. 
The counties are quite capable of 
managing their own business without 
the interference of the Lord Chancellor. 
When the Coroner desires +> appoint a 
deputy the matter is i Risks to an 
altogether different authority from that 
which is responsible for the appoint- 
ment of the chief officer. I think 
this matter has been rather rushed 
upon the House, and there has not 
been sufficient time to consider it; and 
I think that not only at the end of a 
Parliamentary Session, but at the end 
of a Parliament, to press a matter of 
this kind, which is really a substantial 
change without the knowledge of the 
Municipalities, is not only an impru- 
dent but an unstatesmanlike course. 
I suppose I should not now be in 
Order to move the Amendment of 
which I have given notice, but I should 
like toask if i should be in Order to 
move the re-committal of the Bill for 
the purpose of inserting those words in 
Clause 1? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is in Order. 





Oe See hes tm te pmaeese, 


th 











1081 #§ Witnesses (Public 

Mr. PICTON: Then I move that 
the Bill be re-committed. 

Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the words “ now read the third time,” 
in order to add the words “ re-com- 
mitted in respect of Ciause 1.”—(Mr. 
Picton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
to be left out stand part of 


pro. 
the Bill.” 

Question put. 

(6.5.) The House divided:—Ayes 
119; Noes 55.—(Div. List, No. 188.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


* Bill read the third time, and passed. 
[New Title.] 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION (re-commiited) BILL. 
—(No. 365.) 


CHANGED FROM 


WITNESSES (ROYAL COMMISSIONS 
AND PARLIAMENT) PROTECTION 
BILL.—(No. 287.) 


COMMITTEE. [Progress 30th May.]| 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) : 
I understand this Bill is a 
conglomeration of two Bills which 
have been referred to a Select 
Committee; but there are in the 
first clause some words which I do not 
understand. In line 7 occur the words 
“or pursuant to any statutory autho- 
rity.” I can understand the words 
“Royal Commission,” or a ‘‘ Committee 
of either House of Parliament”; but 
these words I do not understand, and I 
should like the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill to explain what 
they mean. They are not intended to 
apply to Courts of Justice ; and if they 
are merely general words they are very 
us in this Bill, and I move that 

they be omitted. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the words “or pursuant to any statu- 
tory authority.” —(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 


proposed to be left out stand of 
the Clause.” . 
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Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham): It 
would much weaken the Bill if 
these words were left out. Before the 
Select Committee, which was unani- 
mous in passing this Bill, this question 
was argued fully, and it was thought 
to be most desirable that it should 
apply to all such inquiries as are held 
by the Board of e referring to 
railway questions and other inquiries 
at which people in the position of rail- 
way servants would be called upon to 
give evidence. It was proposed by the 
hon. Member for Hackney (Sir Charles 
Russell) and the hon. Member for 
Chester (Mr. Yerburgh) that this Bill 
should include such departmental in- 
quiries as these. I hope this explana- 
tion will satisfy the hon. Member, and 
that he will not proceed with his Amend- 
ment. 

*Mr. McLAREN (Cheshire, Crewe): I 
hope the House will pass this Bill in the 
strongest possible form. As a Member 
of the Select Committee which inquired 
into the hours of railway servants, I 
feel that it is very necessary that this 
Bill should become law. Had it been 
passed earlier it would have enabled us 
to get probably moreaccurate evidence, 
and better evidence ; and I should very 
deeply regret if, especially from this 
side of the House, Amendments were 
moved to, minimise the effect of this 
Bill. I fully agree with what has been 
said by the hon. Member opposite, and 
I think these statutory inquiries will 
be held more frequently in the future. 
It is of the utmost importance that the 
railway servants should have perfect 
liberty and freedom in giving evidence 
before inquiries of the kind which are 
included in this Bill, and I have suffi- 
cient knowledge of Railway Directors 
and of Railway Managers to know that 
this may be a matter of the utmost 
difficulty. It may be that that does 
not apply more to Railway Managers 
than to many other employers ; 
but I believe if this Bill had been 

earlier, the result of the Breach 
of Privilege Debate in the matter of the 
man Hood would have been very 
different from what it was. I trust the 
hon. Member will not press his Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DARLING (Deptford): These 
words give protection to persons who 
may give evidence before a very im- 
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portant class of inquiry, and they were 
unanimously upon in the Com- 
mittee, because it was thought that this 
protection should be given. These 
words are looked upon as highly im- 
portant by the class which would be 
affected by any inquiry into railway 
estions, and I do not see why any 
jection should be raised to full pro- 
. tection being given. The Courts of 
Law have power to protect witnesses 
who give evidence before them, and I do 
not see why witnesses who are called 
by the inquiries which are contem lated 
by this Bill should be deprived of pro- 
tection. If these words were omitted 
the Bill would be of comparatively 
little use. I fail to see what is the 
und of objection to these words, and 
do not see why any class should be 
deprived of protection. 

r. MAURICE HEALY: I can 
assure the hon. Member that I have 
not the smallest desire to exclude 
from the Bill the class of persons 
to whom he has referred, and I 
admit the reasonableness of what 
has been said, that all classes of 
persons should be protected in giving 
evidence. At the same time, the classof 
inquiries to which this Bill can refer is 
not large,and I think it would have 
been better if they had been specified. 
What I had in my mind was a totally 
different class of inquiry from anything 
that has been mentioned. . We fre- 
quently have in Ireland Star Chamber 
inquiries under the first clause of the 
Grimes Act. Those hon. Members 
who were in the House in 1887 will 
remember the struggle we had with 
the Government over this clause, and 
how it was extended by our Amend- 
ments. Iam anxious that the work 
that we then did should not now be all 
undone by a few casual words in a Bill 
of this kind. It is very desirable that 
witnesses should be properly protected, 
and I do not desire that even witnesses 
who give evidence before a Star 
Gitamber inquiry should be molested, 
but Iam very anxious that the con- 
cessions we obtained after hard fighting 
should not be swept away by a few 
words inserted in another Bill. I will 
look at the words again before the Bill 
reaches another s , and I will now 


ask leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. Darling 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 2. 

*(6.27.) Tue PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD or TRADE (Sir Micwag, 
Hicxs Beacu, Bristol, W.): There is 
one point I am anxious to raise on this 
clause. The Bill is one to which I 
have given some attention, on account 
of what took place upon the Select 
Committee on the Hours of Railway 


‘Servants, and I think it will be a very 


useful alteration in the law. The one 
point which I am. anxious to bri 
before the House, with a view o} 
obtaining the opinion of some hon, 
and learned Members who may have 
considered this subject, is this: Para- 
graph B of the second clause provides 
that any person 


“who threatens, or in any ‘way punishes, 
damnifies, or injures, or attempts to punish, 
damnify, or injure, any person for having given 
evidence upon any inquiry, or in res of 
the nature, quality, or character of evi- 
dence which he has given upon any such 
inquiry, unless such evidence is shown to 
have been given in bad faith,” 


shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and 
be liable upon conviction, &c. Only 
the other day before the Royal Com- 
mission on Labour several witnesses at- 
tempted in their evidence to promulgate 
what really were libels against other 
persons, which libels had formed the 
matters of action in Courts of Law, and 
for which they had been punished. 
I do not know whether as the Bill 
now stands it would or would not be 
possible for a person—I am not talking: 
of a railway servant or anyone in that 
position—to go before a Committee of 
this House or a Royal Commission and 
promulgate an atrocious libel against 
some person who would by this clause: 
be debarred from bringing an action 
against him in a Court of Law. That. 
would be a very serious matter indeed, 
and I trust that that would not be 
the effect of the Bill. What I want to 
know is whether the words “ given in 
bad faith” will include a case of that 
kind? 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman has raised a ve 
important point, but he has learn 
advisers beside him who must be 
capable of informing the House how 
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the matter rests. I hope if they are 
not satisfied that an action for libel 
would lie under those circumstances, 
they will make it clear that such 
would be the case. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I will 
look into the matter with pleasure if it 
be desired, but my attention has 
not been called to it before, my right 
hon. Friend only mentioning it to me 
just before he rose. The real answer 
is that the Bill does not touch that 
particular question. The law would 
not be altered in that respect by the 
Bill at all. Anybody giving evidence 
ina Court of Law is absolutely privi- 
leged, except in very rare cases, where 
@ man goes out of his way and 
volunteers a statement which has 
nothing whatever to do with the case. 
The Bill leaves the law as it is. In 
answer to the right hon. Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt), I would 
say that if an action for libel lay before 
the passing of the Bill, an action would 
lieafter it has passed. The Bill con- 
templates punishing persons preventing 
others from giving evidence. I will, 
however, look into the matter, and if 
there is any doubt it can be dealt with 
on Report. Words might be inserted 
to shcw that nothing in this Bill 
should affect any such right of action, 
but my impression is that there is 
nothing in the Bill affecting it. 

*(6.35.) Mr. FENWICK (Northum- 
berland, Wansbeck) : I am sorry I was 
prevented by illness from being present 
at the Committee, and I shall now 
have to object to the first sub-section 
of Clause 2, as, in my judgment, it is 
too wide. That is also the view of a 
large number of working men who 
have had an opportunity of considering 
the question. I fear, as a layman, 
that Sub-section (a), as it stands, would 
cover the action of a committee of a 
trade society passing a resolution to 
the effect that it was undesirable that 
any members of the society should 
give evidence before an inquiry held 
under statutory authority, and make 
them guilty of a criminal offence. 
That is a position of things to which I 
hope the House will not give its 
sanction, and it is certainly wider than 
anything which was said in the course 
of the Cambrian Railway discussion 
Some time ago. If the sub-section is 
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persisted in, I shall have to 

the question by dividing the Committee 
in reference to it. It would, as it 
stands, cover numerous cases before 
witnesses had eyen come to give 
evidence. 

THe CHAIRMAN: There is no 
Question at present before the Com- 
mittee. It will make it more regular 
if the hon. Member will now move to 
omit Sub-section (a). 

*Mr. FENWICK: I move, Sir. 


Amendnient proposed, in page 1, 
line 11, to leave out ‘‘ Sub-section (a).” 
—(Mr. Fenwick.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


6.37.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
I think the hon. Member for Wansbeck 
has raised a point well worthy of 
consideration, but his Amendment 
goes too far. I admit that it is open 
to question whether the words “ hinders 
or attempts to hinder” are not too 


wide. I can very well understand 
that hindering mig t be done by _ 
per and justifiable persuasion which 


ought not to be brought within the 
purview of the law. I think that per- 
suasion might be used quite as much 
in the interest of the workmen as of 
the employer. If the hon. Member 
would confine his Amendment to 
striking out the word “hinder,” which 
has 2 doubtful meaning, I think that 
would meet his view, and we might 
discuss the matter. 

*Mr. FENWICK: May I point out 
that the word “ intimidate "’ would be 
just as objectionable as the word 
“thinders,” unless you define the term 
“intimidation.” If I endeavour to per- 
suade a fellow-workman not to give 
evidence it may be held in a Court of 
Law that I have intimidated him, and 
unless you define that term the word 
is as objectionable as the word “ hin- 
ders.” 

(6.40.) Sm: WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
The difficulty might be removed by 
taking the definition of intimidation as 
it is in the Trades Unions Act, where 
it is limited. I that these words 
are rather too wide. If you get rid of 
the word “hinder” you should also 
get rid of the word “ prevent.” 
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Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
8.) : I do not think the general scope 
of the Bill is too wide; but I agree 
that these particular words are capable 
of misinterpretation. I would suggest 
that the question should stand over to 
the Report stage, so that the Attorney 
ys may consider it. 

*(6.42.) Mr. McLAREN: The 
valuable part of the sub-section is that 
it would punish employers who pre- 
vented workmen giving evidence, and I 
think that side is as important as that 
put forward by the hon. Member for 
Wansbeck (Mr. Fenwick). A man 
might be hindered or prevented from 
giving evidence by an expression of 
opinion on the part of his émployer ; 
but that would not be intimidation as 
defined by the right hon. Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt). I think 
we should endeavour to leave the sub- 
section in such a form that it will pre- 
vent such action on the part of the em- 
ployer, even by means of persuasion, 
which is very difficult to challenge in a 
Court of Law. As the sub-section 
stands, I think the committee of a trade 
society passing a resolution that 
it is inexpedient that any of its 
members should give evidence would 
come under the clause, and, there- 
fore, I think it is too wide. 
But I should object to leaving it out 
altogether, and I do not think it would 
meet the necessities of the case to 
strike out “‘ hinders” and “ prevents” 
and to leave in “ intimidate.” . There 
would be many ways, which could not 
be called intimidation, in which em- 
ployers would try to prevent their 
workmen giving evidence. 

(6.45.) Mr. DARLING: I am sur- 

rised that the hon. Member for Wans- 

k (Mr. Fenwick) should make this 
proposition, for one of the Bills referred 
to the Committee of which I was a 
Member was called the “ Bill for the 
better protection of witnesses giving 
evidence on Parliamen and other 
public inquiries.” That Bill was backed, 
among others, by the hon. Member, 
and the second section of the Bill pro- 
vided that whoever, without lawful 
excuse, should in any way interfere 
with any person so as to prevent, or 
with a view to preventing, such person 
giving evidence should incur the penal- 
ties provided in the Bill. That Bill 
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roposed to make it an offence, not to 


intimidate or hinder, but simply to — 


interfere with a person desiring to gi 
evidence. The parent ae trade 
committee such as has been referred to 
would be interfering, and would have 
come under the Bill. Hon. Members 
seem to think that while a body of 
workmen prevent other workmen givi 
evidence it is all right, but that it is all 
wrong when the employers prevent 
them. I think the principle in the 
hon. Member’s Bill is the better one; 
but, at any rate, we should adhere to 
the sub-section as it stands, as I donot 
think anybody will be hurt by it. 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I have 
listened to the discussion, and it seems 
to me that if we leave out the words 
‘hinders, intimidates, prevents, or 
attempts to prevent” for the purpose 
of inserting the words ‘‘ by threats or 
intimidation, prevents or attempts to 
prevent,” that would meet the case. 
It would limit the offence to threats or 
intimidation, which are sufficiently 
defined, and the prevention or attempt 
to prevent by these means would meet 
the object of the Bill. 

(6.50.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
The Government have made themselves 
responsible for this Bill, and yet it is 
only at this stage that we by chance 
find out these defects in it. I quite 

that “hinders” is too strong, 

and [ think that those who assist the 
passing of this Bill will find that they 
are cutting a rod for their own backs. 
I take the view that this is a very 
dangerousBill, which will be mischievous 
in Ireland and probably in England. 
The Attorney General says that intimi- 
dation has been defined—so far as I 
know it has not been defined; and it is 
used in Statutes exactly because it is 
impossible to define it. Until this 
word was introduced the theory of 
English law was that a criminal 
offence must be defined with the 
strictness. The word “ intimi- 

ation ” was expressly selected to cover 
a mass of matter that could not be de- 
fined, and up to this day that word has 
not been defined. It rts to be de- 
fined in the Irish reion Act, but 


that definition is simply an extension 
of the meaning of the word. I do not 
think my hon. Friend's 
be any better if he stru 


ition would 
out the word 
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“hinder,” while so vague a word as 
«“jntimidation””’ is left in. This is a 
very serious Bill, and yet we have not 
a single Amendment on the Paper. It 
creates a new misdemeanour, and 
tly the Law Officers of the 
wn have not even read or con- 
sidered the Bill. If the Bill is to be 
this Session, it should be done 

after carefui consideration. 
*(6.53.) Mr. FENWICK: The hon. 
Member for Deptford (Mr. page 
has pointed out that I backed a Bill 
in which the term “interfere” was 
used, but he passed very lightly over 
these qualifying words, ‘‘ without law- 
ful excuse,” and he will not find 
the word “intimidate” in that Bill. 
All the trouble and difficulty that has 
arisen in connection with the Trades 
Union Act has arisen in consequence 
of the eness of the term “‘intimida- 
tion.” e have had in and again 
to appeal from learned rders and 
County Court Judges to the Court of 
Queen's Bench in order to have justice 
done to the members of trade 
societies. The right hon. Member 
for Derby (Sir William Harcourt) 
suggested that we should take 
the definition of intimidation as it 
appears in the Trades Union Act. 
ere is no definition of it in that 
Act. If the word “intimidate” is 
to remain in the sub-section, there 
must be a Definition Clause added to 
the Bill, giving a clear definition of the 
meaning of the word, otherwise the 
Bill will not be acceptable to the great 
mass of working men in the country. 
I amanxious for the passing of the Bill, 
so that the workmen should have that 
protection to which they are entitled 
when they give evidence before statu- 
tory authorities ; but I also wish to 
prevent the misunderstandings which 
have occurred through the wide inter- 
pretation of the word “ intimidation.” 
(6.55.) Sm WILLIAM HAR- 
COURT: This is a serious question, 
and one which ought not to be lightly 
disposed of. I would s st that it 
should be considered before Report, 
as we cannot be too careful as to the 
words used in creating a new offence. 
We should save the time of the House 
if the sub-section were omitted for the 
present, and another brought up on 
the Report. In the meantime, hon. 
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Members representing the trades unions 
would have an opportunity of consider- 
ing the words suggested by the 
Attorney General. I think the words 
suggested by the hon. Gentleman are 
an a yee ere but I also think 
that all parties concerned in the Bill 
should have an opportunity of con- 
sidering them. 

(6.56.) Mr. HAYES FISHER: I 
hope the Committee will not accept. 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, for we shall skal not have 
a greater assembly of lawyers present 
on Report than we have now. e on 
this side should be most willing to 
accept the words suggested by the 
Attorney General. So far from this 
Bill not having been considered up to 
the present by the Law Officers of the 
Crown, the Solicitor General (Sir 
Edward Clarke) was Chairman of the 
Committee to which the Bill was re- 
ferred, and it was considered in the 

resence of the hon. and learned Mem- 

r for Hackney (Sir Charles Russell), 
and the whole Committee was unani- 
mous in ing the Bill in its present 
form. We cannot do better than 
accept the words suggested by the 
Attorney General, which will be found 
all that can be desired. 

— Mr. ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : share the dislike to the 
use of the word “ intimidate,” as I 
believe there is no authoritative defini- 
tion of it. It was defined in the Con- 
spiracy and Protection of Propert 
Act as such intimidation as wo 
justify a Magistrate in binding over the 
— intimidating to keep the peace. 

hat was repeated in the Conspiracy 
Act of 1875 as it left this House, 
but it was struck out in the 
House of Lords, and the word 
was left absolutely undefined. 
The Plymouth case was taken to the 
Superior Court. The Court held that 
the facts brought before Mr. Bom 
did not constitute a case of intimidation 
under the Act; but they did not go 
beyond the bare facts before them, and 
they refused to define intimidation in 
the way in which we tried to define it 
by the Act of last Session. We made 
an attempt to restore the Act of 1875 
to the condition in Which it originall 
left the House of Commons. We tried 
to get rid of the mischief which the 
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House of Lords had done, but we 
were beaten by hon. Gentlemen and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite. I 
venture to that we should 
leave out the, word “‘intimidates” in 
Sub-section (a), and define it by a 
Definition Clause; andifthat is inorder, 
let the Definition Clause extend to in- 
timidation wherever it oecurs. 

(7.1.) Mr. R. T. REID (Dumfries, 
&c.): I do not think the hon. Gentle- 
man was quite accurate in saying that 
we were all unanimous in selecting this 
word. Some of us, — amongst 
the number, preferred the word that 
appeared in the Bill of the hon. Member 
for Hackney. Now, I want to point 
out that the object of this sub-section 
is to place a person who interferes with 
witnesses before a Committee of this 
House in the same position as a person 
who interferes with witnesses in a Court 
of Justice. There is no definition of 
what is a contempt of Court, and yet it 
is a very wide offence, and it depends 
upon the discretion and judgment of 
the Court’ whether a contempt of Court 
has been committed by interfering 
with witnesses. I think the suggestion 
of my hon. Friend below me (Mr. 
Robertson) is a very good suggestion— 
namely, that we should leave out the 
word ‘intimidates” and then define 
the word “intimidate” by the Defi- 
nition Clause at the end of the Bill. It 
seems to me that it would work out some- 
what in this way: that intimidation 
should consist of threats of violence, or 
of injury, or loss of employment or 


wages. 

(7.2.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
If my Amendment passes it will be an 
improvement, to a certain extent at 
all events, and then some hon. Mem- 
bers and hon. and learned Members 
might try their hand at defining 
*‘ intimidation” later on in the Bill. 
*(7.3.) Mr. McLAREN: Would the 
Government be willing to admit now 
that a Definition Clause should be put 
in the Bill? 

Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: No. 
*Mr. McLAREN: Ther that would 
leave us pretty much as we were. 
Though I entirely*agree that the words 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
would make the Bill better than it is, 
they would not meet the main 


objection raised on this side of the 
Mr. Robertson 
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dation” undebned is” cbjectinashia, 
ation” un is objectionable. 
We would gladly accept the words of 
the hon. and | Gentleman if 
they were merely to be a stepping. 
stone. But we cannot accept them 
unless it is made quite clear that some 
definition shall be put in the Bill, and 
that it shall be considered also before 
the Bill leaves Committee, and not on 
the Report stage, which I think would 
not be satisfactory. 

*(7.4.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) : I hope my hon. Friend 
will press this question to a Division, 
because it is an exceedingly important 
one. If this sub-section were passed 
in the form in which it appears 
in the Bill, it would lead to a 
deal of litigation in the future. 
Already it has created a great deal of 
feeling out-of-doors. We do not want 
this feeling to become intensified, and 
find ourselves at no distant day 
involved in a conflict with the authori- 
ties arising out of this unfortunate 
sub-section. I think it is only fair 
that it should be stated that when the 
Committee sat upstairs we were 
placed in a most unfortunate dilemma. 
The Committee sat only three hours. 
There were two Bills to consider: 
one introduced by the hon. Gentle- 
man on the opposite side and 
one by the hon. ani learned 
Member for Hackney. They were 
essentially lawyers’ Bills, as many of us 
saw from the first; and it was some- 
what difficult for us to quite 
master the details of either of 
When it was pro that we should 
take the two Bills and roll them into 
one, the matter became still more com- 
plicated, and some of the most learned 
Members of the Committee confessed 
once or twice during our discussions 
that they were not quite clear what we 
were doing. (Oh, oh!”) Well, I 
remember the question being put by 
one Member of the Committee:— 
‘Where are we, Mr. Chairman?” 
en ") Yes; that question was put. 

remember it perfectly well ; and if the 
hon. Member charges his memory I 
think he will recollect it. I think, 
therefore, I am quite consistent in sup- 
porting the Motion of my hon. Friend 
to omit Sub-section (a). I have 
spoken to friends who are old 
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Union leaders, with quite as much ex- 
perience as any of us here can claim 
to possess, and they all agree as to the 
aap and difficulty there would 
in giving effect to this clause. I 

y to the Attorney 

General to carry out the wishes of my 
hon. Friend, because he is simply voicing 
the general feeling, so far as I can 
, of Trades Unions out of doors, 
irrespective of political considerations. 
:*(7.9.) Mr. NWICK: I would 
suggest to the learned Attorney General, 
as a solution of the difficulty, to accept 
the words that have already been 
mentioned by my hon. and learned 
Friend the Member for Dumfries 
Burghs. I should then be prepared 
to accept Sub-section (a) in that form— 

“ In order to obstruct the due course of any 
inquiry, by threats of violence, or of injury, or 
loss of employment or wages, prevents, or 
attempts to prevent, any person from appear- 
ing or giving evidence on any such inquiry.” 
But, as I understand the learned 
Attorney General seems to have made 
up his mind to retain the word “ in- 
timidates’ in the Bill; and as I under- 
stood from a gesture made by him a 
short time ago he does not intend 
even to insert a Definition Clause in the 
Bill defining what is meant by intimi- 
dation. If that be so, then we shall be 
obliged to fight the Bill through all 
its future stages. 

(7.10.) Sma RICHARD WEBSTER: 
The hon. Member for Wansbeck seems 
to be under a misapprehension. I have 
not intimated by gesture or otherwise 
that I would accept no definition of 
“ intimidation.” hat I said was that 
I would require to see what the defini- 
tion was before I would be prepared to 
support it. It is much more difficult 
to define it than the hon. Member 
thinks. The drafting of such a clause 
requires a great deal of consideration. 

(7.11.) Sm WILLIAM HAR- 
COURT : I think that remark rather 
strengthens what I ventured to say 
some time ago—that this is far too im- 
— a matter to legislate upon in a 

urry. Itis quite obvious that it re- 
uires the most careful consideration. 
must say that it is rather late in the 
Session to deal with a matter of such a 
serious character. I do not blame the 
Government. But it is quite plain 
that this is a very ticklish clause, and 
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nothing more should be done with re- 
ote it A er full consideration. 
ore, in repeat the = 
gestion which t ventured to neds 
the Attorney General, as the definition 
of “intimidation ” will require considera- 
tion, that he should postpone this sub- 
section for the purpose of bringing up 
well-considered words on Report, so 
that we might have an opportunity of 
seeing how the matter stands. 

*(7.13.) Mr. CREMER: I beg to 
move, Mr. Courtney, that you report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit in. I 
am at a loss to understand why the 
Attorney General, after having stated 
that there is extreme difficulty in de+ 
fining ‘‘ intimidation,” should persist in 
retaining sub-section (a) in this Billh 
Seeing that the right hon. Gentleman 
has arrived at that conclusion, I think 
we should be neglecting the duty which 
we were sent here to discharge if we 
did not make every effort in our power 
to prevent this clause passing in its 
present obnoxious form. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 

sed, “‘ That the Chairman do report 

rogress, and ask leave to sit again.” — 
(Mr. Cremer.) 


(7.14.) Mr. DARLING: As I under- 
stood the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, it was that, for 
the present at all events, we should 
omit Sub-section (a) altogether, and 
then to consider whether we should 
put something better instead of it. For 
my own part, I should be in favour of 
accepting that suggestion to omit Sub- 
section (a). I would go further, and 
say, so far as I am concerned, I should 
not desire to put anything at all in the 


place of it. 
(7.15.) Sm WILLIAM HAR« 
COURT: I made the suggestion 


seriously, and not with the object of 
throwing ridicule on this Bill. If we 
are to goon with this Bill, it is quite 
plain that these words must be re- 
—— I think, upon the whole, 
the better course is to report a 
and let the matter be considered fully. 
Therefore, having in view that the real 
object of the Bill may be carried out, I 
am prepared to support the Motion for 
reporting Progress. 

(7.16) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
I hope the hon. Member will persist in 





a 
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his Motion. If I had any doubt as to 


the attitude which I should take to-| all 


wards this Bill, that doubt would be 
removed by the attitude shown by the 
hon. Member for Deptford. The hon. 
Member is interes’ in the Bill not 
for Trades Unions, but because he 
thinks it could be used against Trades 
Unions. The hon. Member will permit 
us to draw our own ccnclusions from 
the observations he has made. 

Mr. DARLING: I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon ; I used no such ex- 
pression. What I said was that I was 
perfectly willing to accept the course 
8 ted of omitting the sub-section 
oa substituting nothing instead of it. 

THe CHAIRMAN : I must point out 
that the Question before the Committee 
is the Motion to report Progress. 

Mr. HEALY: One of the most 
extraordin invitations I ever heard 
from those Benches came from the 
Attorney General a while ago. This is 
a clause creating a new criminal offence 
—a misdemeanour ; and he issues an in- 


‘ vitation to all and sundry to come for- 


ward and assist him to frame a defini- 
tion for this new criminal offence. Is 
that the way legislation is to be con- 
ducted in this House? I submit the 
Government should know their own 
mind in this matter, and that this 
matter is not to be dealt with by 
private Members, but by those who 
are responsible for the Government of 
the country. 

(7.20.) Sm HORACE DAVEY 
(Stockton): I shall support the Motion 
to report Progresson this ground. It ap- 

tome that the substantial question 
fore the House is not the question of 
draftsmanship, but it is the question of 
what the Government really mean. I 
think it would be better to postpone 
the discussion till another day, when 
the Government may be able to tell us 
—perhaps they might be able to put it 
on the Paper in order that we might be 
able to consider it—what their mean- 
ing is. I think, perhaps, the best sug- 
gestion that has en made has been 
made by the hon. Member for Dumfries, 
and I am prepared to support that sug- 
gestion. ‘ 

Tue PRESIDENT or raz BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micuaex Hicks Beacs, 
Bristol, W.): I wish to point out to 
the hon. and learned Gentleman that 


Mr. Maurice Healy 


{COMMONS} 
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tthis is not a Government Bill a 


Sm HORACE DAVEY: But the 
Government have taken it up. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
Not at all. All that the Government 
have done, as it appears to me, is to 
bring forward this unopposed Bill so as 
to prevent it from being defeated. The 
Government have no _ responsibility 
whatever in the matter. 

(7.28.) Sa: WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
All the more reason, I think, why the 
Government should agree to report 
Progress. It is quite plain, and the 
Attorney General himself has admitted, 
that this sub-section as it stands is not 
satisfactory; and, that being so, the 
best course for the Government to take 
is to allow to be reported, 
which wiil afford time for further con- 
sideration. 

(7.29.) Mz. ELLIOTT LEES (Old- 
ham): I beg to suggest that instead of 
using the words ted by the 
Attorney General for Sub-section (a), 
Clause 2, the words used in Sub- 
section (b) should be substituted, and 
the Sub-section (a) should then run— 
“any one who threatens, damnifies, 
or injures any person in order to 
prevent any person from appearing or 
giving evidence upon any such inquiry,” 
thus doing away with the necessity for 
using the word “ intimidation ” alto- 
gether. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (Dundee): 
I think there is something to 
be said for the suggestion made by 
the hon. Member for Oldham. The 
Report stage is not a convenient 
opportunity for a discussion on the 
definition of “ intimidation,” which is 
essentially a matter on which Members 
ought to be able to speak as often as 
they think necessary. Therefore I 
support the Motion to report Progress, 
and I hopethe Government will consent 
to it. 

Question put. 

(7.30.) The Committee divided :— 
Ayes 34; Noes 70.—(Div. List, No. 
189.) 

Original Question put, and negatived. 

Words omitted. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause, as amended, stand 





part of the Bill.” 
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(7.40.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
The Attorney General was asked whe- 
ther or not this clause would prevent 
an action for libel if a witness had mis- 
conducted himself by uttering libellous 
matter when evidence was given. He 
said that it would not, and that the law 
would not be altered by this clause 

ing into law. I am not concerned 

to preserve actions for libel in cases of 
this kind, but it would be desirable to 
know whether it is the intention of the 
Government that the clause should 
stand as amended, or whether it is 
their intention to bring up a fresh sub- 
section in lieu of sub-section (a) ? 
'(7.41.) Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: 
The Government have no responsibilty 
in the matter beyond what has oo 
been stated by my right hon. Frien 
the President of the Board of Trade. 
It seems to me that the question whe- 
ther any sub-section should be drawn 
up in substitution for the Sub-section (a) 
is really a matter for the consideration 
of the promoters of the Bill. I think 
the Bill will work very well as the 
clause stands without the sub-section ; 
but if the promoters think it desirable 
to bring up anything further, I suppose 
they may do so, but I do not see why 
the responsibility should be thrown 
upon me. 

Mr. HEALY: I submit that this 
is a very unsatisfactory way to leave 
this matter in. Are the Government 
responsible for this Bill or not ? 

Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: No. 

Mr HEALY: They are not 
responsible for it. Well, then, who is 
responsible for it? because it unques- 
tionably makes a very serious change 
in the law, and I think we ought to 
have some guidance from the Goverh- 
ment. Are the Government willin 
that the clause as it now stands shoul 
pass into law, and that that should be 
the beginning and ending of the matter, 
because if, as I understand, it is the 
intention of the promoters to bring up 
something in place of Sub-section (a), 
then the whole controversy will be 
revived. The hon. and _ learned 
Attorney General says that he is not 
responsible for the Bill, and of course 
that is technically true ; but I do think 
it is a matter-for the consideration of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, and 
I ask him, speaking as he does in some 
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sense for the Government, whether he 
intends to leave the clause as it stands, 
and if the promoters bring up any 
clause in substitution for Sub-section (a), 
is he willing that it should pass in 
that way ? 


*Mr. McLAREN: The difficulty is 
that two of the hon. Members who 
have charge of the Bill are not here. 
The hon. Member who sits behind the 
Attorney General (Mr. Hayes Fisher) 
is, I take it, in charge of the Bill, 
because his name stands second on the 
list ; but the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Chester, whose name stands 
first on the Bill, and who has taken all 
the credit—perhaps more than he 
deserves—for it, is away. He is attend- 
ing, I suppose, to other duties in 
securing his own seat at Chester, and 
is neglecting the Bill which he has 
brought before the House. If he were 
here he would be able to tell us what 
Amendments he was willing to accept. 
He has left the hon. Member for Fulham 
in charge of the Bill, but I think that 
during the course of this Debate the 
hon. Member has rather given us the 
impression that he has tried to throw 
his responsibility upon the Government. 
The Govateaaih ually refuse to 
accept the responsibility, and throw it 
back upon goodness knows whom. At 
any rate, this House is in the curious 
position of having a Bill discussed of 


which nobody takes charge. The hon. 
Member does not take any authorita- 
tive charge of it, and he does not tell 


us what Amendments he will accept or 
what his course will be with regard to 
this sub-section which has been omitted. 
He agreed to the omission because he 
did not challenge any Division. It is 
desirable we should know whether he 
will accept an Amendment on the lines 
suggested by my hon. Friends below 
me on the Report stage, or whether he 
proposes that the Bill should go on 
without any addition being made in 
place of Sub-section (a) ? 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: I am in 
the position of second godfather to 
this Bill. The first godfather, my hon. 
Friend the Member for Chester (Mr. 
Yerburgh), is unfortunately away, but 
that po applies to the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for 
South Hackney. 
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Mr. McLAREN: No. His name is 
not on the Bill. 


Mr. FISHER: But he is joint- 
author of this Bill, and he takes a 
great deal of credit for it. I am very 
sorry that neither my hon. Friend the 
Member for Chester nor the hon, Member 
for Hackney are here, but if the hon. 
Member for Crewe will allow me I will 
take the responsibility for the Bill. The 
exact position in which I find myself is 
this: I prefer the Bill as it stands ; but 
rather than not get the Bill at all, I 
would consent to pass the Bill with sub- 
section (a) taken out. At all events, we 
shall secure one object—namely, that 
anyone who intimidates or punishes 
witnesses after they have given evi- 
dence before any of the Committees of 
this House shall be properly punished, 
and that in future those witnesses 
shall be able to obtain from the Courts 
of Law what they cannot obtain from 
this House adequate compensation, 
and we should also have provided that 
any witnesses who were injured be- 
cause they did give evidence- -— 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is travelling wide of 
the Question. The Question is that 
Clause 2 stand part of the Bill. 


*Mr. CREMER: I hope my hon. 
Friend below will not press the sugges- 
tion which he made in regard to the 
necessity of introducing some other 
wordsin lieu of Sub-section (a) because, 
so faras we are concerned, the Bill in 
the form in which it will read with 
Sub-section (a) struck out will, 
I think, in the main, be satis- 
factory to us, and I do not 
think we shall find that there is any 
necessity for offering any further 
obstruction to the passage of the 
measure. The primary object for 
which this Bill is introduced will be 
met so far, at least, as we are con- 
cerned, if Sub-section (b) is retained in 
the form in which it is in the Bill. We 
had «a few weeks ago an unfortunate 
man dismissed from his employment 
for gi ing evidence before a Cominittee 
of this House. is Bill is introduced 


to prevent a repetition of any such con- 
duct on the part of employers or Cor- 
It will be practically 


porate Bodies. 


{COMMONS} 








Inquiries), éc. Bill. 1109 
impossible for employers and Corporate 
Bodies to do cacthing of the kind in 
future, except under the pains and 

nalties provided by Sub-section (a), 

ing that the object of the promoters 
has been gained, that such a scandalous 
state of things which we took the 
opportunity of denouncing can never 
happen again—I hope my hon. Friends 
will not further oppose this Bill, now 
that the Attorney General has 
wisely given way and allowed the sub- 
section to be withdrawn. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I can 
assure my hon. Friend that we have not 
the smallest desire that any words 
shall be substituted for the words 
struck out. All that I desired to do 
was to point out to my hon. Friend the 
danger to which I think we were sub- 
jected—namely, that on the next stage 
of this Bill, when we should have no 
opportunity of discussing the matter, 
the promoters of this Bill might put in 
words in substitution for the words that 
have been struck out. I think that, be- 
fore we come to the next stage, we 
should have some security that they 
— not take any course of that 

ind. 


Mr. FISHER: I agree to that. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3. 


Mr. WARMINGTON (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): I wish to know when 
the objection mentioned in Clause 3 
is to be taken? Must that objection 
be taken before the case is heard by 
the Magistrate, or will it be sufficient 
if it is taken after the case is heard 
by the Magistrate ? 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: Evi- 
dence will be given establishing a prima 
facie case, and the Magistrate will ask 
the accused, “Do you desire me to 
deal with the case summarily, or do 
you wish to go before the Session?” 
I think that is the stage at which 
objection should be taken. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clauses 4 to 7 agreed to. 

Bill reported; as amended, to be 
consid To-morrow. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL.—(No. 224.) 
commITTEE. [Progress 20th May.} 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


" Clauses 1 to 3 agreed to. 


Clause 4. 
On Motion of Sir Atnert Rotuit 
(Islington, 8.) the following Amend- 


ments were agreed to:—Page 2, line |}, 


18, leave out “district,” and insert 
“rural sanitary district;” line 19, 
after ‘‘ district,” insert ‘‘ and a rural 
sanitary district ;” line 20, after ‘‘ Acts,” 
insert— 

“ And ‘district’ means the district of an 
urban sanitary authority or of a rural sanitary 
authority, as the case may require ;” 
line 27, leave out ‘‘the expression,” 
and insert ‘‘ words referring to ;”’ line 
97, leave out ‘‘includes,’”’ and insert 
“shall be construed as including;”’ 
line 29, leave out from ‘‘ and words,”’ 
to “‘ accordingly,” in line 31 inclusive. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5. 

Amendment proposed, in e 2, 
line 33, to leave out the word ‘“‘ kerbed.”’ 
—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘kerbed’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Dr. TANNER: I think we should 
have some explanation of this Amend- 
ment, 

Tue PRESIDENT or rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Rrronte, Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) : 
If the hon. Member will look at Clause 
4, the last section says the expression 
*‘ paving,” &c., includes ‘‘ kerbing.” 

Question put, and negatived. 


On Motion of Sir Atsert Rott 
the following Amendments were 
to :—Page 2, line 38, leave out ‘‘ kerb ;” 
page 3, line 11, leave out “ estimates,” 
and insert ‘‘ estimate;” lines 11 and 
12, leave out ‘“ apportionments,” and 
insert ‘‘ apportionment.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 6 and 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8. 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to 
move, in page 5, line 6, to leave out 
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Sub-section (2). I premised the hon. 
Member for Preston (Mr. Tomlinson) to 
assent to this Amendment, and I am 
bound to do so. 

Amendment proposed, in page 5, line 
6, leave out Sub-section (2).—(Sir Albert 
Rollit.) 

Question | on ape “That Sub-see- 
tion (2) stand part of the Clause.” 

Mr. STOREY (Sunderland) : I hope, 
nevertheless, the Amendment will not 
accepted. It is not the practice . 
now. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause agreed to. 

Clause 9. 

Amendment proposed, 

Page 5, line 28, at end add “ access to which 
is obtained from the street through a court, 
Routt) or otherwise, and.”— (Sir Albert 

uw. 


Amendment, by leave, v ithdrawn. 
Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 10 to 17, inclusive, agreed to. 


Clause 18. 

Mr. STOREY: I object to this 
clause of the Bill, and move as Amend- 
ment to omit the words from “pro- 
vided ”’ to the end of the clause. 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I am quite 
willing to accept the Amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 19 agreed to. 


Clause 20. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I wish to move an 
Amendment which is not on the Paper 
—namely, to strike out in line 33, the 
words ‘‘ inthe execution of other private 
street works or,” and add at the erd of 
the clause— 

“Tf there is no such loan outstanding then 
in any such manner as shal] be sanctioned by 
the Local Board.” 

Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 21. 


On the Motion of Sir Francis Powgn 
(Wigan) the following Am 
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were agreed to :—Page 8, line 36, after 
“railway,” insert “or canal”; line 
41, after “station,” insert ‘‘ towing- 
path”; line 41, after “no,” insert 
* direct.” 


On the Motion of Sir ALBERT 
Rotuit the following Amendments 
were agreed to :— 

Page 9, li leave out from “ other,” to 
“ & fone inclusive, and insert 
* owners ”; line 11, leave out from “ other,” 
to “street,” in line 12, inclusive, and insert 


* owners for the time being of the premises 


ineluded in the apportionment.” 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
, “ That the Clause, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. STOREY: I should like to be 
informed upon what principle a clause 
like this should be placed in the Bill? 
The proposal in it is that Railway 
Companies shall be treated in a dif- 
ferent manner to other owners of pro- 
perty, and that when the railways 
abut on but not communicate with 
streets, the companies are not to be 
charged with the cost of flagging and 
paving the street. I submit that this 
would be a most inequitable arrange- 
ment, and that Railway Companies 
should not be treated in this excep- 
tional manner. I shall, therefore, move 
that the clause be omitted. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘“‘ That the Clause be omitted.” 
—(Mr. Storey.) 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: This sub- 
ject has been discussed on several 
occasions by the House, and I believe 
the clause is one which is invariably in- 
serted in local Bills dealing with such 
matters. 

Mr. STOREY : Not always. 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: Frequently, 
if not invariably. I hope, therefore, 
that the Committee will agree to it. 

Mr. STOREY: The clause is not 
in any local Act, to my knowledge. 

Sm FRANCIS POWELL: One ofthe 
objects of the Bill is to prevent the 
injustice complained of by the hon. 
Member. It has been accepted on 
other occasions, and I hope that the 
clause as it has been drawn will be 
supported. 


{COMMONS} 





(8.12.) Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. 
Member will understand that I am 
not responsible for the clause as it has 
been drawn ; but at the same time [ 
feel that this is an extremely good and 
useful measure, and one that is much 
desired. My sympathies, I must say, 
do not go with exceptions, and [ 
should like to have further time to 
consider this clause. I would there- 
fore suggest that it should now be 
omitted. 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I am quite 
willing to to that. 

Mr. STOREY: I would beg leave 
to say that I entirely dissent from the 
statement that it is the common 
practice to introduce such a clause as 
this. If the clause is not left out now 
I shall object to it on the Report 
stage. 

Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause 22. 

On Motion of Sir Auserr Ronur 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :—Page 9, line 18, after ‘“‘ authority,” 
insert ‘‘and a rural sanitary authority 
respectively ’’ ; line 20, after ‘“ them,” 
insert ‘‘ respectively.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 23 agreed to. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to 
move, in page 2, after Clause 3, to 
insert the following Clause :-— 

(Local Government Board may extend Aet to 
rural districts.) 

“The Local Government Board may declare 
that the provisions contained in this Act shall be 
in force in any rural sanitary district, or any 
part thereof,and may invest a rural sanitary 
authority with the powers, rights, duties, 
someenems eterna and obligations which 
an ur authority may acquire by adoption 
of this Act, in like eww A and subject to the 
same provisions as are enabled to invest 
rural sanitary authorities with the powers of 
urban sanitary authorities under the provisions 
of secticn two hundred and seventy-six of 
‘The Public Health Act, 1875.’” 

Clause brought up, and read a 
first time. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘That the Clause be read a 
second time.” 


Mr. STOREY: Can the President 
of the Local Government Board tell us- 
whether the effect of this would be that 
the rural districts would become urban 





districts ? 
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Mr. RITCHIE: They are prac- 
tically small urban authorities. 

Mr. STOREY: Do they become 
urban districts ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: If the aggregation 
of houses were sufficient to justify it 
they would. 

Mr. STOREY: You confer on them 
special urban powers, but not full 
powers ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: We confer upon 
them ordinary urban powers. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause agreed to, and ordered to 
stand part of the Bill. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to 
move, in page 9, after Clause 23, to 
insert the following Clauses :— 

(Certain Sections of Public Health Acts not 
to apply.) 

“Sections one hundred and fifty, one 
hundred and fifty-one, and one hundred and 

-two of ‘The Public Health Act, 1875,’ 

not apply to any district in which this 
Act has been adopted, and where Part III. of 
‘The Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 
1.90,’ is adopted, section forty-one of that 
Act shall not apply.” « 
(For protection of Conservators of the River 
Thames.) 


“This Act shall not extend to prejudice or 


—. from the estates, rights, and 


of the conservators of the River 
, or render them liable to any charges 


or payments.” 

This is a new clause, such as that which 
deals with the same matter under the 
Act of 1875. It is a general saving 
clause, to which I think no objection 
can be taken. 


Clause brought up, and read a first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: I think there should 
be some Amendment. The clause 
proposes to relieve the conservators of 
charges or payments. I would propose 
that words should be added, so that it 
should read :— 

‘ * This a om not extend to ae or 

rhe - Ane 

leges of the Caassetonen of tae hime Themen, 

or render yo oe ed charges ae 
in work 

— 

Question, “That those words be 


there added,” put, and agreed to. 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Clause, as amended, agreed to, and 
added to the Bill. 


Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Friday. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION (re-committed) BILL.—(No. 143.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Clause 3. 

On Motion of Sir Francis Powe. 
(Wigan) (for SirJoun Lussock, London 
University) the following Amendments 
were agreed to:—Page 3, line 3, leave 
out ‘sanitary’; line 4, leave out 
“ sanitary.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6. 
On Motion of Sir Francis Powe. 
(for Sir Jonn Lussock) the following 


Amendment was agreed to :—Page 3, 
line 32, after ‘‘ years,” insert ‘‘ from the 
date when the office became vacant.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 7 to 11, inclusive, agreed to. 


Clause 12. 
On Motion of Sir Francis Powetn 
(for Sir Jon Lussock) the following 


Amendments were agreed to :—Page 5, 
lines 34 and 35, leave out “or a suffi- 
cient part therecf”’; line 36, leave out 
“‘and any surplus remaining,” and in- 
sert “or.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 13 and 14 agreed to. 


Clause 15. 

On Motion of Sir Francis Powenn 
(for Sir Jonn Lussock) the following 
Amendments were agreed to :—Page 6, 
line 42, leave out ‘sanitary ”’ ; page 7, 
line 4, leave out “sanitary,” and insert 
“urban.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 16. 

Mr. CRAIG (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) 
(for Mr. Brunner, Cheshire, North- 
wich): I beg to move, in the absence of 
my hon. Friend, the following Amend- 
ment:— - ~ 

7, line 19, at end, add, “and in case of 
ility, objection, or failure on the part of the 

verning body to enter into such t, 

Charity Commissioners may, if they think 
fit, become to the agreement on behalf of 
the governing body.” 

Amendment agreed to. 


On Motion of Sir Francis PowEti 
(for Sir Jonn Lussock) the following 
Amendment was agreed to :—P 7, 
line 20, after “ apply,’” insert ‘‘ with the 
necessary modifications.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses ¥7 and 18 agreed to. 

Clause 19. 

On Motion of Sir Francis PowEtn 
for Sir Jonn Lussock) the following 

endment was to :—Page 9, 
line 7, leave out “ sanitary.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 20. 

On Motion of Sir Francis PowEtn 
for Sir Joun Lussock) the following 

mendment was agreed to :—Page 19, 
line 18, leave out ‘“‘ sanitary.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 21 to 24, inclusive, agreed to. 

Clause 25. 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I move to 
omit Sub-section (1), which is inconse- 
quential in view of the new clause 

which stands in my name to the 
effect that there shall be no. exception 
to the —— given in any local Act. 
This sub-section has the same object in 
less adequate words. 

Amendment proposed, to omit Sub- 
section (1).—(Sir Albert Rollit). 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 26. 

On Motion of Sir Francis Powenn 
the following Amendment was agreed 
to :—Page 12, lines 8 and 9, leave out 
‘or enrolled as burgesses.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 27 agreed to. 


(COMMONS; 
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Clause 28. 


On Motion of Sir Francis Powets 
(for Sir Jonn Lussock) the following 
Amendment was to :—Page 12, 
line 31, after “ England,” insert “‘ and 
Wales.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to 

move the following new clause :— 
(Saving as to Local Acts.) 

“Nothing in this Act shall be deemed to 
limit, or to reduce or alter the limit of any rate 
which any library authority is authorised io 
levy under or by virtue of any local Act.” 

Clause brought up, and read a first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 

Mr. STOREY: Ishould have thought 
that, when making this beneficial im- 
provement in the law, advantage would 
have been taken of the opportunity to 
consider the case of municipal boroughs 
which are now limited to the whole 
area for one pegny in the pound, 
whereas outside there may be five or 
six urban districts each levying its half- 
penny for the whole district. 

Sir FRANCIS POWELL: The penn 
limit should be raised to twopence, an 
I hope next year to bringin a Bill to 
amend this Bill, and to induce the 
House to go in for a twupenny rate. 
That rate has been granted to a certain 
number of towns, a number which I 
hope will be increased. 

Mr. STOREY: The hon. Member 
should know that now is the accepted 
time, and that next Session we may, 
for ulterior purposes, block his Bill. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Clause agreed to, and added to the 
Bill. 

Schedule 1. 

On Motion of Sir Francis Powst 
| Sir Jonn Lussocs) the following 

mendment was to :—Page 15, 
line 1, at end, insert ‘‘ the,” 

Sm FRANCIS POWELL (for Sir 
Joun Lussocg) : I beg to move, in page 
15, line 2, after “papers,” insert 
** respectively.” 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ respectively ’ be there inserted.” 
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Mr. STOREY: I think it very un- 
fortunate that in a Bill which is so 
great an improvement as this, the old, 
worn-out mode of voting by paper 
should have been reproduced. ere 
is no compulsion on them to 
adopt that form, which in many 
districts will be extremely unfortunate, 
because there will be influences at 
work which will prevent an ordinary 
workman from giving his vote, and so 
the acceptance of the Act will be 
prevented. 

Sm FRANCIS POWELL : The 

mmittee refused the clause which I 

wup to carry out the object of the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. pry ; and | 
greatly regret that this Act should pass 
with the old, obsolete, and cumbersome 
form adopted. I hope next year to 
introduce a Bill containing the more 
modern and useful form of voting, and 
I hope the hon. Member will support 
me. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Schedule, as amended, agreed to. 

Schedule 2 agreed to. 

Bill reported ; as amended, to be 


considered To-morrow. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3, 
Resolutions [13th June] reported. 
Cuass I. 

“That a sum, not exceeding £162,105, be 
granted to Her Majesty,to complete the sum 
necessary to defray Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1 for the 


Erection, ye Maintenance of Public 

Buildings in Ireland, for the Maintenance of 

certain Parks and Public Works, and for 

ee Works on the Rivers Shannon and 
uc! 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.) : I wish to 
inquire as to the costs arising in the 
ease of Ryan against the Guardians of 
the Cavan Union. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury told me some time ago that he 
would endeavour to give a final answer 
as to the decision of the Treasury in 
the matter. I want to know if the 

have come to any decision, 
and whether that decision can be now 
communicated to the House ? 

Tae SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham) : I 
think I explained to the hon. Member 
sone time ago that the case could not 
be decided. 


{14 Jung, 1892} 
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Mr. KNOX : I think the right hon. 
Gentleman undertook to see whether 
there was any real reason why a 
decision in the case should not be 
made. 

*Sm JOHN GORST: I did under- 
take to make inquiries to satisfy 
myself that the reasons for delay were 
valid. I also said if there was reason 
to press for a decision I would urge 
the Local Government Board to come 
to an immediate decision as to what 
they would recommend. I did make 
inquiries, and satisfied myself that the 
reasons they give for delaying the 
decision were valid. 

Mr. KNOX : What were they ? 

*Sirm JOHN GORST : I cannot state 
the reasons. When I saw them I 
thought they were valid—jo me they 
appeared sound. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): The 
right hon. Gentleman tells us that he 
acquainted himself with the reasons 
alleged by the Local Government 
Board; and although that happened 
on a recent date, and he sential 
them satisfactory, they made no such 
permanent impression on the mind of 
the right hon. Gentleman as to enable 
him to give us the least idea of what 
the reasons were. 

Str JOHN GORST: I the hon. 
Member's on, I said they were 
reasons which I did not think it 
desirable to give. 

Mr. SEXTON: We understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to say that he had 
no clear idea of what the reasons were. 
If he has, then we must press him for 
further reasons. It is a case where 
the Board of Guardians consider them- 
selves entitled to the heavy costs of a 
suit which was due to the action of a 
Government Inspector. The Inspector 
forced upon the Guardians a certain 
course, which course resulted in the 
Guardians being mulcted in costs. 
They come forward now, and we plead 
for them that they are entitled to be 
relieved of these costs by the Treasury. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in that 
manner which distinguishes him, has 
given three or four answers on the 
subject which have not enabled us to 
come to any conclusion whatever. He 
has suggested that there is a seed 
rate owing by this Union; but it is hard 
to see why a rate to be paid at some 
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future date should govern altogether 
the separate question as to whether 
costs inc by the Guardians 
through the advice of an officer for 
whom the Treasury is responsible 
should not be settled now, without 
reference to what the Union may 
have to pay in August next, and upon 
another account. I have asked the 
ight hon. Gentleman more than once 
whether, in case the Guardians pay 
this seed rate in August next, this 
pn of costs would be settled ; and 
there were frankness and sincerity 
in the conduct of the case, he would 
give us a contingent assurance that if 
the rate were paid in August next, and 
therefore if the only reason suggested 
for delaying the termination of the 
question were settled, that legal costs 
would also be settled. If this assur- 
ance is not given, I can come to no 
other conclusion than that the right 
hon. Gentleman is endeavouring to get 
rid of Parliament and the Session, and 
that when the Guardians pay the seed 
rate it will be found that the engage- 
ments made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man have been mere words, and that 
there is no satisfaction to be given by 
the Treasury in regard to the costs. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Resolution 2 agreed to. 


Crass II. 
Resolution 3 agreed to. 


4, “That a sum, not exceeding £29,060, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of Ba pry during the 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1893, for the 

es and Expenses of the Offices of the 
Chief Secretary to the Tord Lieutenant in 
Dublin and London, and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. SEXTON: The Chief Secre- 
tary is also President of the Local 
Government Board, and no doubt the 
Local Government Board is cognisant 
of the affairs relating to Boards of 
Guardians, and probably could inter- 
fere and advise in this case. I take 
the right 


this opportunity of advisin 
orst) to be 


hon. Gentleman (Sir John 
sufficiently courteous to come to the 
Table and give a further explanation 
with regard to this question. If he 
does not, we shall have to take such 


Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 
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steps as will secure the return tc the 
House of the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant, and ask him to use 
his influence with the Treasury. The 
Guardians have paid all the seed rates 
up to the present moment; but, by 
some reasoning which is absolutely 
bewildering, the right hon. Gentleman 
refuses to give any reply on a past 
transaction, whether or not the Trea- 
sury will pay legal costs for which the 
Guardians are not morally responsible, 
and mixes up with it a further question 
as to whether the Guardians will pay 
to the Treasury money which they do 
not owe now, but which they will owe 
in August next. I see no connection 
between the two transactions. I do 
not congratulate the right hon. Gentle- 
man on his somewhat discourteous 
silence; but these tactics of evasion 
will not succeed with us. As the Chief 
Secretary has now come into the House, 
I ask that the two questions should be 
separated and dealt with on their own 
merits, or a contingent assurance be 
made that if the Guardians pay their 
seed rate for August next the Treasury 
will then liquidate these costs. 

Mr. KNOX: I first mooted this 
matter rather more than a year ago, 
and since then I have been endeavour- 
ing to get a definite answer from some- 
body. I asked a question of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland, who met me with his 
usual courtesy. His reply by letter 
was that the matter was one with 
which the Irish Office had no power to 
deal, because they had no funds at 
their disposal which they could devote 
to the purpose. He added that he was 
far from saying that it was not a case 
which the Treasury should consider. 
While I was obliged to the right hon. 
Gentleman for his courtesy, I submit 
that the Irish Office, although they 
had no money, might have gone so far 
as to recommend the Treasury to pro- 
vide the money. The facts were these : 
Under the Seed Potatoes Act the 
Guardians were bound not to accept 
any potatoes which had not been 
age tag | inspected and approved 

y the Inspector appointed by the 
Land Commission. In this case 
the Guardians ordered potatoes in the 
ordinary course, and everything was 
approved by the officials of the Land 
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Commission. The were de- 
livered and the Gaardians thought they 


were good enough; but as the Inspector 
of the Land Commission refused to 


allow them to accept these potatoes, 
they refused to accept them. e con- 
sequence was that the vendor of the 
potatoes brought an action, and that the 
verdict was against the Board of 
Guardians ; who have paid the money. 
This misfortune was brought upon 
them by obedience to the law and to 
the ruling of an executive officer. The 
Guardians ofthe Enniskillen Union took 
the wiser course of refusing to obey the 
Inspector, and they heard nothing more 
of it. The right hon. Gentleman re- 
fuses to give any answers for certain 
reasons of State. I find that the seed 
rate is being duly collected, and, 
although not completed, is in a very ad- 
vanced state. here is no doubt that 
the whole sum due to the Government 
will be paid in August when due. The 
‘Cavan Board of Guardians have never 
refused to meet their obligations, and I 
submit it is unfair to covertly charge 
them with intention not to perform 
their legal obligations in this matter. 
‘The case, I contend, is one requiring a 
definite answer. 


*Sm JOHN GORST: That I did not 
answer the hon. Member for West 
Belfast was not due to discourtesy on 
my part. The Rules prevented me 
making a second speech, and I did not 
feel justified in asking the indulgence 
of the House. The hon. Member for 
West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) and the hon. 
Member for Cavan (Mr. Knox) have 
oth sketched their view of what the 
ase is ; and on the assumption that the 
facts are actually as stated by them 
I would undertake at once that the costs 
of the Cavan Guardians should be re- 
imbursed. But my information is that 
ithe facts are not as stated by the hon. 
Members. It is stated that these 
gentlemen were practically coerced by 
the Inspector into refusing the potatoes 
and into entering the action. That is 
not consonant with the fact as repre- 
‘sented to me by the officials in Ireland. 


Mr. KNOX: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what particular state- 
ments are incorrect? 

“Sr JOHN GORST: I cannot do 
that very well. 


{14 June, 1899} 
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Mr. KNOX: The right hon. Gene 
tleman makes a charge against me. 


*Sir JOHN GORST: I have brought 
no charge — the hon. .Member. 
I merely said the facts were not as 
stated by hon. Gentlemen, and did 
not e out so strong a case 
for the Cavan Guardians. If the 
facts are as stated by the hon. 
Member, the Cavan Board of Guar- 
dians have a moral right to be repaid. 
The hon. Member asked me to per- 
sonally inquire into this matter, and I 
did so. I daresay the decision I came 
to was wrong—at least, no doubt the 
hon. Member thinks so ; but if he were 
afraid of my decision, why did he ask 
me to make a personal inquiry? The 
decision I came to was that the reasons 
given by the Local Government Board 
were adequate and sufficient. The hon. 
Member asks what they are; but I do 
not feel disposed to tell: him. I 
can only say I have done the best 
I could in the matter, and that I 
feel I came to a right conclusion. If 
we were to talk ut this question 
another hour or two I do not think we 
could do any good, and I therefore 
suggest that hon. Members should allow 
it to drop. 

(9.3.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY 
(Cork): I think an official in the posi- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman— 
although perhaps he. does not expect to 
hold that position long—might en- 
deavour to give hon. Members some 
satisfaction when, on behalf of their 
constituencies, they lay a case of this 
kind before the House. I cannot con- 
ceive of anything more unfair than the 
way in which he has dealt with this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
has made a sort of State secret of this 

uestion as to whether the costs of the 
Savee Guardians in this case should be 
remitted to them or not. The Secretary 
to the Treasury has told us that if we 
discussed this question for another hour 
it will not do us the smallest good. I 
am afraid that is an invitation to dis- 
cuss it, and I think we should not be 
doing our duty if we listened to the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
did not endeavour to extort from the 
Treasury some more satisfac 
answer. It has been said that my hon, 
Friend's facts are all wrong. 
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Sm JOHN GORST: What I said 


“was that the facts, as represented to 


me by the officials in Ireland, differed 
from those put forward by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr, HEALY: If that is so, surely 
the right hon. Gentleman must expect 
that we should ask him in what respect 
the version of facts communicated by the 
Trish officials differs from those given 
to the House by my right hon. Friend. 
If this was the first occasion on 
which this question had been raised 
the right hon. Gentleman might plead 
that he was not in a position to give an 
answer, but over and over again this 
case has been brought to his notice. In 
face of the detailed narration of the 
facts by my hon. Friend, the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks it is enough to get up 
and say to him, “I learn from the Local 
Government Board in Ireland that your 
facts are wrong, but I am not going to 
say in what respect they are wrong.” 
In what particular, I should like to ask, 
does the right hon. Gentleman impeach 
the accuracy of the statement of my 
hon. Friend? I am at a loss to know. 
And I will take this opportunity of 
pointing out the inconsistency of the 
goon of the right hon. Gentleman. 

e contends that our version of the 
facts are wrong; but he says that if the 
rate is paid the Treasury will in twelve 
months re-imburse the money. 


Mr. SEXTON: No; he did not say 
that. 


Mr. HEALY: At any rate, the 
right hon. Gentleman said he would 
consider it with that object. How isa 
promise of that kind consistent with 
the allegations that the facts of my hon, 
Friend are incorrect ? If the statement 
made by him is erroneous now, it will 
be equally erroneous in twelve months’ 
time. I must say that in all my ex- 
perience in this House I do not re- 
collect a more unsatisfactory reply than 
that which has been a te the right 
hon. Gentleman. He gets up and says, 
“‘ The hon. Member for Cavan asked me 
to look into this matter personally, and 
: went over to the Local Government 

in Ireland and investigated 


this trumpery question. I devoted 


my great mind to it, and I came 
to a certain conclusion. Here is my 
conclusion, and you may take it or 
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leave it, but I am not going to give 
any reasons for it.” I say ae 
that is an unsatisfactory course to take, 
and it is an invitation to us to resist 
the passage of this Vote in order to 
mark our sense of the unfair way in 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
treated this matter. I beg to move 
that this Vote be reduced by £200. 


Amendment yh seer to leave out 
“« £29,060,” and insert ‘‘ £28,860.”— 
(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That ‘ £29,960,’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 

Mr. SEXTON : I should like to sub- 
mit the question whether the treatment 
of the Irish Members on this point by the 
Secretary to the Treasury has Bat 
either respectful or according to the 
usages of this House. I maintain that 
we are entitled to an answer, The 
right hon. Gentleman takes credit to 
himself that in his high position he 
condescended to inquire personally into 
this question; but no matter what ma 
be the position of a public official, the 
value of his intervention is to be de- 
termined by its results, and, judging the- 
matter from that point of view, we 
should have been just as well off if the. 
right hon. Gentleman had not gone into. 
the matter at all. I wonder if there is. 
any Member of this House who can re- 
call to mind any case in which a 
Member of a Government, in reply to. 
a challenge such as has been made to 
the Secretary to the Treasury to-night, 
has stated that he refused to pt a 
the reasons which had indueed him to: 
deal with a matter like this in 
a particular manner? The right 
hon. Gentleman, I complaim, has. 
been most curt in the way he 
has answered us upon the subject, and 
I should like to ask the Chief Se- 
cretary for Ireland whether he concurs: 
with the Secretary to the Treasury that. 
the reasons we ask to be disclosed 
should be withheld from the House? 
The right hon. Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland (Mr. Madden) 
is in his place, and I presume he 
knows that, according to the practice of 
the Land Commissioners, an Inspector 
is appointed for such a function as has 
been referred to. The potatoes were 
rejected by the Inspector, and upon his 
advice an action was entered and a 
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verdict returned against the Cavan 
Guardians. These are the essential facts, 
and there is nothing material to be added 
to them. The Guardians were, upon 
the advice of this In tor, driven into 
a legal liability which resulted in a 
heavy penalty, and they ask that tha‘ 
pene 8 8 be borne by those re- 
nsible for it—that is to say, the 
ury. I appeal to the Chief 
Secretary and to the Attorney General 
for Ireland to say if in the material 
iculars which have been laid before 
the House there is anything incorrect, 
and also whether in the event of the 
Guardians in August next discharging 
their engagements to the Treasury the 
Treasury will be prepared to meet them 
on this question ? 
*Sm JOHN GORST: I am _ very 
sorry if the attitude I have taken in 
this matter has hurt the feelings of the 
- hon. Member. I can assure him that 
I had no intention of being at all dis- 
respectful to Irish Members. The 
hon. Member has said that it was the 
action of the Government Inspector 
which induced the Cavan Board of 
Guardians to reject these potatoes ; 
that the Board of Guardians were 
compelled by law, on the representation 
of the Government Inspector, to reject 
the potatoes ; and that, in consequence 
of their obedience to thelaw, they were 
exposed to an action for damages and 
mulcted in costs. That, I am bound 
to confess, is a very much fuller and 
more precise statement than has ever 
been laid before me before, and I have 
not the slightest wish to impugn- the 
accuracy of it. Hitherto I have under- 
stood the hon. Member to ask the 
Treasury to return to the Cavan 
Guardians the amount of these costs 
as a matter of grace, and not as some- 
thing to which they had any moral or 
legal claim. But, as I now understand 
the matter differently, I will again 
inquire into it; and if I find the 
facts to be as they have been repre- 
sented to this House, these costs shall 
be returned without delay. 

Mr. KNOX: Of course I have no 
desire to impeach the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman that these facts 
have not been brought to his attention 
until now. I would point out, how- 
ever, that they have been reiterated in 
this House time after time, and that 
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they were also stated in a Memorial 
presented to the Treasury by theCavan 
Guardians six months ago. However, 
as the right hon. Gentleman has 

that if these facts are found by him to 
be correct, he will refund the money, 
I will accept his undertaking, and ask 
my hon. Friend not to press the matter 
further. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolution 5 agreed to. 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £103,792, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local t 


Governmen 
Board in Ireland, including various Grants in 
Aid of Local Taxation.” 

(9.32.) Mx. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
8.): On this Vote I should like to call 
attention to a matter which has arisen 
between the Board of Guardians of 
Antrim and Colonel Spaight, one of the 
Inspectors of the Local Government 
Board. Colonel Spaight in his Report 
—a copy of which has been transmitted 
by the Government Board to the 
Board of Guardians—says that the ac- 
commodation provided in the female 
idiot ward is insufficient, and adds~ 
and this is the paragraph of which the 
Guardians complain— 
boon grossly neglected with tegard both ts 

nD D wi 
their Slothing — bedding.” 

The moment the Guardians received 
that communication they appointed a 
Special Committee to inquire into the 
matter, with the result that a letter was 
sent to the Local Government Board 
asking them to institute asworn inquiry 
as to whether there was any foundation 
for the allegations of Colonel Spaight. 
The Local Government Board declined 
to hold that inquiry, but said they 
would ask Colonel Spaight to make a 
fresh .Report. That, however, is not 
satisfactory to the Board of Guardians, 
and I think they are justified in asking 
either that this very serious and very 
damaging a should be prac- 
tically withdrawn, or that the sworn 
inquiry shall be held. The last com- 
munication from the Local Government 
Board is under date 1st June, and in 
that occurs the phrase ‘‘Colonel 
Spaight adheres to his Report of the ap- 
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+ neglect of the female idiot class.” 

e introduction of the word “ appa- 
rent” shows that there is some doubt 
‘in the mind of Colonel Spaight or of the 
Local Government Board. The com- 
munication further states that the 
Local Government Board cannot see 
how the Board of Guardians are in a 
position to contradict Colonel Spaight’s 
statements. The Guardians, it is true, 
are not; but their officers, who were 
present when Colonel Spaight made his 
inspection, are owed g to contradict 
him. They are fully prepared to 
meet these statements, and only 
desire the opportunity to do so. I do 
not ask the right hon. Gentleman for 
& specific answer to-night, but I ~—_ 
before the end of the Session he will 
able to give me some satisfaction on the 
point. I should also like to bring under 
the notice of the right hon. Gentleman 
a point with respect to the erection of 
labourers cottages. He told me some 
time ago that the Local Government 
Board had informed the Guardians of 
Ballymena that they were not entitled 
to decline to enter upon the erection of 
‘cottages that had been recommended 
by a Committee of the Union which 
had been appointed to consider the 
~matter. 

- Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 

LAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): The 
point was this: A scheme had been 
recommended and adopted. Subse- 
quently, it was sought to amend the 
scheme hy striking out portions, and 
this the Guardians were, I understand, 
advised could not be done. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I. understand 
that a Committee was appointed for each 
ofthe separate electoral divisions of the 
Union, and that this Committee recom- 
mended a modification of the various 
schemes. When the Board met to 
consider the recommendations it in 
every single instance rejected the 
schemes as amended and recom- 
mended by its own Committee. I 
understand that the Board was wrong 
in taking that course, and that it has 
been so advised by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I hope that some time 





next week the right hon. Gentleman 
will be able to give some satisfactory 
assurance in regard to the position 
of these various schemes with respect 
to the erection of labourers’ cottages. It 


Mr. Macartney 
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is nearly ten months since the schemes 
were brought forward, and great dis- 
satisfaction exists amongst the labourers 
at the delay. 

(9.43.) Mz. JACKSON: My hon. 
Friend has very fairly stated that he 
does not expect me to answer 
offhand a question of this kind. [ 
will make inquiry about the Report 
to which he has oT one of the 
Local Government Inspectors, 
and ascertain how the question stands. 
No doubt I shall be prepared to give 
him some information next week. 
With respect to the other matter, the 
last information I had was that the 
Local Government Board had advised 
the Board of Guardians that the action 
they had taken was nota proper action, 
nor action which they were capable of 
taking. I do not know without making 
inquiries what is the power of the 
Local Government Board io enforce 
any views they may hold, and I have 
given the hon. Member all the informa- 
tion that is at present in my posses- 
sion. 

(9.46.) Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., 
Mid): I am glad to have at last forced 
one of the Members for Antrim to take 
up the question of labourers’ cottages. 
Ihave been working in this matter for 
a long time, and I have in my hand now 
letters from labourers in Antrim who 
complain that they are compelled to 
live in huts which are unfit for human 
habitation, and have been condemned 
by medical men. Many of the houses 
in which they live were used as stables 
twenty years ago. I have also a lettter 
from the Labourers’ Association of 


‘Omagh complaining of the miserable 


hovels in which the labourers have to live; 
but what is the use pressing the matter 
now. The Government are not in & 
position to deal with it. It will have 
to be dealt with by a new Parliament. 
At the same time, it is satisfactory to 
have brought down one of the cham- 
pions of the North, one of the gentle- 
men who is going to fight. But if = 
are going to raise ar army they 

want to. recruit the labourers, and 
they will find the labourers of Antrim 
in line with the labourers of Cork. 
They know their interests and they 
know their friends, and they know 
that if their cause is to be triumphant 
the victory will not be won by fighting 
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with the gentlemen of Ulster, who have 
woke up to the importance of 
this question on the eve of an Elec- 
Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions 7 to 9 agreed to. 


Cxrass ITI. 


Resolutions 10 and 11 agreed to. 
erty acest 
to , to com 
necessary to defrey the hich ‘will 
come in course Pepys d 
y of 


(9.53.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I 
should like to obtain from the right 
hon. Gentleman some information as 
to what the Land Commission has been 
doing during the last twelve months. 
A year ago the Commission found it 
necessary to largely reduce the staff of 
Sub-Commissioners, because the pres- 
sure of work had subsided; but there 
are still a large number of Sub-Com- 
missioners on the active staff. But in 
the County of Cork there has not been 
a single Sub-Commission held durin 
the last twelve months. I have aceell 
several questions on the subject, and 
have been told that other counties were 
included in the Circuit in which Cork is 
included, and that,as the Commissioners 
had worked admirably for four years, 
that was considered a sufficient justifi- 
cation for entirely ceasing the work 
of fixing fair rents in the whole of the 
County of Cork. I may point out that 
now no Commission can sit till 
October, so that fourteen months will 
have elapsed since the last Commission 
sat in the county, and since any 
attempt was made to fix fair rents over 
that enormous area. But there were 
tremendous arrears of work in Cork, 
some thousands of applications heing still 
unkeard. I have myself been pro- 
fessionally engaged in cases the appli- 
cations for which were made in 1887, 
and they have not yet come to a hear- 
ing. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
knows that last year his Predecessor in 
the Office (Mr. A. J. Balfour) passed 
the Redemption of Land Act, and 
under that Act a number of fresh appli- 
tations have been served. It is true 
there is an alternative; but if the 
Jandlords are not willing to sell, 
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the cases have to be tried in 
the same wa as the other 
cases before the Commission. A num- 


ber of these cases have been raised— 
not perhaps so many as we anticipated 
—but a large number ; but, so far as we 
know, those unfortunate tenants may 
have to wait five years before their 
cases are heard. But the curious thing 
is that while the Sub-Commissioners 
have ceased their work the head Com- 
mission is as active as ever. It con- 
sists only of three members, and has to 
deal with the whole of Ireland, but 
they have held three sittings in Cork 
during the last twelve months. In 
that time, although there are forty Sub- 
Commissioners, not a single Sub-Com- 
mission has been held in Cork. We 
know that the head Commission has 
an inducement to get on with the work 
of hearing these appeals, and we do not 
complain that the applications should be 
disposed of as quickly as possible, but 
I want to know why the work of the 
Sub-Commissioners should have ceased. 
The failure of the Sub-Commissions 
in Cork is very unsatisfactory to the 
tenants, especially as they cannot take 
their cases into the County Courts. The 
landlords of Cork have swept the whole 
of the cases out of the County Courts 
and have taken them to the Land Com- 
mission, and I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to give us some 
explanation of the total failure of the 
Sub-Commissions in the County of 
Cork during the last twelve months. 
(10.0.) Mr. JACKSON: I quite 
sympathise with the desire which the 
hon. Gentleman has expressed that the 
utmost speed that can be made in 
fixing fair rents should be made, 
and that the visits of the Com- 
missioners should be as frequent as 
possible, so as to provide, as far as 
possible, for dealing with the cases in 
the district. I have been watching the 
proceedings of the Commission, and 
there has been a considerable reduction 
in the amount of arrears. At the end 
of January, 1891, there were 20,781 
cases. That number has been reduced 
gradually and continuously, I am glad 
to say, until at the.end of April this 
year there were only 9,000 cases, so 
that it will be seen there has been 


great p made. It must be re- 
nouhaiel that during that time the 
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Commissioners have had current cases 
to deal with, and yet they have made 
this reduction of more than one-half of 
the cases. The number of Assistant 
Commissioners was reduced in August 
last year, but the Court may appoint 
a Sub-Commissioner temporarily if 
found n . The hon. Member 
may take it from me that I have called 
the attention of the Commissioners to 
the desirability of making such progress 
as they can consistently with doing the 
work well and properly, and I will do 
what I can to push on the work and 
get rid of the arrears. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Subsequent Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [10th JUNE] REPORT. 


Order read, for Consideration of 
postponed Resolution— 

“That a sum, not exceeding £1,736,360, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1893, for the 
Salaries and Working Expenses of the Post 
Office Telegraph Service.” 


*(10.10.) Tate POSTMASTER GENE- 
RAL (Sir James Fereusson, Man- 
chester, N.E.): I must ask the House 
to permit me, on the postponed Vote for 
the Telegraph Service, to call attention 
to certain circulars addressed to can- 
didates at the General Election, and 
also sent to some Members of this 
House. The address is from ‘The 
Provincial Postal Telegraph Male Clerks 
to Candidates at the General Election,” 
and in one of these circulars the follow- 
ing sentences occur :— 

“ We have, in addition, to ask you whether 
you will, if elected, vote for the appointment 
of a Parliamentary Committee to inquire into 
op of the Telegraph Service, as we 
believe such an investigation would be of great 
utility, and could not but tend to the improve- 
ment of the Service, the state of which is 
causing great public dissatisfaction, as wil! be 
seen from the subjoined newspaper extracts.” 
The circular goes on— 

“In conclusion, we beg to state that we 
await your reply to these few questions of 
vital importance with considerable anxiety, 
end trust that you will give them your careful 
consideration. m 
I have heard also that another branch 
of the Service is organised, and is 
issuing similar notices. It appears to 


me to be a great evil that a body of 
Mr. Jackson 
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public servants should organise them. 
selves to address Members of the House 
and candidates on the eve of a General 
Election, inviting, in no ambiguous 
language, an undertaking as to the in. 
ternal management of a Public Depart- 
ment, which may influence votes at the 
coming election. Parliament entrusts 
public servants, equally with other 
electors, with the franchise; but it is 
certainly not in order that they should 
bring organised pressure to Soe on 
candidates in their own interests. Such 
action is absolutely disloyal to the 
State which they serve, and is caleu- 
lated to impair the purity of elections, 
As regards a particular case, my pre- 
decessor took great care, and showed 
great sympathy with the Service, in re- 
organising its classification. I feel 
some relustance to disturb an arrange- 
mentso recently entered into; but I have 
earnestly considered all Memorials 
addressed to me since I have held my 
present office, and I have attempted to 
remedy every case of hardship submitted 
tome. There is another point besides 
pay and slowness of promotion to which 
these public servants call attention, 
and that is to certain regulations made 
by my predecesser in a time of con- 
siderable public excitement regulating 
the right of holding meetings by officers 
of the Department. Formerly they 
were not allowed to hold meetings 
except in Post Office buildings, but my 
predecessor allowed them to take part 
in meetings outside public offices ; but 
it was stipulated that no outside people 
should be present, and, further, that 
notice should be given of such meeting, 
so that an official reporter might 
attend. I can say that, since I have 
held my present office, I have never 
sent an official reporter to any such 
meeting, and I have only gathered what 
passed from the reports in the news- 
papers. But this right has remained in 
abeyance, and I am free to confess that, 
however necessary it may have been, it 
may have become unnecessary now, 
and I may re-consider the question. 
As regards the grievances of the De- 
partment, I can abundantly testify 
that the superior officers have con- 
sidered all reports made to them. I 
think there would be an end to the 
discipline which should characterise 
members of the Public Service if en- 
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ent were given to such 
to bring pressure to bear on 
i of the House and candidates 
on the eve of a General Election. The 
Public Service is popular; it is the 
object of ambition and competition ; 
the future of its members is assured ; 
it is conducted on principles of fairness 
and impartiality ; but it would be in- 
jured, if not destroyed, if proceedings 
in the nature of canvass or solicitation 
before an election became prevalent, 
and it would be an abuse of the privi- 
of the franchise conferred on 
members of the Public Service. I trust 
that not only the House, but Parlia- 
mentary candidates, will set their faces 
against endeavours to bring into prac- 
tice a system of getting candidates to 
amend aa to vote for inquiries 
into the details of Departments of the 
Public Service. I hope they will de- 
cline to give such pledges, and will 
consider that pledges given on ex parte 
statements to vote for inquiry are as 
much prejudicing the question as if 
they were to pledge themselves at once 
to vote for revision. I have to say 
that the leading Members of the Oppo- 
sition, including the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Midlothian (Mr. W. E. Glad- 
stone), and the right hon. Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt), fully 
concur in the observations I have 
made. 

(10.15.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I feel that I cannot 
allow the remarks of the Postmaster 
General to pass unnoticed. The mem- 
bers of the Postal Service are placed 
ina very peculiar position—they are 
denied the right of ordinary combina- 
tion. That right is given to every 
citizen by the statutory law, and no 
Department has a right to infringe it ; 
it does not lie within the com- 
petency of any Department to interfere 
with it. The Postmaster General in- 
dicated that he had the assent of 
right hon. Gentlemen on this side. I 
hesitate to believe that any such under- 
taking has been entered into by right 
hon. Gentlemen on this side; and I 
venture to say that if such undertaking 
has been entered into, I denounce it as 
& conspiracy against the working men 
of this country. We are told that we 
are not to consider the complaints of 
men on the eve of a General 
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Election, because it is exacting from us 
something which would be derogatory 
to the Public Service. The men of the 
Postal Service will do their duty 
honestly and fairly if honest and fair 
terms are given to them, and I am ex- 
ceedingly sorry that the Postmaster 
General did not see his way clear in 
the early part of the evening, in answer 
to my question, to say he would forego 
any further punishment of the men 
who took part in the meetings some 
years ago. When a man has come 
mitted a crime and has been punished 
for it, that crime is no longer a barrier 
to his position in society. Here are 
men who for the fault—you cannot 
call it a crime—of exercising their 
right as citizens by belonging to a 
trade union sanctioned by law, and 
taking part in a public meeting—a 
technical violation of the law of the 
Department—are being punished per- 
manently. I know some of the men 
who took part in the movement, and I 
say that some of the men who took 
part in what they believed to be a 
rightful movement were men who 
would do honour to any service, not 
only in the humble positions the 

occupied, but even in those pas | 
by right hon. Gentlemen in this House. 
I think these men have been punished 
sufficiently, and though they may have 
commit a technical fault, the time 
has come when they should be for- 
given. One of two things must be 
conceded by the House—and I will 
fight for them as long as I am a Member 
of this House—either these men must 
have the right to combine, according 
to the common law of the country, 
for the purpose of raising their wages 
or lessening their hours, or else that 
the Department shall see that they 
have at least as good terms of service 
as those that are given by any private 
firm. The employees of the Government,. 
particularly in the Post Office, are 
entrusted with duties upon the proper 
discharge of which very much depends 
in this country ; and the least that can 
be done is to treat them fairly, I would 
even say generously. But, although 
there is a large annual surplus from 
the Post Office, the gratuities these 
men receive are taken into account in 
fixing their wages. These gratuities 
ought not to be taken into consideration 
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by a great Department when consider- 
— monetary value of the services 
to be rendered by itsemployees. I hope we 
shall have some more liberal ar - 
ment with to this matter ; and if 
the same policy is pursued by right 
hon. Gentlemen on this side when in 
Office, I shall be as sturdy an opponent 
of their conduct as I am of the conduct 
of the present Government. 

*(10.22.) Mr. LAWSON (St. Pan- 
cras, W.): I venture to join in the 
expression of regret that the Post- 
master General has not seen his way 
to restore the good conduct stripes to 
those men deprived of them for taking 
part in the open-air movement two 
years ago. I thought at the time 
their action was ill-judged, but I 
knew how great were the grievances 
under which they suffered. I had 
many interviews with the _ right 
hon. Gentleman’s Predecessor, and 
some partial reform was made. There 
were, however, men working for six- 
teen hours a day under conditions 
harder than obtained in any other 
branch of the Public Service, and I 
think there was great excuse for 
their action. They had also a good 
example before them. The clerks of the 
different divisions of the Civil Service 
had organised themselves into bodies 
essentially of the nature of trade 
unions, and were in the habit of com- 
municating with Members of this 
House and the heads of their Depart- 
ments, and yet nothing was done 
to prevent them doing so. It is 
monstrous to deny postal servants 
the right of combination — their 
right to which is as good as that 
of the trades to which it is allowed by 
a series of Statutes. Things were so 
bad in the Postal Service that the late 
Mr. Raikes admitted the force of the 
arguments urged by various hon. Gen- 
tlemen, and made considerable reforms 
in the conditions under which the work 
was done. It would be a graceful and 
generous act, as well as one of justice, 
if the right hon. Gentleman could see 
his way to remit the further penalties. 
I donot consider that the men were 
really wrong; they were only following 
the example set them by the clerks in 
the Public Service; and I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will re-consider his 
decision. It would be a popular step 


Mr. Howell 
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to take, and I am certain it would be 
one which every Member of the House, 
who has really watched the different 
organisations existing in the Civil Ser. 
vice, would say was urged upon him by 
every motive of reason and justice. 
(10.27.) Mx. STOREY (Sunderland): 
I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
I should give the same attention to 9 
postman who waited on me as to 
other elector in my constituency, and 
should not ask a voter the question 
whether or not he was a servant of the 
State. I was surprised to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman speaking with an 
energy and even bitterness which do 
not usually distinguish him. He com- 
plained that these postal people had the 
insolence and audacity to combine to 
prefer a civil request to candidates for 
Parliament as to whether they would 


support an inquiry into certain 
grievances of theirs. For what 
purpose was the vote given to 


any citizen except to secure the redress 
of his own or other grievances? The 
right hon. Gentleman said that Parlia- 
ment had entrusted these men with the 
franchise ; it was theirs, and they would 
have had reason to complain if Parlia- 
ment had kept it from them. He also 
took credit for the fact that these men 
could now hold meetings, and that he 
had not sent an official reporter—spy, 
I should call him. I agzee that every 
body of men in the country, whether 
serving the State or not, has a right to 
combine and ask for what the individual 
has the right to ask for. Suppose in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s constituency 
a postman was canvassed by his friends, 
and he said he would vote for the Con- 
servative candidate if he would support 
an inquiry into some grievances in the 
Post Office. Would that man be ex- 
ceeding his right asa citizen? If not, 
how can the right hon. Gentleman show 
that fifty, combined to say the same 
thing, would be exceeding their right? 
Ihave been in the House many years 
and have been applied to by different 
sections of the Public Service to support 
an advance of salary, but I have never 
once acceded to the request. J was 
sent here rather to curtail expense, and 
so I have never 4 > such & 
demand. But if any Department says 
it is excessively worked, or 

the conditions of their daily life are 
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not decent and proper, that would 
be a different matter altogether. 
With respect to this grievance, I should 
like to say one word to the right hon. 
Gentleman who represents the Post 
Office. The regulations, as I understand, 
still continue under which those em- 
ployees of the Post Office and the Tele- 
graph Service cannot hold their meet- 

, admitting any outside person to 
take part therein without a Govern- 
ment reporter being present to take 
down the names of every speaker and 
every indiscreet word anyone may 
atter during any meeting. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself admits that he never 
sentareporter. I should have expected 
nothing else from the right hon. Gentle- 
man. It would have been discredit- 
able to him and to the Government 
which he represents if he had taken 
any such course. These employees may 
be poor and of the lower rank of Civil 
servants; but it is well-known that 
there never was an attempt made to 

vent the members of the higher 
hes of the Service from meeting 
for the redress of their grievances. I 
willgive the right hon. Gentlemana con- 
stitutional illustration. When Army 
purchase was abolished, more than 
twenty years ago, great complaints 
were made by Army purchase officers 
that sufficient justice was not done to 
them. They demanded from this 
House not merely the regulation price 
which they had to pay, but they de- 
manded to be paid an extra regulation 
price, which this House had never sanc- 
tioned, and which it had no power to 
give. What occurred? Did they go 
to the War Office or the Treasury ? 
No; they combined together and held 
meetings ; they organised; they peti- 
tioned and caballed with their friends 
in this House; and they persisted in 
that course of conduct without the 
Government of the day even once say- 
ing to them, ‘‘ Of course, you must not 
organise to get what you are seeking.” 
These officers were seeking what was 
unjust, what was illegal; and yet the 
House at last granted them that, and 
paid them what ought never to have been 
paid away ny taxpayers of this 
country. With that remarkable in- 
stance in recent history before him, I 
think the right hon. Gentleman would 
do well to re-consider the position 
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which he and his predecessor have 
taken, and say distinctly and frankly 
to all employees of the State, ‘ Yes, 
you have the same right as every other 
citizen to combine and o ise, 
and to come respectfully with your 
Memorials and present them to us the 
same as any other Memorials are pre- 
sented ; and if they are unjust and un- 
fair to the taxpayer, we will say so 
bluntly to you, and we will sustain 
the taxpayer and not you.” That 
would be the just and fair position to 
take. I would venture, before sitting 
down to say that Ido not think that 
justice can be done to these poor 
people who are employed by thousands 
in the Post Office and Telegraph 
Departments unless there is accorded’ 
to them the fullest rights of citizen- 
ship, foremost amongst these rights 
being the right they claim—the right, 
either personally or in an organised 
fashion, to come to the House of 
Commons and the Ministry and ask 
for the redress of their grievances. 
*(10.32.) Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : 
I should like to say, after what the 
hon. Member for Bethnal Green has 
said ding the men who were dis- 
anual in connection with the strikes 
a year or two ago, that my predecessor 
examined carefully the case of every 
man and resto a great many of 
them. I am glad to say that I have 
been able to restore some more. 
With regard to the restoration of 
the stripes, in all Services in which 
good conduct stripes are given, the 
rule is that a certain time must elapse 
before they are restored again to men 
who have been deprived of them. 


Resolution agreed to. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 396.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 agreed to. 

Clause 2. 

(10.44.) Mr. SEXTON: I beg to 
move, in page 1, line 7, leave out from 
* date” to ‘‘ the,” in line 9, and insert 
*‘on the passing of this Act,” so that 
the clause shall come into effect in the 
usual way from the date of the passing 











Land Commissioners 


of this Act. The object of the clause 
is to equalise the ies of the Com- 
missioners of the Irish Land Com- 
_mission, and I may state in a few 
words how the matter at present 
stands. The Land Commission is 
composed of five members: three of 
whom held office under the Land Act 
of 1881, and two under the Land 
Purchase Act of 1885. Of the Commis- 
sioners who hold office under the Act 
of 1881 the Judicial Commissioner has 
the of a Judge of the High 
Court, and the other two Commissioners 
under the original Act have each of 
them a salary of £3,000 a year. The 
two Commissioners who hold office 
under the Act of 1885, commonly called 
Purchase Commissioners, have each a 
salary of £2,000 a year. Last year, at 
the time of the passing of the 
Land Purchase Act, the Govern- 
ment were placed under a pledge to 
introduce a Bill this year for the 
purpose of equalising the emoluments 
cf these functionaries ; and the present 
Bill has been introduced as the re- 
demption of that pledge. I must 
observe, however, that it appears to 
me that this clause proposes to 
carry out that object in rather a 
uestionable fashion, because it proposes 
that the salaries should be equalised, 
not from the date of the passing of the 
Act, but from the date at which the 
appeals mentioned in Section 29 of the 
Land Purchase Act shall be disposed 
of. When the Land Purchase Act was 
before the House last year it was pro- 
posed that all the Commissioners 
should have equal functions, and that 
all the five Commissioners should par- 
ticipate in all the functions of the Com- 
mission. But it was pointed out at the 
time that the Rent Commissioners were 
considerably in arrear with their work ; 
that there was a great bulk of appeals 
in cases where fair rents had been fixed 
to be disposed of ; andthat it would not 
be fair or reasonable that the Rent 
Commissioners should participate in 
the work of the purchase department 
until they had disposed of the arrears. 
A provision was accordingly inserted in 
the Land Purchase Bill that until the 
Rent Commissioners had cleared off the 
arrears of fair-rent appeals, they should 
not concern themselves with the work 
of the purchase department ; and con- 
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versely, that until the Rent Commis. 
sioners had disposed of the fair-rent 
appeals, the Purchase Commissioners 
should not concern themselves with the 
work of fixing fair rents. Now, the 
proposal of the Government is that 
until the Rent Commissioners clear off 
the arrears of work which lie upon 
their hands, the Purchase Commis. 
sioners shall not have the increase of 
salary of £1,000 a year to which 
are admittedly entitled. I sh 
point out that the Rent Commissioners 
are juniors to she Purchase Commis- 
sioners, having m comparati 
recently appointed. The Morehead 
Commissioners are at present the same 
gentlemen who were appointed under 
the Act of 1885, and are seven years in 
office, whereas the present Rent Com- 
missioners are only in office three or 
four years. I do not think that it 
shows muck consideration for the 
dignity of the senior Purchase Com- 
missioners that they should be placed 
substantially at the mercy of one of 
their juniors, Mr. Wrench ; and I think 
it is an invidious position to put Mr, 
Wrench in, as it may possibly expose 
him to undue temptation. It may 
possibly be conceived that he might 
not go through the arrears at a head- 
long pace if the increase of the salaries 
of the other Commissioners were to be 
dependent upon the speed with which 
he disposed of them. Moreover, sup- 
posing Mr. Justice Bewley, or 
r. Wrench, or Mr. Fitzgerald were, 
through illness or any. other cause, 
to become incapacitated for the dis- 
charge of their duty, so long as the fair- 
rent appeals were delayed the none 
actually is that Mr. M‘Carthy and Mr. 
Lynch would have to wait for the in- 
crease to their salaries of £1,000 a year 
until the ailing Commissioner was re- 
stored to health or was able to return to 
his duty. Therefore, it is with very con- 
siderable confidence that I — to 
insert these words, which will bri 
the clause providing for the increase 
salary into operation from the date of 
the passing of the Act. 


Amendment proposed, 


In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the word 
“date” to the word “the,” inline 9, and 
insert “ of the passing of this Act.”—(Mr. 
Sexton.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
to be left out stand: part of 


Clause.” 
(10.54.) Mr. JACKSON: The hon. 
Member has stated with great fairness 
pretty well the facts of the case. But 
he left out one or two considerations 
which it is necessary to bring before 
the Committee. He has stated that 
this Bill has been brought in, wnt he pe 
it, in pursuance of a made t 
om the Lana Pordhase Act was 

‘ore this House. I do not think it can 

be put quite so far as to say that a 
was given on the subject. Cer- 

tainly there was an understanding ; 
but I think that understanding only 
went this length, so far as my informa- 
tion goes: A question was raised as to 
whether the salary of the two sets of 
Commissionersought not to be identical; 
andI remember it being urged on that side 
of the House that a certain date should 
be fixed before which time neither set 
of Commissioners should do the work of 
the other. The hon. Gentleman states 
that the Fair Rent Commissioners are in 
arrear with their work ; but I am afraid 
it cannot be said that the Purchase 
Commissioners are not in arrear 
with their work. They are not 
making such progress as we could 
have hoped ; and, as a matter of fact, 
we have —— strengthened their 
hands by giving them additional assist- 
ance in order to try to catch up the 
arrears of purchase work. But I am 
afraid it will take some time, and pro- 
bably a longer time than the hearing 
of the appeals, before the arrears can 
be overtaken. We found it necessary 
that the date fixed in the Act of 1891 
should be adopted in this Bill ; that is, 
the date at which the Purchase 
Commissioners on the one hand can 
take in the fair-rent cases, and the 
Fair Rent Commissioners on the other 
hand can take part in the purchase 
business. When that time arrives the 
duties would become identical, and 
—_ interchangeable in the two 
classes of work. With regard to the 
salaries of the two sets of Commis- 
sioners, we do not propose to make any 
comparison between the work of the 
two sets of Commissioners. The work 
of both sets of Commissioners is un- 
doubtedly of great ‘importance. Both 
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sets of Commissioners are entrusted 
with dealing with very large sums of 
money, and no doubt their work is 
important. The Fair Rent Commis- 
sioners are entrusted with very impor- 
tant work in fixing fair rents, or heari 
cases of appeal against rents fixed. 
But these salaries have been fixed 
already. It is truethat on the ing 
of the Land Act last year Parliament 
thought fit to raise the salaries of the 
Fair Rent Commissioners beyond the 
salaries enjoyed by the Purchase Com- 
missioners. Parliament took that 
view; and it was on an appeal being 
made on the other side of the House 
that the salaries should be equalised 
that an understanding was come to that 
when the work, as I have said, was 
identical and interchangeable, the salae 
ries should be equalised. Of course, 
equalisation must take one of two 
forms. 

Mr. SEXTON: Three forms. 

Mr. JACKSON: They might be 
equalised by raising the one or 
lowering the other. We have 
teken, perhaps, the most generous 
course of raising the salaries of the 
Purchase Commissioners. But we 
hope it may be possible, when the time 
arrives when the work of the two sets 
of Commissioners shall be interchange- 
able, that we may be abie to do with 
four Commissioners instead of five ; and 
that therefore we may be able to save 
the salary of one, and thus while 
equalising the salaries improve the 
position of the Purchase Commissioners, 
and at the same time effect some 
economy in the Department by the 
abolition of one.of the Commissioners. 
I thiak I need say no more on the 
subject. Perhaps I may say, however, 
that there is another Amendment 
following in the name of the hon. 
Member upon which I shall have some- 
thing to say. But, in the meantime, I 
do not think I can accept the Amend- 
ment moved by the hon. Member. 

(10.59.) Mr. SEXTON: I think 
the reply of the right hon. Gentleman 
has been extremely unsatisfactory. I 
think it is a matter for strong comment 
that such an able and painstaking — 
of officials should be dealt with in su 
an ungenerous manner. The right 
hon. Gentleman has argued that the 
Purchase Commissioners cannot now 
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transact the business of the Rent 
Commissioners, but he is also forced 
to argue that the Rent Commis- 
sioners cannot now transact the busi- 
ness of the Purchase Commissioners. 
The force of that argument disappears 
in the fact that the Land Commis- 
sioners are confined to one Depart- 
ment. The existence of the arrears 
has been referred to, but that fact 
affords, I think, a very good case for 
pressing this Amendment on the accept- 
ance of the right hon. Gentleman. Why 
are there arrears? Because of the 
policy of the Government with regard 
to the Land Purchase Acts. The 
Government passed the Land Purchase 
Act of last year with a new condition 
by which the tenant was obliged to 
provide an insurance fund ; and it was 
well known to every one that the 
insertion of that provision would so 
hamper purchase that the tenants 
would be very eager to avail them- 
selves of the balance under the Ash- 
bourne Acts, which required no insur- 
ance fund. Therefore, last year there 
was a rush made in Ireland for the 
balance of the Ashbourne money, and 
that involved a great increase in the 
transactions before the Purchase Com- 
‘missioners. Surely it would be very 
unjust to argue that, because the 
policy of the Government has caused a 
rush of applications and has vastly in- 
oreased the work of the Commissioners, 
these facts should now be cited as a 
reason for arguing that the increase 
of salary should not be immediately 
given. I rather think that the existence 
of these heavy arrears due to the policy 
of the Government is a double reason 
why the increase of salary should be 
immediately conceded, because that 
increase in their labours was not fore- 
seen last year. I must again empha- 
sise the inexpediency and the disregard 
of the dignity of the Purchase Com- 
missioners involved in leaving the in- 
crease of their salaries at the will 
of their juniors. The Purchase Com- 
missioners have seven years’ service; 
the Land Commissioners were only 
appointed three or four years ago. 
Mr. Wrench and his colleagues can 
determine how fast they will dispose of 
these appeals. They may for the next 


five years allow some appeals that were 
lodged before June last year to remain 


Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 
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undetermined, and so long as ons 
remains undetermined Mr. McCarthy 


and Mr. Lynch are not to have their . 


£1,000 a year. Any Government 
which makes such a proposal is not 
mindful as it ought to be of the 

that is due to the senior officials of the 
Department; officials who have dis- 
charged their duty in a devoted and 
painstaking manner-—a manner which 
not only frees them from blame from 
any quarter, but has entitled them to 
praise from all sorts and conditions of 
men interested in the administration of 
the system of land purchase. I do 
trust the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man may not be taken as his final 
word. The question is whether this 
£2,000 a year shall be given at once, or 
at some future time to be determined, 
not by the merits of the officials con- 
cerned, or by anything they can do, but 
by something that may be left undone 
by other persons, with which they have 
no concern and over which they have 
no control. The work under the 
Redemption of Rent Act has fallen not 
upon the Rent Commissioners, but upon 
the Purchase Commissioners. 

work has fallen entirely on Mr. 
McCarthy and Mr. Lynch, and I do 
strongly appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to take that into considera- 
tion. Wedonot deny there may be 
economy in the expenses of this Depart- 
ment. No doubt, within a moderate 
time it will be possible to reduce the 
number of the Commission to four; but 
that, instead of being an argument 
against my Amendment, seems to me & 
reason why the older officials of the 
Department should receive a generous 
recognition. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to do a graceful and & 
gracious act by giving practical ac- 
knowledgment to the merit of these 
officials, and paying due deference to 
the wishes of all the Representatives of 
Ireland. 

(11.9.) Cotonzt NOLAN : The hon. 
Member for West Belfast has made his 
case very clear, and it.seems to me that 
the Chief Secretary has advanced no 
argument against the proposal. The 
salaries of the Purchase Commissioners 
are to depend on the speed with which 
another set of Commissioners do their 
work. How would the Chief 
like his salary to depend on the 
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with which the Irish Attorney General 
did his work? That would strike 
everyone as being very curious, 
but it would not more curious 
than the proposal of this Bill. 
There has been no reason alleged in 
this Bill for this extraordinary pro- 
ceeding. You have got two gentlemen 
called Purchase Commissioners and 
three others called Rent Commissioners, 
and you propose that one body shall not 
be paid untilthe other body has done 
sume particular work. It is the most 
complete case of flogging one man for the 
offence—if it is an offence—-of the other 
that I have ever seen introduced into 
a Bill. I cannot understand the prin- 
ciple for the adoption of this extra- 
ordinary and anomalous proceeding ; 
and, unless the Government accept the 
Amendment of the hon. Member, we 
must look upen it either as a practical 
joke or as a Party question. I fear 
there is something of this kind at the 


« bottom, but as all the Irish Members 


have said that these salaries ought to 
commence from the beginning of: the 
Act, I am surprised that the Govern- 
ment have brought forward this 
grotesque proposition. If we adopt the 
proposition, the people will question the 
good sense of an expiring House of 
Commons. We may be considered to 
bein our dotage at present, but I do 
uot think we ought to set up as a future 
precedent such an extraordinary and 
strange Billas this. I hopethe Govern- 
ment may accept the Amendment of 
the hon. Any 

(11.10.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I 
think thisis the shabbiest Bill I have ever 
come across, and really I am surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman does not 
feel ashamed to get up and defend its 
provisions before the House of Commons. 
I cannot say, astonishing as its pro- 
visions are, that I am altogether sur- 
prised, because this Bill is simply a 
continuance of the policy, I might 
almost say, of contempt which the 
present Government have consistently 
displayed towards this Department of 
the Irish Land Commission. The odd 
thing is that these two gentlemen 
were appointed by Lord Salisbury. 
a is the one Department of the 

vernment in Ireland which possesses 
the confidence of the Irish people. 
Why, then, should the salaries of the 
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Purchase Commissioners not be in- 
creased until the Fair Rent Commis- 
sioners have cleared off their arrears of 
work? Icontend that the salaries should 
be placed on the same level without 
such delay, and that it is most shabby 
to treat the Purchase Commissioners 
in this way. I therefore hope that my 
hon. Friend will go to a Division on 
the subject. 

(i1.18.) Mr. JACKSON: I would 
like to say afew more words, as the 
hon. Member has used scme strong 
language on the subject. The date is 
fixed in the Act of 1891, before which 
neither set of Commissioners shall do 
the work of the other. We have © 
scrupulously followed that arrangement 
in order that there should be no charge 
made against us of having in any sense 
departed from it. The Government are 
therefore acting entirely in harmony 
with the Commissioners. All they 
want is to have the work done as soon 
as possible. I am afraid, however, that 
it will take twelve months to finish it, 
but hon. Members may rely that eve 
attempt will be made to push it rake i 
Any suggestion, therefore, that the 
Government wish to prevent an increase 
of the Purchase Commissioners’ salariés 
is entirely unfounded. I will only add 
that as the date has been fixed by 
Parliament, we are not justified in 
altering it. . 

(11.20.) Mr. SEXTON: I wish to 
suggest that a compromise should be 
made on the subject. I offer this 
suggestion because I am extremely 
anxious to secure harmony in the 
management of affairs, and to promote 
the public interest, which depends a 
great deal on harmonious action on the 
part of the Land Commissioners. I 
also desire that a painful impression 
should not be left in the minds of the 
Representatives of Ireland on account 
of the irreconcilable action on 
the part of the Government in this 
matter. I must take issue with the 
right hon. Gentleman when he mixes 
up the question of salary with the 
question of clearing off arrears of work. 

Mr. JACKSON: It is so arranged 
in the Act. There can be no inter- 
change of duties on the part of the 
Commissioners until a certain date. 

Mr. SEXTON: That is not the 
question. This is a question of increase 

2U 13 iz 
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of salary, which does not depend upon 
when the changes take place. e 
argued that it is absurd to cast upon 
the Fair Rent Commissioners the 
functions of ase until they had 
cleared off their other work, because 
otherwise the duties to be imposed 
upon them could have no real effect. 

e never dreamt for a moment that 
the delay of the transfer of the Fair 
Rent Commissioners to the Purchase 
Department would also delay the in- 
crease of salary of the Purchase Com- 
missioners. Therefore we disclaim any 
responsibility for it. In our view, the 
Purchase Commissioners are entitled to 
the increase of salary from the passing 
of the Bill. Now the right hon. 
Gentleman says that in his view the 
work will not take more than nine 
months. 

Mr. JACKSON: A year. © 

Mr. SEXTON: Then I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to do a 
graceful act in deference to the unani- 
mously expressed wish of the Repre- 
sentatives of Ireland, and relieve the 
Purchase Commissioners from the 
humiliating position in which they are 
— I hope he will also give the 

‘air Rent Commissioners a gentle hint 
to clear off the arrears of work in a 
limited time, and thus secure for the 
people the advantages conferred by the 
Act of last year. 

Mr. JACKSON: I do not like to 
answer without a little consideration. 
I agree there is force in what the hon. 
Member has said about the possibility 
of one or two appeals delaying the time 
even beyond the power of the Commis- 
sioners themselves, because there might 
be technical difficulties or legal delays, 
over which they had no power. Per- 
haps we had better adjourn the matter, 
and in the meantime I will see whether 
I can accept the suggestion of the hon. 
‘ Member, or something approximating 
to it. 

Mr. SEXTON: I leave the matter 
with every confidence. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
Would it not be most convenient to 
pass the Bill through Committee, 


so that it may be printed, and then 
deal + this matter on the Report 
Mr. SEXTON: I am quite satisfied 
with that arrangement. 
Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 


| 
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Tue CHAIRMAN: Does the hon, 
Member withdraw the Amendment ? 
Mr. SEXTON: Yes. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SEXTON: Before my second 
Amendment I wish to raise the question 
in — to the scale of pension. As 
the clause now stands these Purchase 
Commissioners will only be entitled to 
pensions calculated upon the scale as 
if they were clerks in the Civil Service. 
They are judicial persons; their 
functions are, in degree and 
eminent character, judicial ; the tenure 
of office is the same as that of a Count 
Court Judge ; their salaries are based 
on the Consolidated Fund, and, by the 
withdrawal of their salaries, the 
Government and the House have 
shown that they regard the salaries 
as judicial. The County Court Judge 
is entitled to a pension on a judicial 
scale. The County Court Judge is 
a Court of First Instance, and his 
decisions come before these Commis- 
sioners for review, and they hold a 
higher position, so far as certain actions 
in regard to land are concerned. Yet 
we have the anomaly that the lower 
office of County Court Judge has pen- 
sion fixed on the judicial scale, while 
the Appellate Court only receives the 
pension of a Civil Service clerk. I 
move to leave out after the word 
‘‘ calculated,” in the last ‘line but one 
in the clause, in order to insert ‘‘ upon 
a judicial scale.” 

Amendment proposed, in page 1, 
line 17, to leave out the words “ cal- 
culated in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Superannuation Act,” and 
insert ‘‘ upon a judicial scale.” 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 

Mr. JACKSON : This question has 
been carefully considered by the Trea- 
sury, and I think there can be no dif- 
ference made between the Purchase 
Commissioners and the Fair Rent 
Commissioners in the scale of super- 
annuation. I think it would be im- 
possible to accept this. 

Mr. SEXTON : Then I do not press 
this matter further, in the hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman will see in 
it a further argument for equalising 
their position as far as possible in 
yegard to salaries. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SEXTON: My last Amend- 
ment provides what is very necessary 
with regard to Commissioners who 
hold office and discharge analogous 
functions before they become Satdhtes 
Commissioners, The principle of the 
Amendment is one the Government 
have urged with so much energy upon 
the House in regard to a less impor- 
tant and, perhaps, less deserving c 
of officials, that I have no doubt as to 
its acceptance. 


Mr. MADDEN : In substance I am 
in a position to accept the Amendment 
of the hon. Member, but I would move 
in substitution words which have been 
carefully considered by the Treasury. 
The difficulty is that under the Act of 
1881 the Commissioner or Sub-Com- 
missioner was precluded from coming 
in that Act for the purpose of valua- 
tion. In the removal of that disabilit 
I think the words I propose mane” | 
carry out the intentions of the hon. 
Member, 


Mr. SEXTON: That Amendment 
will dispose of the case of Mr. 
McCarthy, but is it certain that Mr. 
Lynch will also be included ? 

Mr. MADDEN: There is no differ- 
ence. The interval will be covered. 

Mr. SEXTON: Is it quite certain 
that will be taken into account with- 
out provision in the Bill ? 

Mr. MADDEN: Yes; I may men- 
tion that even without the words I 

st, where there had been service 
to the Crown under the Act of 1881, 
there would be title. But in order to 
make it perfectly clear, these words 
have been suggested. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


_ Amendment proposed, in page 1, 
line 18, at the end of the clause, add 
“notwithstanding anything done in the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881.”—(Mr. 
Madden.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 


{14 Junz, 1899} 
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PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS BILL. 
(No. 371.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Tae FIRST LORD or raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Derby (Sir William 
Harcourt) has a ed to me with 
regard to this Bill. He informed me 
it was opposed very strongly, and in 
conformity with the pledge I gave him 
I beg to withdraw the Bill until to- 
morrow, when I will put it down 
after unopposed Business. 


Second Reading deferred till To- 


morrow. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (Ne. 4) BILL.—(No. 368.) 
As amended, considered; read the 

third time, and passed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 5) BILL.—(No. 369,) 
As amended, considered; read the 

third time, and passed. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER [INVERNESS] BILL.— 
(No, 403.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 

That 8 ing Orders 211, 236 

and 251 be ee ade the One 
of Selection have leave to appoint the Com- 

mittee on the Bill, and to sit and proceed To- * 

morrow.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 18) BILL.—(No. 353.) 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; asamended, 

considered ; read the third time, and 


passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL.—(No. 358.) 
Reported, with Amendments ([Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; as amended, 
considered ; read the third time, and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL.—(No, 346.) 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed] ; as amended, 

to be considered To-morrow. 
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~ SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMEND- 


MENT (No: 2) BILL.—(No. 275.) 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. {No. 271.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 410.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, inti- 


tuled, “ An Act for further promoting 


the Revision of the Statute Law by 
repealing enactments which have ceased 
to be in force or have become unneces- 


sary.” [Statute Law Revision Bill 


_ {Lords. } 


Also,.a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by 
the Education Department under ‘ The 
Elementary Education Act, 1870,’ to 


enable the School Board for London to 


put in force ‘The Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845,’ and the Acts 
amending the same.” [Education 


Provisional Order Confirmation (Lon- | 
don) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 


Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 


relating to Dublin, Fareham, Liver- 
pool, Oxford, Sheffield, and Waterford.” 
[Electric Lighting Orders Confirmation 


-(No. 4) Bill [Lords. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Boar? of Trade under the 
Eléctric Lighting acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Hampstead, Lambeth, 


‘Shoreditch, and Whitechapel.” [Elec- 


tric Lighting Orders Confirmation (No. 
6) Bill [Lords. } 


“TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL IN- 


STITUTIONS BILL [Zords.] 
Read a second time, and committed 


_ SOLICITORS AND APPRENTICES 
_ (IRELAND) BILL.—(No. 35.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn.’ 


{COMMONS} 
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JURY LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
(No. 289.) 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS, 
Ordered— 
“That. the several Accounts and P: 


apers 
which have been presented to the House in 


this Session of Parliament, relating to the 
Revenues of India, be referred to the con- 
sideration of a Committee of the Whole 
House.” 

Resolved, That this House will on Thursday 
next resolve itself into the said Committee.— 
(Mr. Curzon.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the ser- 
vice of the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1 the sum of £44,094,083 be 

ted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
nited Kingdom. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


-CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ANIMALS (IRE- 


LAND) [GRANT]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of an increased grant 
for the purposes of the Contagious Diseases 
(Animals) Acts in Ireland. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL. 
[Zords.] 


Read the first time. [Bill 411.] 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL. 
[Lords.] 

Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

Bills. [Bill 412.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL.—{Lords.] 
Read the first-time ; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

[Bill 413.) : 


Bills. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL. [Lords.] 
Read the first time; and referred 


to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. [Bill 414.) 


MOTIONS.: 





QUALIFICATION OF VOTERS (GUARDIANS) 
BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Morton, Bill to amend 
the Law relating to qualificat‘on of Voters for 
Guardians of the Poor in England and Wales, 
and to provide for the election of such Guar- 
dians by ballot, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Morton, Mr. Burt, Mr. Cobb, Mr. Fen- 
wick, Mr. Priestly, and Mr. Bowen Rowlands. 


Bill presented, and read first time. [ Bill 415. ] 


PENSIONS (OLD AGE) (NO. 2) BILL. 

On Motion of Mr. Rankin, Bill for estab- 
lishing a system of Old Age Pensions, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Rankin, Mr. Joseph 
Chamberlain, Mr. Mallock, and Mr. Hozier. 

Bill presented, and read first time.[Bill 419.] 











NAVY AND ARMY 
1890-91. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(1.) That it appears by the Navy Appro- 

riation Account for the year ended the Bist 

y of March, 1891, and the statement appen- 
ded thereto, as follows, namely :— 


(a.) That the gross expenditure for cer- 
tain Navy Services exceeded the esti- 
mate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £96,021 4s. 2d., as shown in 
Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Navy Services fell short of the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £266,410 9s. 9d., as shown in 
Column No. 2 of the said appended 
Schedule, so that the ss actual ex- 
penditure for the whole of the Navy 
Services fell short of the gross esti- 
mated expenditure by the net sum of 
£170,389 Bs. 7d. ; 

(b.) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Navy Services fell short of the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of 
£110,717 12s. 11d., as shown in Column 
No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; 


EXPENDITURE, 
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RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 

On Motion of Sir Michael Hicks Beach, Bill 
to amend “The Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act, 1888,” ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach and Sir John Gorst. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 416.] 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


On Motion of Sir John Gorst, Bill to grant 
Money for the purpose of certain Local 
Loans; and for other purposes relating to 
Local Loans, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Joun Gorst and Mr. Chancellor of the Exche~ 
quer. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 417.] 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


On Motion of Sir John Gorst, Bill to con- 
tinue Expiring Laws, ordered to be brought in 
by Sir John Gorst, Mr. Attorney General, and 
‘Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 418.] 


while the receipts in aid of other Nav 
Services exceeded the estimate of such 
receipts by a total sum of £166,196 5s. 8d. 
as shown in Column No. 4 of the said 
appended Schedule ; so that the total 
actual receipts in aid of the Grants for 
Navy Services exceeded the total esti- 
mated receipts by the net sum of 
£55,478 12s. 9d. ; 

*) That the resulting differences be- 
tween the Exchequer Grants for Navy 
Services and the net expenditure are as 
follows, namely :— 


-_- 
. 


Ss. = 
Total Surpluses 352,616 5 8 
Total Deficits 126,748 7 4 


(2.) That the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty's Treasury have temporarily autho- 
rised the application, in reduction of the net 
charge on Exchequer Grants for certain Na 
Services, of the whole of the sums receiv 
in excess of the estimated Appropriations in 
Aid, in respect of the same Services; and 
have also temporarily authorised the ap- 
plication cf so much of the said total sur- 
pluses on certain Grants for Navy Services as 
is necessary to cover the said total deficits on 
other Grants for Navy Services. 


(3.) Resolved, That the appiication of such 
sums be sanctio: 
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SCH E DU L E. 
| Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid, 
Excesses of | Surpluses of} Deficiencies| Surpi 
Number of Navy Services, 1890-91. Actual over Estimated of Actual as| of Asteal es 
Vote. | Votes. Estimated | over Actual| com com 
Gross Gross (withEstimt’d) with Estimt’d 
| Expenditure. | Expenditure.| Receipts. Receipts. 
1. 2. 3, 4. 
&£& a dad) £€ ad@d| && ad , 
yd Wages, de, of: ORRonns, ots Fe 
Seamen, and Boys, 
Royal ee and| 
arines 24,042 13 2/24 07 
2 “a Vietinlingand Clothing ’ “ss 
‘or the ose 442 4 7 1 
3 ee pees Establishments = | sates 
and Services... aa 3537 7 0 61112 4 
4 Martial Law 1,610 : 11 1112 9 
5 ... Educational Services 1,895 4 10 ‘ 501 14 5 
6 ... Scientific Services... 47212 4 pe 3,618 12 1 
7 .»-|Royal Navy Reserves ... 871 18 7 6 3 
8 ... Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
| aintenance, &c. ... 
Sec. 1 Personnel --| 6,036 13 8 126 9 10) 
Bec. 2 Matériel ... ...| 69,415 18 10 in sae | 38,048 19 2 
Sec. 3 Contract Work ... ne 41,814 13 1 561714 8 
9 Naval Armaments __... pa ’ 6 id 116,750 8 6 
10 Works, Buildings, and 
— at Home and 
A 41,535 10 2 
11 ...|Miscellaneous Effective ; wanes 
| Services ae --| 18,187 8 10 ia 1099 4 9 
12 ..|Admiralty Office... ai 132612 6°. 111 18 6 
13 EA eine Keotrod and 
Reti a 7,142 18 0) 
14 ....Naval and aise Pen- » saa aat is 
| sions, Gratuities, and 
Compassionate Allow- 
ances . 799 4 8 
15 ~~ ios Pensions and Gra- es 
10,162 18 5 
16 __ {Additional Naval Force ; sys ie 
| for Service in Austra- 
lasian Waters 1610 0 63,000 0 0 
‘Amount to be written 
| off as irrecoverable...| 2,364 12 10 
96,021 4 2 |266,410 9 9110,71712 11) 166,196 5 8 
en —— 





Net Surplus, £170,389 5 7 Net Surplus, 55,478 12 * 


ee 





Net Surplus, £225,867 18 4 











5 
1 





Navy and Army — 
(4.) That itappears by the Army Appropria- 


tion Account for the year ended the 31st day 


of March, 1891, and the statement appended 
thereto, as follows, namely :— 

(a.) That the gross expenditure for 
certain Army Serviees exceeded the 
estimate of such expenditure by a total 
sum of £104,337 19s. 1d., as shown in 
Column No. 1 of the Schedule hereto 
appended ; while the gross expenditure 
for other Army Services fell short of 
the estimate of such expenditure by a 
total sum of £290,107 17s. 1d., as 
shown in Column No. 2 of the said 
appended Schedule; so that the gross 
actual expenditure for the whole of the 
Army Services fell short of the gross 
estimated expenditure by the net sum of 
£185,769 18s. ; 

(b.) That the receipts in aid of certain 
Army Services fell short of the estimate 
of such receipts by a total sum of 
£38,723 15s. 8d., as shown in Column 
No. 3 of the said appended Schedule ; 
while the receipts in aid of the other 
Army Services exceeded the estimate of 
such receipts by a total sum of 
£138,885 0s. 7d., as shown in Column 
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so that the total actual receipts in aid 
of the Grants for Army Services ex- 
ceeded the total estimated receipts by 
the net sum of £100,161 4s, 11d. ; 


(c.) That the resulting differences be- 
tween the Exchequer Grants for Army 
Services and the net expenditure are as 
follows, namely :— 


£ a. d. 
Total Surpluses 416,519 13 11 
Total Deficits 130,588 11 0” 


(5.) That the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury have temporarily autko- 
rised the application, in reduction of the net 
charge on Exchequer Grants for certain Army 
Services, of the whole of the sums received in 
excess of the estimated appropriations in aid, 
in respect of the same Services, and have also 
temporarily authorised the application of so 
much of the said total surpluses on certain 
Grants for Army Services as is necessary to 
cover the said total deficits on other Grants 
for Army Services.” 


(6.) Resolved That the application of such 
sums be sanctioned. 
to be 


Resolutions reported _ to- 


No 4 ofthe said appended Schedule; | morrow. 


For Tabular Statement—see ‘oilowing page.) 
uy page. | 
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SCHEDU LE. 


Gross Expenditure. Appropriations in Aid. 


l 
Excessses of ‘Surpluses of Deficiencies of | Surpluses of 











= Army Services, 1890-91. Actual over Estimated Actual as Actual as 
Vote Votes. Estimated | over Actual | compared with compared with 
oe, Gross | Gross Estimated Estimated 
| Expenditure. |Expenditure. Receipts. | Receipts. 
1. 2. 3. 4. 
¢ 8 d g: &-& . ie d £ ea 
1 |Pay, &c., of Army (CGene- 


op 


10 
11 
12 
13 


ral Staff, Regiments, 
Reserve, and Depart- 
ments) ... ts we 125,781 14 4 = 126.303 7 8 
Medical Establishments : 


Pay, &ce. ae 11,433 1310 £216 0 
Pay, &e., of Militia, Yeo- 

manry, and Volunteer 

Corps... me. 54,987 910 aes 2,861 17 § 
Transport and Remounts “ 47,598 15 5 dies 3,763 18 11 
Provisions, Forage, and| ' 

other Supplies, and| 

Clothing Establish-, 

ments, and Services ...| 599 11 7 Sine 12,453 7 2 
Warlike and other Stores: 

Besely ond Repair ...| 39,211 16 9 ro 19,024 7 10 
Works, Buildings, and Re-. 

airs: Cost, including} 
uperintending Estab-_ 

lishment.., .| $81,178 16 10 vine 637 i8 3 
Military Educational Es-| 

tablishments: Pay and) 

Miscellaneous Charges | ies | 3,615 1010 68 310 
Miscellaneous Effective! 

Services... eas i 2,798 3 4 ost 9015 3 
War Office: Salaries and) 
Miscellaneous Charges | 1,234 10 3 iow ee 1211 0 
Non-effective Charges for’ 

Officers, &c. ee 45.685 1210 6,366 7 4 

Non-effective Charges for| | 

Men, &c. . 18,956 11 11 ins con 5,356 16 6 
Superannuation, Compen- 

sation, and Compas- 

sionate Allowances... 9953 3 4 al sie 586 9 1 





Balances irrecoverable 
and Claims abandoned. 405 5 1 





| —- 
| 
| 
| 


| 104,337 19 129010717 1 33,728 15 8 138,885 0 7 








—— 


Net t Surplus, £185,769 18 0 Net Surplus, £100, 00.161 4ul 
° Sum to be surrendered to the Exchequer, £285, 931 211 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 


ke. as 
Yan 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, 15th June, 1892. 


Mr. SPEAKER was in his place at 
Twelve o'clock, but a quorum of Mem- 
bers was not made until half-past 
Twelve. 


-PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





KINGSBRIDGE 


KINGSTOWN AND 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [Lords] 
(by Order). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That in the case of the Kingstown and 
Kingsbridge Junction Railway Bill [Lords], 
Standing Orders 82, 211,236, and 237 be sus- 

nded, and that the Committee of Selection 
fon leave to appoint the Committee on the 
Bill, to sit and proceed forthwith.”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

(12.35.) Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
§.): I regret that under the peculiar 
position in which the opponents to the 
Bill will be placed I must object to 
this Motion. The effect of the Motion 
if carried wil! be to practically make 
thisan unopposed Bill. The opposition 
to the Bill arises entirely in Ireland, and 
it would be absolutely impossible for 
the opponents of the Bill to bring up 
their witnesses in time to make good 
their case before the Committee, because 
the result of passing the Motion will 
be that the Committee will meet and 
proceed forthwith. Now, I observe 
that with regard to every other Motion 
which stands on the Paper having re- 
ference to Private Bills there is a 
difference, that it is not proposed to 
suspend Standing Order No. 236. 

Tae CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. Courtney, Cornwall, 
Bodmin): If the hon. Member will 
turn to page 9 of the Orders of the 
Day he will see that he is mistaken. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I had not 
looked at that page. But, at all events, 
I desire to press my objection to the 
Motion in this case. The Bill is 
seriously opposed; but it would be 
quite impossible for the people who 
oppose the Bill to make their case be- 
fore the Committee if the Motion were 
carried in its present form. I do not 


VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES.] 








know whether it is usual, in the case of 
a Bill to which strong opposition is 
given, to make a Motion such as this ; 
but, in any case, I desire to amend the 
Motion by leaving out the reference to 
Standing Order 236. That, at all 
events, would allow the opponents of 
the Bill time to prepare their evidence, 
and bring their witnesses from Ireland. 
Under the Motion in its present form 
this would be absolutely impossible, 
The witnesses are scattered all over 
the country, and the Bill touches in- 
terests over a large area, extending 
to the western coast. Under the 
peculiar circumstances of the Session, 
and the well-known difficulty of getti 
together another Committee an 
Chairman to sit on a Railway Bill, the 
opponents did not anticipate such a 
Motion as this. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
** 236.” —(Mr. Macartney.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That 
stand part of the Question.” 


(12.36.) .Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, 
W.): This is an attempt, in the in- 
terest of the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Railway, the sole opponents 
of this Bill, to kill it by delay 
without regard to its merits and after 
it has passed the House of Lords. 
The sole opponents of the Bill—the 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Com- 
pany, gave evidence against it 
in the other House, and even 
secured its re-committal — and had 
a second opportunity of putting for- 
ward their evidence. There is no 
force in the plea that witnesses 
must have time to be brought from 
Ireland. Everybody knows who they 
are, and that every one of them is 
within twenty-four hours’ call of the 
House of Commons. The hon. Member 
says time is required to prepare evi- 
dence, but the evidence has been 
given, and it has failed to convince 
the Committee of the House of Lords 
that it affords valid reasons for 
rejecting the Bill. The promoters 
of the Bill have ag ogy and presented 
such evidence as has convinced the 
House of Lords of the expediency of 
proceeding with the undertaking; and 
now the hon. Gentleman, in the interest 
of one Railway Comveny, has the hardi- 
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hood to attempt to take advantage of 
the peculiar circumstances of the Ses- 
sion to kill the Bill by denying the 
promoters the opportunity of establish- 
ing their case before a Committee of 
this House. This, as I have said, is 
in the interest of one company. There 
was another Petition against the Bill 
from the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company; but so satisfied are 
the company that the project is a good 
one that they have not only withdrawn 
all opposition, but are prepared to sub- 
scribe £100,000 towards the under- 
taking. Ail the Public Bodies having 
local interest affected by the proposed 
line are in its favour. The Corpora- 
_ tions of Dublin, Cork, Limerick, and, 
in all, twenty-four Public Bodies have 
declared in its favour. Seeing that the 
opponents of the Bill will be at no dis- 

vantage, that their evidence is ready, 
and that the Committee can make 
arrangements for the attendance of 
witnesses without any difficulty, that 
the Bill has the support of public 
opinion and is sustained by the evidence 
of experts, I urge the House to accept 
this proposal without amendment. 


(12.40.) Coroner NOLAN (Galway, 
N.): I join with the hon. Member for 
West Belfast in urging the House to 
accept this proposul and allow the 
Bill to proceed. In the position in 
which the Bill stands it would be a 
denial of justice to the promoters to 
throw the Bill over to another Session. 
All that has been urged by the hon. 
Member for South Antrim (Mr. Macart- 
ney) can be submitted to the Com- 
mittee. If witnesses cannot attend in 
time—though I do not believe there 
need be any difficulty on that point, 
for if they are telegraphed for now they 
can be in London before the Committee 
can sit—that can be stated to the Com- 
mittee. It would be cruel to subject 
the promoters to the increased expense 


which would be entailed by the Bill, 


falling through now. Those who travel 
by way of Westland Row Station must 
acknowledge the inconvenience that 
now exists. I more often go West, 


but travellers to the South, American 
passengers, and others will have the 
greatest advantage from this junction, 
and the Bill, I think, meets an abso- 
lute necessity. 


Mr. Sexton 
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Railway Bill. 


(12.41.) Mr. COURTNEY: of 
course, it is a grave proceeding to sus- 
pend the Standing Orders of the House 
which govern the proceedings on Prj- 
vate Bills, and under ordinary circum- 
stances a Motion of this kind should 
not be proceeded with against opposi- 
tion. But the peculiar circumstances of 
the present Session drive the promoters 
into such a position that unless’ some- 
thing is done to relieve them their 
efforts to get their case heard will be 
abortive. The opponents of the Bill 
have, as the hon. Member for West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton) has said, had an 
opportunity of putting their case else- 
where, but I am disposed to think that 
some little grace might be allowed to 
them. We are now at Wednesday, and 
if the Committee were appointed I do 
not suppose it would sit to-morrow; 
still, if the proposal were amended so 
that the Committee were instructed to 
proceed on “‘ Friday ” instead of “ forth- 
with,” then I think a sufficient margin 
would be allowed to secure the at- 
tendance of witnesses without extreme 
inconvenience. Perhaps the hon. 
Member for South Antrim would be 
satisfied with that ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Say Monday. 

Mr. COURTNEY: No, I think that 
is a date too distant. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I only desire 
to secure adequate time. I agree to 
that and withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made, by leaving out 
the word “ forthwith,” and adding the 
words ‘on Friday.” 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the Kingstown 
and Kingsbridge Junction Railway Bill 
[l ords], Standing Orders 82, 211, 235, and 
237 be suspended, and that the Committee of 
Selection have leave to appoint the Committee 
on the Bill, to sit and proceed on Friday. 


WEAR VALLEY EXTENSION RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 
Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) rose to move— 


“That the Petition of the Cumberland 
County Council, praying to be heard by 
Counsel against the Wear Valley Extension 
Railway Bill Keres), > referred to the Com- 
mittee on the said 2: 


P| 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The Bill has this 


day been re rted. 

Mr. LOWTHER: Under these cir- 
cumstances I give notice that I shall 
have to oppose the Bill on the Third 
Reading. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 234.) 
MOTION FOR INSTRUCTION. [ADJOURNED 
DEBATE. | 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [3rd June]}— 

“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the National Education (Ireland) 
Bill that they have power to insert in the 
Bill Clauses —— for the compulsory 
acquisition of land for the purpose of sites for 
schools.”—( Mr. Jackson.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


(12.48.) Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, 
W.): Since this question was last be- 
fore the House, when I gave notice of 
an Amendment to the Instruction 
moved by the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Jackson) for the purpose of apply- 
ing compulsory powers to take land 


‘for the purpose of teachers’ residences 


as well as for schools, the right hon. 
Gentleman has intimated his intention 
to accept my Amendment, and has 
given effect to his intention in a satis- 
factory manner by putting down notice 
of a new clause. Under these circum- 
stances, I need only say that of the 
8,000 teachers in Ireland only rather 
more than 2,000 have been provided 
with residences, 1,500 from private 
resources, and 800 by the State. It is 
obvious, therefore, that the facilities 
which have existed for sixteen years, 
and have provided residences at the 
rate of fifty a year, require strength- 
ening. In England powers of com- 
pulsory purchase have existed since the 
original Education Act of 1870 was 
passed, and in Scotland the permissive 
powers in the original Act of 1872 were 
made compulsory in 1878. We only 
ask, therefore, for powers similar to 
those which have been in existence in 
England for twenty-two and in Scot- 
land for fourteen years. I will only 
add that, in aad to the clause of 
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which the right hon. Gentleman has 
given notice, I have not had time to 
study it, as it only appeared this morn- 
ing. I take the opportunity to sa 

that in the circumstances of Irelan 

these powers to be usefully em- 
ployed should be as simple and in- 
expensive in application as ible. 
I am assured, with regard to the com- 
pulsory powers exercised by Boards of 
Guardians, that the mode is so cum- 
brous and expensive that the Guar- 
dians prefer rather to pay sixty years’ 
purchase than to avail themselves of 
the compulsory powers given by law. 
I trust, therefore, that the law will be 
simple and inexpensive. Then in 
towns power must be given to the 
authority to take sites, even though 
built upon. There should also be pro- 
vision for the simplification of title in 
order that Public Bodies may be enabled 
to give grants in aid. 

Amendment es at the end of 
the Question, to add the words, “‘ and 
residences for teachers.” 

Question proposed, 
words be there added.” 


*Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
I have carefully considered this ques- 
tion with the assistance of those better 
able to advise me than I am to form an 
opinion myself, and, on the whole, I 
have come to the conclusion that it 
would be right to accept the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman. The 
conditions of Ireland are not quite 
similar to those of England, because 
in England we have School Boards, and 
powers of compulsory purchase are 
only exercised by those official bodies. 
In Ireland we Be no such bodies, 
and it would be obviously very im- 
portant to guard against giving com- 
pulsory powers to individuals to take 
the property of other individuals. I 
have put down a clause which has 
been carefully considered, and I hope 
that point has been protected. I 
agree that it is desirable to make the 
process as simple and inexpensive as 
possible ; but it is necessary to see that 
important principles are not violated. 
[ have endeavoured to safeguard what 
I may call the giving of power to in- 
dividuals, by making it nece first 
to obtain the sanction of the Education 
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Commissioners, who in Ireland may 
be taken to be the nearest approach to 
an Official body corresponding with the 
School Board, and a body that will 
approach the question with an impartial 
mind, and deal with it only from the 
point of view of the public interest. I do 
not think the hon. Member desires 
that the power should be used oppres- 
sively against individuals, but that it 
should be used only in cases such as he 
has indicated. For these reasons I 
accept the Amendment. I am very 
anxious to meet the view of the hon. 
Gentleman—a view which prevails 
generally throughout Ireland, and is 
not confined to one particular class or 
sect. One word on the question of 
towns. I am advised that “ land” 
would cover property with buildings 
upon it, but if there be any doubt as to 
that, of course we will make it clear. 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
hope the Amendment will include in the 
country districts a considerable amount 
of land. It is very valuable to the 
teachers to have a garden. I should 
say that where the land is taken com- 
pulsorily an acre should be given, and 
if the proprietor consents, a teacher 
may be allowed three or four acres. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.) : I 
would point out to the Chief Secretary 
that sites should not be allowed to be 
idle beyond a certain time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question, as amended, put, 
and agreed to. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Naiional Education 
(Ireland) Bill that they have power to insert 
in the Bill Clauses providing for the compul- 
sory acquisition of land for the purpose of 
sites for schools and residences for teachers. 


Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 

Mr. SEXTON: The object of the 
Amendment I beg to move is to clear 
the sense, and to make it beyond doubt 
that the purpose is not to secure the 
attendance of the children for a number 
of days at any particular time, but for 
a number of days in the year. 

Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 
9, after the a days.” insert 
the words “in the year.” — (Mr. 
Sexton.) 


Mr, Jackson 
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Question proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: I beg to move, in 
page 1, line9, toleave out from “ attend- 
ance,” to end of line 11, and insert “as 
are prescribed in the First Schedule to 
this Act.” The Bill proposes that the 
number of days of attendance, and the 
number of hours, shall be prescribed 
for each place by the regulations 
of the Commissioners. I lay down 
the general principle that, having 
regard to the circumstances of 
Ireland, it is extremely desirable—in- 
deed, it is indispensable—to minimise, 
and, if possible, to blot out all causes 
of friction between the Local Body and 
the Education Department. This pro- 
posal would be a cause of friction. If 
tiie Commissioners prescribed different 
standards for different places, the 
Local Authorities might protest and 
require the same standard. If the 
Commissioners prescribed the same 
standard, the Local Authorities might 
allege local circumstances in favour of 
different standards. In these circum- 
stances it is reasonable that the prece- 
dent of the English Act should be 
followed, and that a fair minimum of 
attendance should be prescribed in the 
Schedule. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 1, line 9, to leave out from the 
word “attendance,” to end of line 11, and 
insert the words “as are prescribed in the 
First Schedule to this Act.”—(Mr. Sexion.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Clause.” 


*“Mr. JACKSON: I do not think 
there is any difference in principie be- 
tween the hon. Gentleman and us or 
this side of the House on this question. 
The reason why the Bill was drawn as 
it was was in order to give, what I en- 
deavoured to explain on the introduc- 
tion of the Bill, some elasticity, the 
object being to provide that when the 
Bill becomes applicable to the whole of 
Ireland, where there are different con- 
ditions in different counties or in dif- 
ferent parts of Ireland, it will then be 
in the power of the Commissioners of 
Edueation, if necessary, to relax in 
those districts the sible number of 
attendances. On tre other hand, in 
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districts where such differences could 
not arise, they would try—using the 
term without any objectionable mean- 


ing—to screw up the standard of 
attendance so as to improve the posi- 
tion of education generally. I have no 
objection to accept the Amendment of 
the hon. Gentleman that we should put 
in a minimum number of attendances, 
but what occurs to me is that a possible 
seventy-five for the half-year would be 
generally acceptable. I think it is quite 
possible to put in the Schedule a mini- 
mum number of attendances. It rather 
makes the hard and fast rule I had 
hoped to avoid, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man thinks it is calculated to remove 
an objection, I will accept the Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEXTON: I have made many 
inquiries and received many communi- 
cations, and the result is generally to 
lead me to the belief that the half-year 
standard of seventy-five would be satis- 
factory. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment agreed to. 


(1.2.) Mx. SEXTON : [beg tomove, in 
page 1, line 16, to leave out “ for the 
time being.” The Bill provides that 
the Commissioners from time to time 
should prescribe the proficiency in read- 
ing, writing, and elementary arithmetic 
which should entitle a child to be em- 
ployed under fourteen years of age. It 
is obvious that this is not so simple a 
matter as the standard, which will be, 
of course, invariable, and we have the 
precedent not only of England, but also 
of Scotland. 

Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 
16, to leave out the words “ for the time 
being.” —(Mr. Seaton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*(1.3.) Mr. JACKSON: There is a 
little more difficulty about this Amend- 
ment, and it is on these grounds. As 
regards the minimum number of attend- 
ances I think it possible to prescribe for 
them, but I would submit that, looking 
forward a few years, we might reason- 
ably hope that the standard of pro- 
ficiency which might be satisfactory, 
or which might be eligible as sufficient 


to excuse attendance to-day, might in 
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a few years’ time, possibly without 
difficulty, be raised. That is my only 
objection to putting it in a Schedule, 
or, if I might say it in other words, there 
would be no objection to put it in the 
Schedule if we could have a little 
elasticity in it. I think it would be 
better if we could arrange that it 
should be left to the Education Com- 
missioners to prescribe from time to 
time the standard of proficiency which 
ought to excuse non-attendance at 
school, and to be accepted as such 
excuse. I venture to think that it 
would be better not to put this in the 
Schedule, but if hon. Members opposite 
think they would rather have it in the 
Schedule, I would merely submit to 
them that in the interests of education 
—TI assume and believe that they have 
at heart just as much as I have the 
interests of education—it is desirable 
not to lay down a minimum which 
might fairly be acceptable to-day, but 
which hereafter would certainly prove 
too low, and that we should have some 
power, in the interests of education, of 
prescribing, from time to time, a 
certificate of proficiency which might 
be acceptable. I think that if the 
hon. Member is of opinion that it 
ought to go into the Schedule, we ought 
to make it elastic by some words s0 
that there should be power to alter it. 
I wish to make it clear that I have no 
objection to lay down what is sufficient 
for the day, but there should be power 
given whereby the Education Com- 
missioners hereafter, or from time to 
time, may alter that standard of 
efficiency if they think it necessary to 
do so in the interests of education. 

Mr. SEXTON: I do think it 
necessary to have it in the Schedule, 
but I recognise the importance of 
what the right hon. Gentleman has 
just said, and I for my part have 
no objection to a reasonable elasticity 
being given in respect to the future. I 
would suggest that we might well 
follow the Scottish model where the 
certificate of the Inspector is governed 
by the standards prescribed for certain 
classes from year to year by the De- 
partment. If you put it in the 
Schedule that the proficiency should 
be governed by any standard laid down 
by the Education Commissioners, I 
think that would be enough. 
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Mr. CONWAY: I am very un- 
willing to intervene in this Debate, as 
I am anxious that the Bill should pass ; 
but I would urge that if the right hon. 
Gentleman should consent to put the 
matter in the Schedule he ought to 
have an alternative proposal. Anyone 
with any experience of examinations 
knows right well that an examination 
test is very misleading, and I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to enter- 
tain the alternative that if a child 
from six to eleven years of age makes 
four-fifths of the necessary attendances 
ones each of the school years he 
should be exempt without the ordeal of 
examination. This is a question 
which is being debated on this side by 
Scottish and English schoolmasters, 
and it would be wise for the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider this alternative. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 


On Motion of Mr. Sexton, the 
following Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 1, line 16, leave out from “ pre- 
scribed,” to end of line, and insert ‘ in 
the second Schedule to this Act.” 


Mr. SEXTON: I come now to an 
Amendment which I consider of 
vital importance. Among the reason- 
able excuses for the non-attendance of 
a child is this one: that there is not 
within two miles of the home any 
National school, or other efficient 
school, to which he can go. This 
introduction of another efficient Sche- 
dule is entirely a novelty, there being 
nothing like it in the English or 
Scottish systems of primary education. 
You impose there no arbitrary restric- 
tions, but allow under a Conscience 
Clause of a reasonable character any 
school to be used. Taking this con- 
versely, if there be an efficient school— 
suppose a Christian Brothers’ school— 
within two miles, a parent shall be 
bound by law to send his child to that 
school, but you will contribute nothing 
to the cost of this efficient school to 
which you order the parent to send the 
child. First of all, who is to determine 
whether or not a school is efficient? In 
England and Scotland it is determined 
in a reasonable manner by inspec- 
tion and examination of the school. 


{COMMONS} 
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There is another way in which the 
efficiency of a school has to be deter- 
mined. Take the case of a Catholic 
parent who is summoned for not send- 
ing his child to school. There is no 
Catholic school within two miles of 
his house to which he can send his 
child. Let us say that the Magistrates 
find a school to which there is free 
admission. What is the Court of 
Appeal? One Removable Magistrate 
or two Justices of the Peace. It is 
suggested that these Magistrates or 
Justices should have the function con- 
fided to them of determining whether 
or not any school outside the National 
system is efficient. How can they say 
whether it is efficient? They will not 
examine the pupils, and I doubt whe- 
ther many of them would be competent 
to do it if they were to attempt it. It 
would therefore be a purely arbitrary 
decision, and I submit that the pro- 
vision that one Removable Magistrate or 
two Justices of the Peace shall deter- 
mine whether or not a school is 
efficient is not only an unreasonable 
but an absurd provision. Then after 
the efficiency of the school has been 
determined ly this means, what hap- 

ns? The parent is ordered to send 
his child to this efficient school, which 
is not a National school. Supposing the 
parent sends the child to a school of 
the Christian Brothers. But in order 
to obey the law something more is 
necessary than that the parent should 
send the child. What power have you 
to compel the Christian Brothers to 


receive the child? They may well say, . 


“Tf you wish us to receive the child you 
must pay us forhim. We are not here 
to supply you with free education. We 
cannot maintain our schools unless we 
have assistance, and we cannot open 
them to such children unless there is 
some equivalent given for it.” There- 
fore what will happen will be this: 
Although parents may send children 
to the Christian Brothers’ School, 
the managers will have the un- 
doubted right to refuse to receive them 
unless they are paid for them. Then, 
again, the parent may say, ‘I have a 
right to choose a school for my children. 
I obey the law by sending them to 
school, and if you cannot compel the 
managers of the Christian Brothers 


| Schools to receive them, that is no 
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fault of mine.”’ Ii is, therefore, evident 
that this system is fore-doomed to 
failure unless x admit voluntary and 

ivate schocls. It must very soon 
come to a deadlock, for you cannot 
fine the parent when he sends his 
children to school, and you cannot 
compel the managers of the Christian 
Brothers’ Schools to receive them. If 
I refer more to the schools of the 
Christian Brothers than to other schools 
it is because I am more familiar with 
them. Hon. Members may think that 
the Christian Brothers do not work 
under a Conscience Clause, and that that 
is the reason why they are excluded. 
But I am able to state that they do 
work under a Con cience Clause, and 
that for fourteen years they have been 
connected with the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board. Their Conscience Clause 
is as follows :— 


“The Board shall not make any payment to 
the managers of any school unless it be shown 
to the satisfaction of the Board that no pupil | 
eating such school is permitted to remain | 
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to public education in Ireland. I ask, 
therefore, that some steps should be 
taken, either by legislation or adminis- 
tration to remove it. If it be done b 
administration, then, of course, I pete | 
not press the matter further. 

Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 
21, after the ‘wond = school,” to leave 
out the words “or other efficient 
schools.” 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left ont stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, §.): 
I know it is considered by hon. Mem- 
bers on the other side of the House 
that the only authority to be con- 
sidered is the hon. Member for West 
Belfast. 

Mr. SEXTON: No. What is ob- 
jected to is that the hon. Gentleman 
should have sneered at me when I said 
that which was true. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The hon. Gen 





in attendance during the time of any religious | tleman is always thinking that people 


instruction which the 


time for giving such religious instruction shall | 
be so fixed that no pupil not remaining in 
attendance is cnababed directly or indirectly 
from the advantages of the secondary educa- 
tion given in such schools.” 

Here, then, is an absolutely perfect 
Conscience Clause, and as the Christian 
Brothers’ Schools have been brought 
under it, why should they be excluded 
from the system? They are working 
under a Conscience Clause which is 
considered sufficient both for England 
and Scotland, and which ought there- 
fore to be satisfactory and suflicient 
in Ireland. It is clear that your system 
must end in failure and disgrace, 
because in thirty cities and towns in 
Ireland the parent has no option in 
regard to sending the children to the 
schools of the Christian Brothers. 
Therefore I shall move the omission of 
the words “ or other efficient schools,” 
both here and wherever they occur in 
the Bill, unless I receive an assurance 
that theright hon.Gentleman will recom- 
mend to the Commissioners to consider 
the admission of schools working under 
a Conscience Clause, which is sufficient 
for England and Scotland. This is a 
difficulty which, if it is allowed to con- 
tinue, will operate detrimentally and 


parents or guardians of | are sneering at him. 
such pupil shall not sanction ; and that the | 


I did not sneer 
at him, but I could certainly not help 


| smiling when the hon. Member said he 


spoke for those who were responsible 
for Church education in Ireland. I 
would venture to suggest that when 
the authorities in Ireland desire to ex- 
press their views on the question, they 
will probably choose some other 
channel than the hon. Member for West 
Belfast. I venture altogether to traverse 
the assertion that the Bill as it 
stands will be a failure in Ireland. 
I do so on this ground: that those who 
are best fitted to form an opinion on 
the subject—both those who are respon- 
sible for, and those who are engaged 
in the education of the Irish people— 
are in favour of the Bill. On this im- 
portant question the hon. Member does 
not represent a very large body of 
opinion, even amongst the laymen of 
the Church to which he belongs. He 
is merely the mouthpiece of the 
Christian Brothers, and I deny 
altogether that there is a general 
feeling of opposition to the Bill on this 
particular question. I will further say 
that the error which the hon. Member 
thinks he has discovered in the drafting 
of the clause does not exist. Under 
Sub-section (d) it is laid down that if 





prejudicially, and, I believe, even fatally | a child receives a suitable elementary 
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education the clause will not come into 
operation. The hon. Gentleman has 

admitted that this clause deals 
with other schools besides those which 
are controlled by the Christian 
Brothers. I would not suggest that 
this Bill or this system should be 
thrown: open to the schools of the 
Christian Brothers unless they are 
brought under its provisions. They 
were once under the National system, 
but for reasons of their own they 
separated their schools from it. The 
hon. Member said that parents would 
have no alternative but to send their 
children to the schools of the Christian 
Brothers which were in all the large 
towns and cities of Ireland. I observe 
that he modified that statement after- 
wards by giving the number as thirty. 

Mr. SEXTON: That number in- 
cludes nearly all the large towns. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: There are 
several large towns in Ulster, for 
instance, to which that statement does 
not apply. It may be the case in the 
South and West of Ireland, but I deny 
that it is the case in Ulster. IfI had 
thought that the clause as drawn 
would have been injurious to the 
interests of education, I should certainly 
have been the last person to support it. 
I am strongly in favour of developing 
education for the Catholic population, 
and would be one of the last persons 
to oppose any serious attempt to im- 
prove primary education, but it would, 
I think, be at once endangered by this 
Bill if the Amendment were accepted. 

Coronet NOLAN: I think the hon. 
Member may certainly be allowed to 
smile again at our argument, but when 
he says that the hon. Member for West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton) only represents 
the Christian Brothers on this occasion, 
I must venture a contradiction. In 
the West of Ireland the whole popula- 
tion is most anxious for this alteration, 
and it is natural that they should wish 
the Christian Brothers to be aided, for 
as the support of the latter is volun- 
tary it comes mainly out of the 
pockets of the poor people of the towns 
in which those schools are estab- 
lished. They consider it unfair that 
they should be taxed for educa- 
tion in England and in Scotland, and 
that they themselves should have to 
educate their children entirely at 


Mr. Macartney 
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their own cost. If the Government 
were to settle this question by 
announcing their intention to give a 
proper contribution to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools they would be able, 
as the Times says of the Irish Estimates, 
to rush their Bill through. As the 
Bishop of Limerick said, after the 
passage of this Bill the Education 
Commissioners, or their representatives, 
will get hold of hundreds of children 
and send them to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools, for there will in 
many instances be no other schools to 
send them to. If the children are re- 
fused admittance you cannot punish 
the Christian Brothers; you will have 
to bring up the unfortunate parents for 
not sending their children tc an 
“efficient ’’ school, and you will have 
to punish them for sending them to 
a school which will not admit them. 
What are the Magistrates to do? Some 
indication must be given of what their 
action isto be. As the Bill is now 
drawn, I should say that they have to 
punish the parents. The Bill does not 
take within its purview the possibility 
of admittance to the schools of the 
Christian Brothers being refused. That 
the Christian Brothers are perfectly will- 
ing to accept the Conscience Clause was 
proved by the hon. Member for West 
Belfast a moment ago. Consequently, 
no Protestant child could be injured 
or shaken in its faith. Why, under the 
circumstances, you should be so unjust 
as to keep the Christian Brothers from 
allshare in the benefit of this Act I 
cannot understand. If the Government 
would make the offer on the condi- 
tion that no Protestant child should be 
taught in a manner differing from the 
National School teaching, every reason- 
able objection would be met and a great 
difficulty relieved. 

Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): Iam 
bound to say that I recognise the difli- 
culty the hon. Member for West Bel- 
fast (Mr. Sexton) points out in reference 
to these words “or other efficient 
schools.” It is quite in the power of 
the Christian Brothers or other denomi- 
national schools to refuse to take these 
children. In reference to the general 
remarks from the other side of the 
House, hon. Members fail to observe 
the difficulty which environs the 
Unionist Members from Ulster. The 
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hon. Member for West Belfast suggested 
asa way out of the difficulty that the 

t should be made to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools. We are absolutely 
unable to move one inch in the direc- 
tion of meeting him in this matter. We 
might personally be willing to go very 
far to meet him, but if there is one 
matter on which we are specially 
pledged to represent the views of our 
constituents it is that we are not to 
yield a single inch in the direction of 
endowing denominational education 
either directly or indirectly. Therefore 
it is absolutely useless to appeal to us 
on that point, and I am sure hon. 
Members opposite would not wish us 
to be false to the pledges we have made. 
Until the whole question is broadly 
raised, and on its merits, we must 
urge upon the Government not to give 
way in the slightest degree in this 
matter, and to refuse grant in any shape 
or form to these schools. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 
We have been told that the rest of 
Ireland must submit to Ulster, and 
now it also appears that Ulster Members 
are to prevail over the views of the 
other Irish Members on this question 
of education ; and the hon. Member 
(Mr. Rentoul) thinks it a conclusive 
answer to our demand in connection 
with this Bill that a few Ulster Mem- 
bers are opposed to it. These pre- 
tensions on behalf of a small section 
of Ulster will be found in this, 
as in other important matters, to 
be entirely beyond what they have any 
right or power to enforce; and I should 
be surprised if the right hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Jackson), to whom he appeals, 
ventures to justify any opposition. to 
the Amendment on the ground that 
certain Ulster Members are opposed to 
it. The hon. Member for South An- 
trim (Mr. Macartney) sneered at the 
hon. Member for West Belfast because 
he undertook, not merely to speak for 
the Catholics, but for our Protestant 
fellow citizens, who have strong views 
in favour of denominational education. 
I venture to think the hon. Member for 
West Belfast did not profess to have a 
brief for Protestant schools. He said 
the reasons he put forward applied to 
one school as well as another; and I 
should be surprised if these Protestant 
schools did not take more coinfort from 
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the line of my hon, Friend than from that 
of the hon. Member for South Antrim. 
The hon. Member also undertook to 
lecture my hon. Friend as to what the 
Catholics desire. I venture to tell the 
hon. Member that the hon. Member 
for West Belfast in bringing this de- 
mand forward is not merely speaking 
the voice of the Catholic people in this 
matter of the Christian Brothers, but 
that he hasgiven the views largely sup- 
ported by Irish Protestants. itation 
on this subject has continued for the 
past few months, numerous public 
bodies all over Ireland have expressed 
their opinions, and we see that the 
Protestants of these Boards are fore- 
most in moving these resolutions in 
support of the demand that the 
Christian Brothers should receive State 
aid in the same manner as other schools 
in Ireland. Outside a small section of 
North-East Ulster I venture to say that 
in connection with every public body 
in Ireland which has put this 
matter forward the Protestants have 
supported this demand quite as 
warmly as the Catholics. None of the 
hon. Members have given any reasons 
for the views they have assumed on 
this subject. The hon. Member for 
East Down (Mr. Rentoul) did not tell 
us why a school which in England 
would receive State aid should, because 
it happens to be in Ireland, be ex- 
cluded from that right. He simply 
says that those he represents having 
considered the matter are opposed to 
it, and that he thinks is the reason 
why the Christian Brothers should not 
be embraced in this grant. In Cork 
and elsewhere these schools do an 
enormous amount of good in connec- 
tion with the poor class, and they 
are willing to accept the actual work- 
ing Conscience Clause framed by this 
Parliament, and inserted by a Conser- 
vative Government in the Intermediate 
Education Act. But we are told that 
they are not to receive any State aid, 
and while you assume that attitude you 
at the same time practically compel the 
schools to accept pupils free of erp a 
In those towns where the schools of t 

Christian Brothers are the only Catholic 
schools the position will be this : A child 
who is kept away from school will be 
summoned for non-attendance, and the 
Magistrates will say, ‘There is no 
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National Catholic school in this town, 
and how therefore can we punish the 
child or the parent?” Then the Edu- 
cation Committee formed by the right 
hon. Gentleman will have to admit that 
there is no Natioral school which these 
Catholic children can be called upon to 
attend, but they will point’ to the 
Christian Brothers’ school, over which 
they have no control, and which the 
State refuses to recognise, and say that 
the child must be sent there. But the 
Christian Brothers may refuse to admit 
the child without payment. In that 
case I assert that, under the provisions 
of this Bill, the parent will be bound to 
pay for the education of his child, or 
e will be liable to be punished. With 
great respect I submit that that is un- 
questionably the construction of the 
clause as it stands. It is sufficient for 
the School Committee to show there is 
an efficient school in the locality ; they 
are not bound to show that that school 
will receive any particular pupil gratis. 
This Bill is supposed to give free edu- 
cation in all parts of Ireland, and it is 
for that reason the principle of com- 
pulsion is introduced. But I contend 
that in those towns in which the 
Christian Brothers’ school is the 
only Catholic school you are not 
making education free, because it 
will open to these Christian 
Brothers to say to any parent “ Unless 
you pay for your child we refuse to 
admit him.” I want the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
Madden) to tell me his view of the law 
in a case of this kind. Supposing the 
Christian Brothers’ school is the only 
efficient one in the district, and they 
refuse to receive a child without pay- 
ment, could a parent be punished for 
not sending his child to school under 
such circumstances? I understand 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
to intimate that a parent could not be 
unished in a case of that sort. May 
ask him to show what he grounds 
that opinion upon? The mere existence, 
I assert, of an efficient school within a 
district is a sufficient ground under 
this Act for punishing a parent if he 
does not send his child to it, irrespec- 
tive altogether of the question whether 
he has to pay or not. Now, Mr. 
Courtney, I appeal to the Government 
not to persist in the somewhat obstinate 


Mr. Maurice Healy 
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and unreasonable attitude they haye 
taken up in regard to these Christian 


Brothers’ schools. I am sorry the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Treasury is not present, 
because within the past twelve months 
he visited the Christian Brothers’ 
schools in Cork, and I should 
have liked to hear him tell the House 
what he saw there. The right hon. 
Gentleman not merely visited these 
schools, but he made a speech in one 
of them, in the course of which he said 
that the refusal to make the same 
grant to these schools as was made to 
other voluntary schools was a state of 
things which could not be justified 
or defended. I wish the right hon. 
Gentleman were here this afternoon to 
give us the benefit of his vote on this 
question. The Christian Brothers’ 
schools are regarded with gratitude and 
admiration by the masses of the 
Catholic - in Ireland, and they 
are looked upon with respect by the 
Protestant community. I venture to 
say that only a small minority of the 
Irish Protestants would be opposed to 
the demand which my hon. Friend has 
made. I appeal to the Government to 
act reasonably in this matter, and not 
to allow themselves to be influenced by 
any spirit of religious bigotry. If these 
Christian Brothers’ schools existed in 
England and Scotland they would 
receive a grant from the State, and it 
is a shame and a scandal that simply 
because they exist in Ireland they are 
excluded from the rights and privileges 
which they would enjoy if they were 
situated in any other part of the 
United Kingdom. 

Mr. WOLFF pemery E.): I do not 
know a great deal about these Christian 
Brothers’ schools, but I am quite will- 
ing to admit that they have done, and 
are still doing, a considerable amount 
of good. If this were a Bill to alter 
the system of national education into 
one of a denominational kind, by dis- 
tributing to each sect a certain amount 
of money, it would be quite right that 
the Christian Brothers should be the 
recipients of a grant. Under the pre- 
sent national system, however, denomi- 
nationalism is not r ised. As far 
as I can understand, the education is 
entirely unsectarian, and I do not see 
why this Bill should alter that system. 
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Personally I am opposed to the Amend- 
ment, use I am op to any 
sectarian system whatever in connection 
with national education. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Galway 
Colonel Nolan) has said that the 
Peristian Brothers are quite prepared 
to accept a Conscience Clause; but I 
would ask him if it would aot be better 
for these Christian Brothers to revert to 
the national system, under which they 
commenced, and comply with the Edu- 
cation Commissioners? They would 
then obtain a grant for every child that 
attends their schools. It appears to 
me that that would be the simplest 
way of solving the question. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): 
With regard to some of the remarks 
which have fallen from the distinguished 
foreigner opposite—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 

Dr. TANNER: I was about to say 
that the hon. Member opposite is in 
complete error with regard to the 
attitude of Protestants in the South 
of Ireland towards these Christian 
Brothers’ schools. There were also 
some remarks of the hon. Member for 
South Antrim (Mr. Macartney), which 
were of a character to lead the Com- 
mittee astray, if they were to believe 
that Protestants in the South of Ireland 
do not in every sense of the word help 
to support these Christian Brothers’ 
schools. I can speak upon this matter 
with a certain amount of confidence, 
and if hon. Members would only 
inquire I think they would find that 
in the City of Cork Protestants 
have liberally subscribed in aid of 
these schools. I shall never forget 
a very large bazaar which took place 
two years ago when the Protestants of 
my native city and politicians of all 

es of opinion turned out in very 
large numbers to help on the good work 
which has been carried on by these 
Christian Brothers in Cork. During 
the recent Cork election one of the 
polling booths was at the school of 
these Christian Brothers, and I was 
there with two of my friends, both of 
whom are Conservatives, and they 
turned round to me and said, ‘“‘ Was it 
not a great shame that these Chris- 
tian Brothers do not receive a grant 
in order to assist their schools, which 
are doing so much good in the city?” I 
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should like to ask why these Christian 
Brothers should be required, if they 
wish to receive a grant, to take down 
the common emblems of their faith, 
when, as was lately pointed out in the 
course of a debate in this House, the 
Protestants belonging to the High 
Church Party are very proud of having 
the emblem of the Cross hung up in 
their institutions? I find that this is 
done in these High Church schools in 
England. Why, therefore, should not 
the same thing be allowed in Ireland? 
These Christian Brothers are doing a 
magnificent educational work in the 
poorest localities, and I think it is 
very hard that they should be de- 
prived of a Government grant. If 
the hon. Member for East Belfast 
(Mr. Wolff) wishes to learn something 
of this question he should visit these 
schools. He would then see the good 
work they are doing, and be in a better 
position to speak on this matter. 

Mr. WOLFF: I fully admit the 
= work they do. I have never 

oubted it. 

Dr. TANNER: I am very glad to 
have the admission of the hon. Member, 
and if the Government could only see its 
way to make the small concession for 
which we ask all this controversy 
would be avcided, and the debate 
would come to an end. 

(2.11.) Mr. WEBB (Waterford, 
W.): I should not have intervened in 
this debate but for the remarks of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. They seem 
to think that we in no way represent 
Protestant feeling in Ireland, and that 
we are only fighting for the Christian 
Brothers. I have Seat it constantly 
said that we are anxious only for 
Catholic interests, and that we care 
nothing for Protestant interests. We 
are interested for both alike, and we 
are anxious that people who desire a 
particular kind of education for their 
children should be able to get it. We 
are not speaking for the Catholics 
alone. The hon. Member for South 
Antrim (Mr. Macartney) contended 
that because the National teachers of 
Ireland have agreed upon a certain 
course with respect to this Bill, that 
course should be followed. No party 
is more anxious to secure the benefit of 
the National teachers than we are, but 
I deny that they have any right to 
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dictate as to what class of education 


should be given. They are the servants 
of the country, and of the system, and 
it by no means follows because they 
are engaged in giving education 
that they are the best judges 
ofthe kind of education that should be 
given. But the hon. Member went on 
to say that the feeling which is em- 
bodied in’ this Amendment is only par- 
tial, and does not include the great 
mass of the people. There could not 
be a greater mistake, and the hon. 
Member cannot have mixed with 
Catholics, nor can he have felt the 
pulse of the centre and South of Ire- 
land. Since I came into this House no 
question has been pressed upon me by 
my constituents with such force as the 
desirability that the Christian Brothers 
should have a grant to enable them to 
carry on their work. It is the uni- 
versal feeling of the Catholics, who have 
a very natural desire that their chil- 
dren should receive a Catholic educa- 
tion. The hon. Member for East Down 
(Mr. Rentoul) made a very strong de- 
claration that they never would con- 
sent to a grant. 

Mr. RENTOUL: What I said was 
that a grant could not be made in 
this way. If the question were raised 
broadly we could discuss it, but we 
could not consent to a grant on a Bill 
of this kind to a denominational 
school. 

Mr. WEBB: Practically the schools 
are denominational over a great part of 
the country, and it is very disingenuous 
for the hon. Member to take up a posi- 
tion of that kind. If I were to take a 
Catholic parent into some of those 
schools in the North of Ireland 
and let him seethe tone and temper 
of those schools that Catholic parent 
would do anything rather than his 
children should enter that school. 
And it is the same with the Protestants. 
I have visited a large number of schools 
since last Autumn, when we knew that 
this Bill was coming on, and I have 
seen many National schools to which 
a Protestant would not send his child. 
The spirit of the schools is Catholic, 
and in those parts of the country 
where this is the case it is the wish of 
the people that the schools should be 
Catholic. I cannot help thinking that 


the Protestants are making a great 
Mr. Webb 
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mistake in this matter, and are doi 
themselves more harm than 

The large National schools in the 
Catholic districts are virtually Catholic 
schools, and why these vexatious re- 
strictions are kept up passes my 
comprehension. In En land 
grants are made to schools precisely 
similar to those of the Christian 
Brothers and having the same emblems, 
and I hope we shall hear no more in 
this House about not bating a jot or 
tittle of the opposition to a grant to 
the Christian Brothers. It is straini 
at a gnat and swallowing a camel, 

I really do not see why the Govern- 
ment should refuse to make some 
compromise in this matter. Take the 
case of the town of Enniscorthy. The 
only education for Catholic boys there 
is in the Christian Brothers’ school, 
which is full to _ overflowing, 
and as the means are small 
there is no_ possibility of an 
more children being admitted. 
Suppose the people were compelled to 
sen their children, the Christian 
Brothers could not take them without 
a grant, and there is no other place, for 
the National School is purely Protes- 
tant. The teachers are Protestant, and 
the education is Protestant. I have no 
doubt there are thirty or forty towns in 
Ireland where the same state of things 
prevails. It is impossible that too much 
can be said in praise of these Christian 
Brothers’ schools, and I hope the Go- 
vernment will agree to some com- 
promise. No one would suffer by it, 
and the education of the country would 
be greatly improved. 

(2.20.) Mz. HENRY CAMPBELL 
(Fermanagh, S.): I have visited a large 
number of these schools, and am prac- 
tically conversant with the good edu- 
cational system they promote, and the 
great educational advantages which 
they confer on the people, and I think 
it is a pity that a good Bill like this— 
a Bill which I freely recognise will be 
agreat advantage to my country—should 
not have embodied in it a provision 
which would give to the Christian 
Brothers’ Schools that which we desire. 
I think it is admitted by all Members 
of this House, and especially by those 
Members who claim to represent the 
Unionists in the North of Ireland, that 
the Christian Brothers’ system of educa- 
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tion is sound. The Christian Brothers 
area body who work without fee or 
reward, save merely the pittance they 
exist upon, and it would be a pity if 
through any little idea that we are 
going to benefit one system of religion 
or another that these gentlemen should 
be prevented from carrying on their 

work. Ishould be very reluctant 
to in any way endanger the passage of 
this Bill; but I would urge the Chief 

Secretary and the Attorney General todo 
all they can to meet us in this matter, 
and let the Christian Brothers have 
their proper share in the grant which 
is to be made for education in Ireland. 

*(2.23.) Mr. JACKSON : The ques- 
tion raised is no doubt a question of 
some importance, but I venture to 
submit that there seems to be a little 
confusion as to what the effect of the 
words “‘ or other efficient school” is as 
regards this clause. As a matter of 
fact, this clause provides that certain 
reasons for non-attendance shall be 
reasonable excuses, and if I accepted 
the Amendment which is proposed the 
effect would be this: It would be 
accepted as a reasonable excuse that 
there was not, within two miles, 
measured according to the nearest road 
and the residence of the child, any 
National school. That would be a 
distinct limitation. 

Coronet NOLAN: And a proper 
one. 

*Mr. JACKSON: And would not, in 
point of fact, afford the relief which 
ought properly to be afforded to 
a child attending any other efficient 
school. The very case which has 
been quoted, the Christian Brothers’ 
schools, or the Church Education 
schools, might be efficient schools, 
might be within two miles of a 
child’s residence, and the child might 
be attending one or other of those 
schools, and yet that would not be, 
if these words were omitted, a reason- 
able excuse. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Look at 
the first clause. 

*Mr. JACKSON: Certainly, that is 
the object with which these words were 
inserted—in order to make it appear 
that a child attending any other 
efficient schoo] than a National school, 
that that should be accepted as a 
reasonable excuse, and that the child 
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should not be compelled to attend a 
National school. Therefore the effect 
of my accepting this Amendment would, 
I think, really be rather to make the 
clause stronger than to afford any re- 
laxation. There have been several 
questions raised in the debate. The 
Member for Cork (Dr. Tanner) gave 
great credit to the Christian Brothers’ 
schools for the efficiency of their educa- 
tion. On the other hand, the Member 
for East Down (Mr. Rentoul) certainly 
took up a position, if I may venture to 
say so, which seemed to be much more 
extreme than anything I have heard in 
this House during the Debate. I do 
not suppose the hon. Member meant 
to convey the impression that his words 
might produce. But if we carry our 
minds back it will be in the recollec- 
tion of the Committee that both on the 
introduction of this Bill, and also on 
the Second Reading, it was distinctly 
stated by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell) and by 
several other Members that what had 
been objected to was thatthe Christian 
Brothers’ schools had refused to make 
compliance with the rules of the Com- 
missioners of Education for religious 
instruction. In fact, if I remember 
rightly, the Member for South Tyrone 
said in express terms that he recog- 
nised the quality of the education given 
by the Christian Brothers and made no 
complaint about it, and, therefore, I do 
not think we can take a stand on the 
position that they are Christian 
Brothers’ schools. What we have to 
consider is whether they comply with 
the rules and regulations of the Educa- 
tion Commissioners. The hon. Mem- 
ber also referred to the statement that 
these schools if in England would be in 
receipt of grants, and when challenged 
he distinctly said that he thought that 
would not be the case. They would 
have to comply with the Conscience 
Clause and with the rules and regula- 
tions of the Education Department. I 
merely mention that now to make it 
clear that, so far as I have been able to 
gather, there have been no adverse 
criticisms passed upon the educational 
advantages of the Christian Brothers’ 
schools, and that the reason why 
they have been excluded, or have 
excluded themselves, has been be- 
cause they have not complied, or 








1179 National Education 


did not feel it within their power to 
comply, with the rules and regulations 
of the Education Commissioners. 
Any Minister who is charged with the 
responsibility of caring for education in 
Ireland would, of course, be only tooglad 
if some plan could be found by which the 
whole elementary education would be 
brought into line, and there should be 
no question of denomination or of the 
separation of schools. I think it is 
quite clear that it is impossible to make 
exceptions. What is desirable is that 
everything should be done in order to 
afford the greatest opportunities and 
facilities for education, so far as that 
can be done consistently with the rules 
and regulations laid down, or which the 
Commissioners may think it necessary 
to laydown. Now, Sir, Ishould like just 
to say a word or two with reference to 
the Resident Magistrates, to which the 
hon. Member for West Belfast referred. 
I do not read the Bill in the sense 
suggested by the hon. Member, that 
there would be power on the part of 
any magistrate to compel attendance 
unless there was a school which the 
child could attend. I think probably 
that in view of the change which is 
about to be made when the Bill comes 
into operation, freeing the schools in 
Treland, it must be obvious that no 
magistrate before whom a parent was 
brought could do otherwise than 
accept as reasonable the excuse that 
there was no school at which the child 
could attend free. 

Ma. SEXTON: What is to become 
of the child? 

*Mr. JACKSON: That is quite 
another question. I admit that with 
the concessions that have been made 
in debate—I mean concessions which 
would lead to the freeing of a very 
large proportion of education in Ire- 
land—there should be a reasonably 
restricted clause and provisions in order 
to avoid violating the parent’s religious 
scruples, and that there should be as 
much freedom and elasticity as possible, 
so that it could not be in the power of 
an Attendance Committee or magistrate 
to compel a parent to send a child toa 
school to which. he has conscientious 
objections. The reasonable excuses 
which are prescribed as being sufficient 
to excuse attendance, or, at any rate, to 
excuse the enforcement by the magis- 


Mr. Jackson 
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trates of the penalties in the Bill, are 
very considerable. The corollary of 
that is this, that these reasonable ex- 
cuses, being so wide and so : 
unless the Act were worked with the 
general concurrence of public opinion in 
Ireland, it could not succeed ag it 
ought to succeed. I do not agree that 
there is a power to compel a child to 
attend a school to which the parent 
objects. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I did not 
say that. 
*Mr. JACKSON: If the Christian 
Brothers’ schools or the Church Eduea- 
tion schools refused to admit a child 
without payment that would be a 
reasonable excuse, which would prevent 
a magistrate ordering that a child 
should attend or pay. The Bill says— 


“Tf the School Attendance Committee have 
reason to believe that an attendance order has 
not been mene with, and that there is not 
any reasonable excuse within the meaning of 
this Act for non-compliance therewith,they may 
make a further complaint to a Court of Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction, and thereupon, if the 
parent does not satisfy the Court that the 
order has beer complied with, or that he has 
used all reasonable efforts to comply there- 


with,” 

the penalties should be imposed. If 
admission were refused, the parent 
could say he had used all reasonable 
efforts. 

Mr. HEALY: I do not say if a 
parent is unable to pay that would not 
be a reasonable excuse, but I say that 
where he is able to pay he may be com- 
pelled to pay, or fn | the child toa 
school to which he objects. 

*Mr. JACKSON : The hon. Member 
pointed out several ways, one of which 
was that the Christian Brothers might 
not admit the child; then there would 
be no power to compel attendance. 
In the other cases, I think the parent 
would be exempt under the reasonable 
excuses provided in the Bill. Just a 
word about the Resident Magistrates. 
They are put in as a sort of protection 
to meet a possible case of this kind. 
It might be urged that in some 
districts, where religious feeling might 
run high and differences be very acute, 
there might be two magistrates who 
belonged tothesame creed, and were of 
the same political opinions, and I can 
quite conceive that if they took action 
against a child of a different creed it 
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influenced by that fact. The Resident 
Magistrates are put in as a protection 
in such a case. Now, Sir, with regard 
to the suggestion made by the hon. 
Member for West Belfast. No doubt, 
as I have said, the cunditions which 
will be created by this Bill will be 
different to anything we have had before. 
By this Bill we are going to free the 
iools from the payment of school 
pence, and to offer to the parents of 
children in Ireland opportunities of 
obtaining the advantages of free educa- 
tion. We expect that will largely 
improve the average attendance, and 
will tend very greatly to benefit all 
education in Ireland. I have said that 
I have not heard, as regards these 
schools, any complaint as to their 
educational status. I think it must be 
recognised that these conditions re- 
sulting from the Bill are creating a 
condition of things which never existed 
before. It is a fact, no doubt, that in 
some towns in Ireland there are no 
schools other than those of the 
Christian Brothers for boys. I do not 
think the number is so large as that 
stated by the hon. Member for West 
Belfast. 

Mr. SEXTON : I put it this 
way: that there are sixty towns in 
which the Christian Brothers are 
the principal educators of the boys, 
and in thirty towns there are schools 
not open to other than Protestant 
children. 

*Mr. JACKSON : According to the 
information supplied to me, I think 
there are about fifteen towns where 
that would apply. No doubt, in these 
towns the difficulty will be very con- 
siderable in carrying out the Act, and 
I think we are bound to look-at it 
in a reasonable spirit, and, if possible, 
to find some solution. I believe every- 
body is agreed that if the Christian 
Brothers were able to see their way to 
bring themselves within the rules of 
the Education Commissioners, no 
one would object to their being 
brought under the system of National 
education and receiving grants. I do 
not believe there is a single Member of 
the House who would say, because 
they are Christian Brothers, they should 
be excluded from the benefits derived 
by schools closely parallel with them. 
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Thereare the French Christian Brothers, 
who, I presume, carry cn education 
practically in the same way and with 
the same objects. There are monastery 
and convent schools, which are attended 
by 70,000 children, and they receive 
from the Education Department their 
share of the grant for educational 
purposes. I say we are face to face 
with a new set of circumstances, and, 
so faras I know, we are face to face 
with a new position in this respect. It 
has been made clear to-day by the 
hon. Member for West Belfast that 
whatever doubt there may have been 
there-is none now, as to whether 
these schools were willing to bring 
themselves under the full control of a 
Conscience Clause, so that there could 
be no question of danger to the con- 
science of any child whose religion was 
different. Of course, it would be a 
great advantage to education in Ire- 
land if these schools could be made 
practically Nationai schools under the 
Board, and available to all for the 
purposes of education in the towns in 
which they are placed. As I under- 
stand it, the hon. Member for West 
Belfast, in view of the altered con- 
ditions, said distinctly that these schools 
are quite willing to accept a Con- 
science Clause and bring themselves 
within the rules, and so make it quite 
clear that there is no question of reli- 
gious instruction, other than that to 
which the parents agree, within the 
period of secular instruction. He puts 
the question to me whether under these 
altered conditions the time has not 
arrived when the Education Commis- 
sioners might consider whether a 
clause, such as he intimated as exist- 
ing in the Intermediate Education 
Act, should not be embodied in the 
rules of the Department, so as to enable 
these schools to participate in the 
grant. I feel that we should iry if we 
can to find some plan, not of making an 
exception of the Christian Brothers, 
but of bringing all elementary schools 
into line, and I feel that Iam unable to 
resist the appeal that the question shall 
be eouidenia the Commissioners. It 
seems to me to be reasonable that the 
Education Commissioners should be 
asked to consider whether by the adop- 
tion of some such clause these schools 
might not be brought into line, be- 
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cause it is obvious that, as r 
elementary education, there would be 
a great advantage in the working of the 
Act if we could get everybody to do 
their best to try and give full effect to 
an Act which I believe will confer a 
greater benefit on Ireland than any 
Act which has been passed. 

(3.12.) Mr. NOLAN (Louth, N.): I 
have no desire to prolong the discussion, 
for I am anxious to see the Bill pass 
into law as soon as possible. I wish 
to be considered as endorsing the prin- 
ciple of compulsion, but I must say 
that I am not in favour of its being ap- 
plied in many parts of Ireland. It 
would be very hard indeed to enforce 
school attendance when such compul- 
sion might mean the infliction of very 
great hardship ; but with regard to the 
measure, as a whole, I believe it will 
serve the interests of the country, and 
consequently I shall be very glad to see 
it become law with certain modifica- 
tions, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary could see his way 
to make those modifications, I believe 
that it would take a comparatively 
short time to pass the Bill through the 
House. I listened with very great at- 
tention to the speech which the right 
hon. Gentleman has just now achieved, 
and I feel that I am echoing the views 
of my colleagues here, and all who 
listened to him, when I say that 
nothing could be better than the tone 
and temper of that speech. I am sure 
that with regard to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools, to which the right 
hon. Gentleman referred, he sees the 
perfect absurdity of keeping them out- 
side the benefits of the Education Act, 
and that he is not one who is in favour 
of the absurd rules and regulations of 
the National Board of Education,which 
keeps the Christian Brothers’ schools 
outside the scope of this Act. I was 
pleased to observe also that hon. Mem- 
bers from Ulster had got nothing to say 
against these schools, and nothing to 
say in favour of the rules to which I 
have referred. I gathered from the 
speech of the hon. Member for Down 
that as far as he himself is concerned, 
personally, he could see no objection to 
the Christian Brothers’ schools being 
endowed by the Government, but that 
he feels his hands are tied by the igno- 
rance of the circumstances of a certain 
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section of his constituency, and that if 
he were left to himself, and if the other 
gentlemen who represent Unionist con- 
stituencies in Ulster were left to them- 
selves, they would raise no objection to 
these Christian Brothers’ schools bei 

included. The Chief Secretary might 
shorten this discussion very much if he 
were to give way upon this particular 
point, for although I recognise the 
courtesy and the tone and temper and 
feeling of his speech, I am very much 
afraid he has not brought us any further 
in the matter, for the simple reason 
that he throws the Christian Brothers 
back again upon the tender mercies of 
the Commissioners of Education in Ire- 
land and their precious rules and regu- 
lations. Everyone knows that the 
thing which has brought the Christian 
Brothers into conflict with the National 
Board is the use of certain religious 
emblems, and the use of certain books 
in the religious education given in the 
schools. I think it has been pointed 
out pretty clearly and conclusively by 
other speakers that the objections to 
the use of these emblems in the schools 
is absurd. I venture to say that no 
objection at all would be made to a 
manager or teacher of an elementary 
school in Ireland displaying the 
emblems of the Buddhist religion or 
Mahommedan religion, or almost any 
other religion, but here in a Christian 
country, the moment the teachers of a 
school in Ireland display any emblem 
of the Christian religion they are imme- 
diately objected to by the Board. And 
then with regard to the books, I am 
afraid that the Christian Brothers will 
not be able to see their way to adopt 
the books of the National Board 
of Education, and I most certainly 
sympathise with them in this course. 
The Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation shut their eyes to the fact that 
in this country in State-aided schools 
any kind of class books may be used, 
but in Ireland a hard and fast rule is 
laid down that only the set of books 
approved by the National Board should 
be used; and I think the ingenuity of 
man could hardly devise a drier and 
more repulsive set of class books for 
young children than those used in the 
National schools of Ireland. Some 
little improvement, I admit, has been 
made in recent years. but even now 
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everyone must sympathise with the 
Christian Brothers in objecting to being 
tied down to these particular books. 
The object of theright hon. Gentleman 
and of others is = eectent anything in 
the shape of proselytising or interfer- 
ence with the faith of the children 
who attend a State-aided school, but in 
the case of the Christian Brothers 
there is not the slightest danger of any- 
thing of the kind taking place, because 
no Protestant child attends, or is likely 
toattend, any oftheir schools. As far 
asthe concessions made by the right 
hon. Gentleman are concerned, I am 
afraid it will be found, when we 
come down to the hard and fast case, 
that the Christian Brothers will not be 
abie to attain the object they have in 
view; and I hope that in order to 
expedite the pas of the Bill 
the right hon. entleman _ will 
see his way to making a definite 
announcement in favour of giving 
State aid to any schools, whether 
Protestant or Catholic, where the 
secular instruction is up to the required 
standard. That is all that the State 
has a right to expect in the matter of 
education. . 

Mr. CONWAY: Like my hon. Friend 
I must bear testimony to the very 
sympathetic speech of the Chief Secre- 
tary, but to my mind certain difficulties 
are presented. The Christian Brothers, 
who engage in primary instruction in 
competition with the National teachers 
of Ireland, at this moment take advan- 
tage of the Intermediate Education 
Act, and, out of the £10,000 per 
annum spent on behalf of interme- 
diate education in Ireland, are able 
to earn no less than £4,000. Now, 
this will seriously en r the posi- 
tion of the National teachers of Ire- 
land. The Christian Brothers being 
able to earn this £4,000 besides 
the primary ts will, of course, 
afford the spectacle to Irish parents 
of apparently being superior teachers. 
But the Brothers are not superior 
teachers in the sense of being trained 
or certificated teachers. We ask 
two things in this‘matter, and I 
trust the Chief Secre will re- 
member them. The first is that the 
National teachers of Ireland are to 
be on an equality with the Christian 
Brothers as a share in the in- 
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for the Chief Secretary to recog- 
= the Christian Brothers as being 
equal to the National teachers, then 
the converse holds good. The second 
point is that these teachers of the 
Christian Brothers are bound to have 
a bigger field for their labours, and 
that they will enter into competition 
with the National teachers. The 
Christian Brothers being untrained, so 
far as the Education Department is 
concerned, if they be recognised by 
ithe Government they will earn a 
grant of ten shillings. I hold that 
the Chief Secretary ought certainly to 
advise the Commissioners that in future 
the Christian Brothers in openin, 
schools should have trained certifica: 
teachers at the head of such schools, 
and that the second masters should be 
trained and certificated. I believe, if 
that were done, the National teachers in 
Ireland would have nothing to com- 
plain of. I commend the Chief Secre- 
tary right heartily for the sympathetic 
tone of his speech. Everyone admits 
the work of the Christian Brothers, 
and everyone regrets that they have 
not been able to take advan of the 
public grants for education. e ho 
that in future they will be able to do 
this, but not to the disadvantage of 
the National teachers. I think we may 
fairly look forward to this Bill being 
passed within the next hour or two, 
and after the concession made to the 
hon. Member for West Belfast, I hope 
the other Amendments will be discussed 
briefly. 

Mr. SEXTON: The hon. Member 
who has just sat down and the hon. 
Member who preceded him seem to 
differ as to the value of the concession 
that has been made. With regard to 
the proposal that the teachers of the 
Christian Brothers should be trained, I 
have to point out that convent teachers 
are not trained. 

Mr. CONWAY : I distinctly said 
that future teachers should be trained. 

(3.30.) Mr. SEXTON: I would 
point out that two-thirds of the 
National school teachers are not 
trained, and that therefore that does 
not constitute a demand that the 
Christian Brothers’ teachers shall be 
trained. The question now to be dis- 
posed of is—shall we accept the con- 





cession that has been made? I differ 


termediate education grant. If it be | from some hon. Gentlemen as to the 
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value of the concession. I deny thata| ment, and I am not quite sure that it 
new state of affairs will be created | would not restrict or limit the 


which will require that a new arrange- 
ment shall be made. In many districts 
of Ireland the Christian Brothers’ 
schools are the only schools to be used, 
and unless they are included in the 
Bill free and compulsory education will 
never come into operation in Ireland. 
Therefore, the maintenance of the pre- 
sent system is incompatible with the 
working of this Bill. 


Mr. JACKSON : I could not accept. 


the statement in that form. 

Mr. SEXTON : But the parents 
cannot be fined if they send their chil- 
dren to the Christian Brothers’ schools 
without payment, and the managers of 
those schools cannot be compelled to 
receive them. However, in the in- 
terests of education I accept the con- 
cession offered. It is of capital 
importance that some such arrange- 

ent should be made, because then all 
doubt of the schools being under the 
Bill will be set at rest. I beg, therefore, 
to withdraw the Amendment. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : Is it thepleasure 
of the Committee that the Amendment 
be withdrawn ? 

(3.33.) Mx. MACARTNEY: I desire 
to say a few words on the subject. 
While there is no desire on the part of 
myself and of hon. Members who re- 
present theNorthernDivisions in Ireland 
to depart from the arrangement that 
has been made, we reserve to ourselves 
perfect freedom of action with regard 
to this proposal at any future stage of 
the Bill. 

(3.34.) Mr. NOLAN : I would point 
out that that hasbeen no bar to the ad- 
mission of the Christian Brothers’ schools 
except the question of books and 
emblems. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : Isit the pleasure 
of the Committee that the Amendment 
be withdrawn? (‘ Yes.’’) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. SEXTON: My next Amend- 
ment is a somewhat trifling one. It is 
in page 1, line 22, to leave out “ or any 
such school,” and insert ‘‘ and.” 

Question ay oe “ That the words 
ae to ft out stand part of the 

use.” 


*(3.36.) Mr. JACKSON: This is in 
the natere of a consequential Amend- 


Mr. Sexton 





which it is intended to give to the 
Mr. SEXTON: Surely not. It is 
not so intended. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment agreed to. 


(3.38.) Mr. SEXTON : I now move, 
in page 1, line 23, leave out “religious.” 
I never heard of a “ conscientious 
religious” ground of objection to send a 
child to school. The word “con- 
scientious” would surely cover the mean- 
ing without adding “ religious.” What 
I fear is this—that if you allow the 
word “religious” to remain, the Re- 
movable Magistrate or the two Justices 
of the Peace may say there can be no 
religious objection on the of the 

mt to send his child to any 
ational school, because it is so 
arranged that religious instruction is 
given in it at certain times, and the 
child may then be absent. But it is 
notorious that there is an objection in 
Ireland to sending children to the 4,400 
National schools, because the teachers 
in them are all of one creed. There- 
fore it is that I propose to omit the 
word “ religious.” 

Amendment proposed, in 1, line 
23, to leave out the word “ religious.” 
—(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘ religious ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*(3.40.) Mr. JACKSON : I am sorry 
I cannot agree with the hon. Member 
in this matter. I do not think any 
such difficulty is likely to arise as that 
which he s ts in connection with 
this clause. I do not see that a parent 
can object to send his child to a par- 
ticular school on account of the 
— ious instruction given in it. 

Rr. SEXTON : National school. 

*Mz. JACKSON: Very well, National 
school. I think, however, that it is 
somewhat cumbrous to speak of a 
“conscientious religious” objecion, 
and I would be willing to give up the 
word “ conscientious.” I would retain 
the word “ religious,” so as to indicate 
that it must be something more than 4 
conscientious objection on the Po of 
the parent. I hope the hon. ember 
will withdraw his Amendment, and 
allow the omission of the word “con- 
scientious ” to be moved i . 
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' Mz. SEXTON: After the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman, I will 
accept his suggestion, and withdraw 
my Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On Motion of Mr. Jackson, the 
following Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 1, line 23, leave out ‘ conscien- 
tious.” 

(3.43.) Mr. SEXTON: I beg to 
move, in page 1, line 25, after ‘‘ sick- 
ness,” insert ‘‘ poverty.” It is obvious 
that with regard to a country like Ire- 
land an Amendment of this nature is 
required. Poverty is so keen there 
that it is often the case that children 
have not clothes to wear nor food to 
eat when they should be sent to 
school, and the Magistrates ought to 
accept such excuses. I have observed 
acurious difference between this Bill 
and the English and Scotch Acts 
in this respect. The English Act 
says that if children are engaged in 
necessary household occupations it shall 
constitute an excuse for their absence 
from school, and in the Scotch Act 
“the giving of assistance in the 
fisheries” is also to be taken as an 
excuse. Now we also have fisheries 
in Ireland, and J suggest that the 
insertion of the words “poverty” in 
this Amendment, and of ‘‘ domestic 
necessity” in the next, would not 
weaken the wer of the Act, but 
would strengthen the hands of the 
Magistrates. 

Amendment proposed, in 1, 
line I5, after the word “ sickness.” to 


insert the word “ poverty.”—(Mr. 
Seaton.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word 


‘ sickness’ be there inserted.” 


*(3.44.) Mr. JACKSON: The hon. 
Member must see that if the parent is 
so poor that he cannot clothe and send 
his children to school the Magistrate 
could not refuse to accept such an 
excuse. 

Mr. SEXTON: Then as to the 
question of want of food. 

*Mr. JACKSON: I am not sure 
whether the same answer would apply 
as to food. I am of epinion, however, 
that if such a case existed it should be 
brought under the notice of some 
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enough, but poverty allied with 
ignorance is infinitely worse and more 

. Ifthe hon. Member would 
not press this Amendment with regard 
to “poverty” I would agree to the 
next, and to insert “ domestic ne- 
cessity.”” As regards the third Amend- 
ment to insert— 

“Or by reason of being engaged in 
necessary operations of: husbandry, and the 
ingathering of or (giving assistance in 
the fisheries, or work requiring to be 
done at a particular time or season,” 

I think these are reasons which would 
also constitute a reasonable excuse. 

Mr. SEXTON: The only way of 
dealing with that subject will be to acce 
the suggestions of the a to —_ e 
for the establishment of daily industrial 
schools where the children could receive 
food. For the present I withdraw my 


Amendment regarding poverty, the 
other being accepted. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On the Motion of Mr. Szxron, the 
following Amendment was agreed 
to :— 


In 1, line 25, after “sickness,” insert 
“or or omen a ing in necessary 
egesetionn-cf I the ingathering 
of crops, od grown Meee agveg in the fisheries 
or other work requiring to be done at a parti- 
cular time or season.” 

Mr. SEXTON : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman agree to the Amendment 
“ or reasonable ” ? 

Mr. JACKSON: If the hon. Mem- 
ber presses it, but I do not think the 
words are necessary. 

Mr. SEXTON : The Court will be 


the judge. 

fe P.cxson : Yes. 

Mr. SEXTON: I move “ or reason- 
able.” 

Amendment pro ,in page 1, line 
25, after ‘“‘ unavoidable,” to insert the 
words “ or reasonable.”—(Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2. 


Coronet NOLAN : I think the Chief 
Secretary should add some words here 
to the same effect as the words - 
ow by the hon. Member for West 

t (Mr. Sexton). Under Clause 


2the em might be ted. 
If the mn po put in he will know 





authority, and some remedy might 
provided. 


then be Poverty is bad 


exactly what he is doing. 
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Amendment proposed, in 2, lined, 
after “ child,” insert ‘‘ except for setting 
or planting of potatoes, haymaking, or 
harvesting.”"—(Colonel Nolan.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. JACKSON : I have no objection 
in principle, but I really think the case 
would be met by the number of attend- 
ances. In fact, the number of attend- 
ances should beso fixed as to practically 
afford six weeks at one part of the 
year and six weeks in the other, during 
which children could take part in farm- 
ing operations. I do not really think the 
words are necessary, because I believe, in 
the first place, no penalty would attach 
to the employment if the number of 
attendances were given. I think the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman need not 
press the Amendment, which is not 


necessary. 
Coronet NOLAN: I must say I 
think the words are very necessary, 
because an employer will not be able to 
study the attendances of the children. 
He will go in for an additional hayraker 
or extra machines. I do not think 
you ought to give an advantage to 
machines over manual labour, and I 
do not want the employer to be 
subjected to a disagreeable penalty. 
Mr. JACKSON : I willagree. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On Motion of Mr. Sexton, the 
following Amendments were agreed 
to:—Page 2, line 10, leave out “ for 
the time being”; line 10, leave out 
“by the Commissioners,” and insert 
“in the Second Schedule to this 
Act.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Mr. SEXTON: The words to which 
my Amendment refer provide for the 
recognition of the half-time system. In 
many instances in the North of Ireland, 
Catholic children who are half-timers 
are obliged to attend non-Catholic 
schools. The consequence is that the 
preparations for Sacrament are entirely 
neglected. That state of affairs should 
not be continued. I am informed, too, 


that in County Down and other places 
in Ulster the practice is for an em- 

loyer to start a school, and in other 
instances to compel his Catholic half- 
time employees to attend a mixed school 
under a Protestant teacher on pain of 
I ask the 


losing their employment. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Bill. 


1192 


right hon. Gentleman to say that it 
should constitute an offence under the 
Act for an employer to insist upon the 
attendance of a child in respect of any 
school, except that chosen by the 
parent. 


Amendment proposed, in 2, 
line 11, after the word ‘ Commis. 
sioners,” leave out to end of sub- 
section (2).—(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the 
words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I am strongly 
opposed to the Amendment. 
question is one recently dea!t with b 
the House in another measure. It 
has been over and over again demon- 
strated that the condition of health 
of the half-time children is quite as 
good as, if not better than, that of an 
other class of children. And in hee | 
to their educational attainments, so 
far as the Protestant half-timers in 
the industrial districts of the North 
of Ireland are concerned, they are 
quite equal to those of any other class 
of children. I hope the Government 
will not accept the Amendment pro- 
posed by the hon. Member, who has 
raised a subsidiary question regarding 
the religious education of the children. 
But so far as the religious education 
given under the compulsory system to 
half-timers in the North of Ireland is 
concerned, the advantages and dis- 
advantages to all denominations are 
equal, I am not aware of any of the 
schools to which the hon. Gentleman 
has alluded. 

Mr. SEXTON : What I am aware 
of is that there are mill schools in the 
North of Ireland where employers 
compel Roman Catholic children to 
attend a school, taught by a Pro- 
testant teacher, on pain of losing their 
employment, although there is & 
Catholic school in the place. I assert 
the right of conscience in this matter, 
and to secure that I will propose to 
move at the end of the sub-section the 


words—“ No employer should compel | 


a child to attend a school not chosen 
by the parents.” 

*Mr. BARTON (Armagh, Mid): I 
think the hon. Member ought to give 
some further evidence for the state- 
ment he makes, and until he does give 
some further information, I object te 
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this Amendment as casting an unde- 
served slur on the employers of the 


North of Ireland, who cannot, and do 
not, exercise compulsion in such 


matters. 

Mr. SEXTON : How anxious the 
hon. Member is for evidence when it 
is to secure the religious equality 
of Roman Catholic children! I assert 
that what I have stated is done, 


and, even sup ing there is no 
conclusive evidence, it may be 
done. Surely protection against send- 


ing a Roman Catholic child to a school 
taught by a Protestant on pain of losing 
employment is as necessary as in the 
case of the Protestant minority in the 
North of Ireland. I have a letter 
from a gentleman who was at one time 
President of the National Teachers’ 
Association, who tells me that in the 
North of Ireland Catholic children are 
obliged to attend non-Catholic schools, 
and that in consequence their prepara- 
tions for the Sacrament is delayed. 

*Mr. BARTON : I certainly cannot 
support the Amendment. I think the 
hon. Member ought not to have made 
such a statement without citing 
particular instances and places. I 
venture, from my own knowledge of 
Ulster, to say that no compulsion is 
exercised. 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I cannot 
say from my personal knowledge that I 
have seen these Catholic children in 
Protestant schools, but I do know that 
two or three years ago little children had 
to strike in order to be allowed to go to 
the school of their denomination, and I 
say that it is a scandal that they should 
be put to that necessity. I donot know 
that the object of the employer was 
solely due to religious bigotry; it may 
have been that the school he preferred 
was nearer at hand and consequently 
more convenient, but I do know that 
they had to go tothis extremity inorder 
to secure religious equality. With refer- 
ence to the request that we should 
bring evidence, I would point out that 
we cannot bring evidence before this 
Committee as we could before a Com- 
mittee upstairs ; and I have no doubt 
that the statements could be proved by 
evidence on oath under the later con- 
ditions. 

*Mr. JACKSON: I do not under- 
stand that the hon. Member for West 
Belfast (Mr. Sexton) desires to press 
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| very seriously the Amendment which 
he has moved. It would exempt a 
large district from the half-time system, 
which has been proved to be beneficial. 
I can speak for Yorkshire, and I think 
I may say there is a strong feeling, 
especially among the working classes, 
in favour of the half-time system. I 
have never heard any complaint as 
regards the school attendance and 
education. 

Mr. MUNDELLA (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): The right hon. Gentleman says 
that the people in Yorkshire are 
decidedly in favour of retaining the 
half-time system. I am bound to say, 
as Chairman of the Commission 
now inquiring into this question, that 
there was a great deal of evidence from 
Yorkshire against the half-time system 
by the working class ; but, at the same 
time, I do not think the hon. Member 
for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) can 
very well insist on his Amendment. 

Mr. SEXTON: I have oniy raised 
this question for the purpose of bring- 
ing it to the notice of the House. I 
will, however, move the other Amend- 
ment to which I have referred. 

Mr. JACKSON : I do not think we 
can deal with this question in the Bill 
now before the House. It — to me 
hardly possible to suppose that an 
employer would send a child to he f 
school to which its parent objected. 
If such a thing were attempted, and it 
were brought before the notice of the 
Education Commissioners, I certainly 
think it would not be permitted. 

Sm LYON PLAYFAIR (Leeds, 8.): 
What objection can there be to add the 
words which the hon. Member pro- 


poses ? 

Mr. SEXTON: The words I pro 
to add are, “That no employer shall 
compel a child to attend a school not 
chosen by the parent.” 

Sm LYON PLAYFAIR: That is in 
favour of all religions. There is 
nothing in that which strikes me as 
being in the slightest degree derogatory 
to the employers, or to Protestants or 
Catholics. It admits the - half-time 
principle, and it — says that no 
child shall go to a school of which its 
parents disapprove. That seems to me 
to be a very reasonable eh ag 

Mr. JACKSON : Perhaps the hon. 
Member for West Belfast will alter the 





wording of his Amendment so as to 
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make it read ‘‘ to which the nt has 
religious objections,” ins of “ not 
chosen by the t.” 
Mr. EXTON: I am willing to 
to that alteration. 
Mr. MACARTNEY : This is rather 
@ serious matter for the employers, and 
I shall certainly o the insertion 
of any such words as are proposed 
unless time is allowed for further con- 
sideration, so that I may find out what 
the position of the employers will be 
if the Amendment is passed. I would 
suggest that the hon. Member might 
leave the matter over till the Report 


Mr. SEXTON: Does the hon. 
Member wish to maintain a system b 
which an employer can compel a child 
to go to a school to which the parent 
objects ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I have no 
knowledge of the existence of any such 
case, although the hon. Member may 
be right in asserting that it can be done. 
He has alluded to one instance of the 
kind, but we do not know the circum- 
stances connected with it, and I am 
opposed to any words being introduced 
off-hand-into this Bill which would 
affect the half-time system as it now 
exists in the industrial centre of Ireland. 
If the hon. Member would defer the 
question until the Report stage I might 
be able then to accept the spirit of his 
Amendment. 

Mr. SEXTON : As the clause stands 
the insertion of the words could do no 
harm if the system does not exist, and 
if it does exist I should like to know 
what hon. Members opposite are pre- 
pared to maintain it. 

*Mr. BARTON: The argument of 
the hon. Member could be used in 
support of any absurd or offensive 
provision in any Bill. No such penal 
clause exists in the English Education 
Act. I have yet to learn why it is 
required in Ireland. 

Tus CHAIRMAN : The Amendment 
now being discussed is not at present 
before the Committee. Perhaps I 
might point out to the hon. Member 
for West Belfast that the Amendment 
imposes no penalty on what it pro- 


poses to forbid, and it is not relevant 
to the present clause. 

Mr. SEXTON: You will observe, 
Sir, that the next sub-section imposes 


Mr. Jackson 
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a penalty if this sub-section is dis- 
obeyed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 2. 


Mr. SEXTON: I will now move 
that the foilowing words be added at 
the end of the sub-section :— 

“Ni shall compel a child to attend 
a echoed Oe which its patent chiests on re- 
ligious grounds.” 

Amendment proposed, 

I line after “1891” to insert 
the werts But no employer shall compel a 
child to attend a schoo! to which its parent 
objects on religious grounds.”-—-(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. JACKSON: I have already ex- 
pressed my views on this matter, and 
I have endeavoured to make peace. But 
I quite recognise the right of my 
hon. Friend (Mr. Macartney) to object to 
these or any other words, and I am sure 
he would not raise an objection unless he 
felt there were grounds ior doing so. I 
might point out, however, that it 
would be quite possible to move to 
strike out the words on Report, if in the 
meantime he discovered any strong 
reasons for doing so. I have alread 
said that I think the insertion of su 
words are hardly necessary, but I am 
not prepared to oppose the Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEXTON: I should like to 
point out that my Amendment can- 


not be ded as offensive, because 
it will apply to all classes. I shall be 
just as glad to see a Catholic employer 


fined for compelling a Protestant child 
to go to a Catholic school as I shall to 
see a Protestant employer fined for 
compelling a Catholic child to go toa 
Protestant school. 

*Mr. BARTON: This is a penal 
provision, directed against Irish em- 
ployers—both Protestant and Roman 
Catholic. On behalf of all employers 
in Ireland I object to it. 


Question put. 

(4.20) The Committee divided :— 
Ayes 161; Noes 10.—(Div. List, No. 
190.) 

Coronet NOLAN: Before I submit 
the next Amendment I suppose I may 

‘ ber (Mr. 
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tlemen to vote in the ‘‘No” Lobby by 
mistake. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 

Coroner NOLAN: Rares 
Amendment is in page 2, line 15, to 
leave out “forty,” and insert ‘‘ten.” 

as it stands is rather 
excessive. I think ten shilli would 
meet the case. Forty shilli is 
too high, unless the offence has been 
persistent. 

Amendment proposed, in 2, line 
15, to leave out the word “ forty,” and 
insert the word ‘“ ten.”—(Colonel 
Nolan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘ant ahenll pat of the Clause.” 
*Mz. JACKSON: I have no icular 
fancy for forty shillings penalty, but I 
should like to point out that under 
these circumstances there can be no 
sympathy with the employer, and I 
have no particular desire to further 

him. At the same time, I 

poco object of rok hon. Member is 
sec by the fact the penalty is 
not eenetiling forty shillings, and that 
leaves a large discretionary power to 
the magistrate. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3. 


Mr. SEXTON : I see that the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Jackson) has given 
notice of another clause instead of 
this one, and there can be no object 
in moving our Amendments to this 
clause. I would suggest that this 
clause should be omitted now, and we 
can discuss the new clause when it is 


brought up. 

*Mr. JACKSON: I agree. 

Clause omitted. 

Clause 4. 

Mr. SEXTON: I to move an 
Amendment in line 31 with the object 
of increasing the discretionary power 


of the School Attendance Committees. 
The power which I seek to include is 
given in the English Act of 1876, 
chapter 79, and in the 56th section of 
the Scotch Act in almost the very 
same words. I submit that it is 
; that there should be uni- 
formity in this matter. 
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Amendment proposed, 
In page &, line 31, after the word “ jurisdic- 
tion,” to insert the words “unless they think 


that it is ient to take such proceed- 
ings.” —(Mr. ) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. JACKSON: It seems to me 
that these words are unn If 
I understand these powers, the ool 
Attendance Committees may take pro- 


ceedings. 
Mr. SEXTON: Shall. 
*Mr. JACKSON: Very well. 


Question put, and agreed to. 

On the Motion of Mr. Szxron, the 
following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Page 2, line 38, after “ and,” insert “ subj 
to ae etoae of Section 1 of this Act. 

Lines 39 and 40, leave out “every time the 
schocl is open, or. 

Line 40, after “ such,” leave out “ other.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5. 


On the Motion of Mr. Szxron, the fol- 
lowing Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 3, line 17, after ‘‘ attend,” insert 
“‘ subject to the provisions of Section 1 
of this Act.” 

Mr. SEXTON: The next Amend- 
ment is an attempt to secure that, in 
considering whether employment is 
justified, shall be had to the 
attendances of the child during the 
current year. Sup in July a per- 
son employed a child which had made 
one hundred out of one hundred and 
fifty attendances, it would be reason- 
able to suppose that the remainder 
would be made up. 


Amendment proposed, in page 3, line 
26, after the word “open,” to insert 
the words ‘or by reason of the attend- 
ance of the child at school within the 
year.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. JACKSON: I have considered 
these words, and I am not sure that 
they are necessary. Of course, this 
would be a matter for the Magistrates 
to decide. 

Mr. SEXTON: Yes. 
Mr. JACKSON: That would, of 
course, be taken into consideration by 
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the Magistrate, and I agree that it 
seit: be accepted as a good reason. 
But I do not think the words are neces- 
, and there might be some cases in 
which the attendance of the child was 
really no excuse. It might be that a 
child was employed in March and the 
parents said they intended that it should 
make the full number of attendances 
during the subsequent nine months. 
Mr. SEXTON: I think the words 
would be useful, but I do not press 
them. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 6. 


Mr. SEXTON : I do not think it is 
very probable that an offence of the 
kind contemplated here would be com- 
mitted maliciously, and I think it is 
desirable to protect workmen from 
malicious prosecution. 

Amendment proposed, in page 3, 
line 25, after the word “ of,” to insert 
the word “ wilfully.”—(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘ wilfully ’ be there inserted.” : 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University): I do not think the hon. 
Member need trouble to insert those 
words. The offence must be wilful. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Is it not 
a fact that under Clause 2 an offence 
may be committed whether an em- 
ployer knows it or not ? 

Mr. MADDEN: That isso. If the 
hon. Member will agree to insert these 
words in line 26 I will accept them. 

Mr. SEXTON : I agree. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
and the words inserted in line 26. 


Coronet NOLAN: I move here an 
Amendment, of which I gave notice in 
Clause 4, after the word “ shillings,” to 
insert ‘for a false and forged certifi- 
cate, or five shillings for false represen- 
tations.” I think some difference ought 
to be made in the class of offences. 


Amendment proposed, 

After the word “shi ” to insert the 
Senate See eee 
(Colonel Nolan.) 

Question proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Jackson 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. MADDEN: I think the elasti- 
city given to the clause by the words 
‘not exceeding ”’ will enable the Magis- 
trates to discriminate between different 
classes of cases. They will be able to 
consider, where the offence is not of a 
serious character, whether they should 
not mitigate the penalty. 

CotonEL NOLAN : I do not want to 
break up the harmony. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 7. 


Coronet NOLAN: I object to what 
I call local jurisdiction. It is quite an 
absurdity, and gives rise to in- 
convenience. If you are to have one 
Resident Magistrate you might as well 
have one Local Magistrate. 


Clause 7. 
Amendment proposed, in page 4, line 
12, to leave out the words ‘‘or of one 


resident magistrate with or without 
other justices.” —(Colonel Nolan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. JACKSON : I have already said 
that the Resident Magistrate was put in 
as a sort of protection. 

Mr. SEXTON: I should be very 
sorry that important questions under 
the Bill should be decided by one 
magistrate, and there is no reason why 
the Resident Magistrate should be 
singled out for distinction and allowed 
to sit by himself. 

Coroner NOLAN: I am sure in 
Galway and Mayo the people would 
prefer the ordinary Justices. 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. SEXTON: You are construct- 
ing a novel system in Ireland, and it is 

ssible that you might have two 

ustices sitting not learned in this law, 
who would have to determine very im- 
portant questions—whether schools are 
efficient, whether excuses are reason- 
able,and also have to deal with the 
academical question of religious objec- 
tion on the part of the parent. It 
would conduce to the smooth working 
of the Act if there were a power of 
appeal from the crude and possibly 
ignorant decisions of the Justices on 

ese points. That is the object of my 
Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed, in page 4, line 
13, at end, insert ‘“‘ every judgment of 
such Court imposing a penalty shall be 
subject to appeal.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. MADDEN: It is, of course, 
desirable that these questions should be 
decided authoritatively, but I would 
point out that there is an appeal under 
the pgp | Jurisdiction Act when- 
ever the ty is over £1. 

Mr. SEXTON : That would bringin 
the case of an employer, or person com- 
mitting forgery under the Bill, but 
would not allow of appeal on the points 
of reasonable excuse and religious ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MADDEN: There is a great 
deal in what the hon. Gentleman says, 
and though there may be some incon- 
venience in allowing an appeal in small 
cases, I will accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: My next Amend- 
ment is not contentious. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 4, after line 24, insert,—(4.) A 
certificate, p ing to be under the hand 
of the di medical officer of any dis- 
trict, stating that a child is ill, or that there 
is illness in the family of the child, or where 
the child resides, be conclusive evidence 
of the facts.”—(Mr. Seaton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: You have agreed 
that in case of illness the certificate 
of the doctor shall be sufficient 
evidence ; this Amendment is to make 
the certificate of the clergyman suffi- 
cient evidence of religious objection. 
I am anxious to avoid wrangling or 
excitement, and it would not be con- 
ducive to peace if the parent is to be 
cross-examined in Court as to the 
grounds of his religious objection. It 
might be inconvenient for the parent 
to attend at the Court, and as there 
may be many illiterate parents I desire 
to provide that the certificate of the 
clergyman shall be sufficient evidence. 


Amendment proposed, 
In 4, after line 24, insert,—“(5.) A 
purporting to be under the hand of 
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scientious grounds, to send the child to 
particular shall be conclusive oukies 
of the fact.”—(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. MADDEN: I do not think 
there is any need for the Amendment. 
The parent would attend the Court 
and say, “‘ I object on religious grounds,” 
and that would be sufficient. 

Mr. SEXTON: But he might be 
cross-examined. 

Mr. MADDEN : I cannot think for 
a moment that cross-examination on 
that — would be allowed. All he 
would have to say is, “I object on 
religious grounds,” and there could be 
no cross-examination on that. 

Mr. SEXTON: Would you compel 
the parent to attend to say that ? 

Mr. MADDEN: If he could not be 
present the case would be adjourned 
to enable him to attend. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


CotoneL NOLAN : I move the 
omission of these words, as I think the 
proof of the age of a child should be 
made by the School Attendance Com- 
mittee, and not by the parent. 

Amendment proposed, in page 4, line 
25, toleave out from the word ‘“‘ when,” 
to the word “age,” in line 28.— 
(Colonel Nolan.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. MADDEN: I think it would be 
perfectly impossible to work the Bill 
unless you have something like prima 
facie evidence of the age of the child, 
and the parent is the proper person to 
give that. That is the ordinary course 
of procedure as to proof of age. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 


Clause 10. 

Mr. SEXTON : I move my Amend- 
ment, Sir. But in face of the new 
clause proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman, this clause is unnecessary. 
The new clause proposes that half the 
School Attendance Committee shall be 
appointed by the Local Authority and 
half by the Education Department. 
|There would always be enough of the 


ee ‘ 
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Department nominees to forma quorum 
and conduct the business, and there 
would be no fear of default in the way 
of omission. It is also hardly likely 
that there would be any fault of com- 
mission with the Committee so consti- 
tuted, as the Department’s nominees 
would always be able to prevent ob 
thing of which the Department mig 
disapprove. Under these circumstances 
I hope Clause 10 will be withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 5, line 8, leave out from the word 
“ after,” to the word “that,’’ in line 10, and 
insert “ reasonabie notice toa school attend- 
ance committee, and after a public inquiry, 
at pe ee ms gp Te a ee to 
appear, give evidence, heard by counsel 
or Sthorerise.”-( Mfr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 

eft ou 


proposed to ¢ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Mr. JACKSON’: I admit that the 
alterations of the portion of the Com- 
mittee to be appointed by the Education 
Commissioners does make a consider- 
able difference as regards control and 
the power to enforce the carrying out 
of the Act. Iam not sure that we can 
agree to this proposal altogether, 
though I think it desirable that the 
Committee should have an opportunity 
of justifying themselves before any 
inquiry which may be held. I admit 
that the new clause gives the Education 
Commissioners much greater power, 
and renders less necessary the power 
of supersession. I should be prepared 
to accept the Amendment as to notice 
to the Committee. 

(5.10.) Mr. SEXTON : My Amend- 
ments are no longer applicable to 
the clause, because they were framed 
in accordance with the state of 
affairs which existed before the intro- 
duction of the new clause, by which 
one-half of the School Atterdance 
Committee will be appointed by the 
Education Commissioners, and the 
other half by the locality. There is no 


use in proceeding with these Amend-| Toca] 


ments in view of the new clause, and I 
would urge upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man to omit this clause now. 

*Mr. JACKSON: I shall propose 
a further Amendment later on, 


and then I will consider the matter 
between this and the Report stage. I 
accept this Amendment. 


~ Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 
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Tae CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Member desirs to move any further 
Amendment ? 

Mr. SEXTON: No, Sir. It would 
be grotesque to do so under the circum- 
stances. I would really urge upon the 
right hon. Gentleman to i this 
clause no. longer applicable to the 
scheme of the Bill. On my part, I 
shall be prepared to assent to any 
fair provision which can be shown to 
be reasonably necessary to enforce the 
carrying out of the Act. 

*Mr. JACKSON: I think there is a 
great deal in what the hon. Member 
says. I admit that the new clause will 
make a difference with regard to the 
control of the Commissioners and their 
power to enforce the carrying out of 
the Act. I shall consider the matter 
between this and the Report stage. 

Coronet NOLAN: I think a state- 
ment should be put in that the Go- 
vernment should pay half the expenses. 
That is really an important proposal. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 11 and 12 agreed to. 


Clause 13. 
(5.15.) Mr. SEXTON: Upon this 
clause a question of principle arises 


which, under other circumstances, I 
should be compelled to argue. I pro- 
test against the application of the pro- 
visions of this scheme to Ireland with- 
out the extension of the franchise 
which has been given to England and 
Scotland. You fa not enact compul- 
sion for England and Scotland without 
having the Corporations elected on a 
popular franchise. I am not disposed 
to move my Amendments to this 
clause ; but I shall ask for the omis- 
sion of the second sub-section. This 
Bill was linked with the Local Go- 
vernment Bill, and they were intended 
to go together. If you had been able 
to carry the Local Government Bill 
into law, I should not make any 
objection to this sub-section ; but the 
Government Bill has been 
dropped. The question of the Local 
Government Bill is a speculative ques- 
tion, which may or may not be con- 
sidered in the immediate future. I 
say the better course to adopt is this— 
whenever a Local Government Bill for 
Ireland is brought in, that will be the 
time to consider the circumstances under 
which the County Councils in Ireland 
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should a system of compulsory 
conta gs vt 7 be found that the 
provisions introduced into the Bill as 
towns would not suit the con- 

ditions of the Irish counties, either 
with respect to the reasonable excuse 
of parents or any other matter. I 
therefore hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will omit this sub-section. 

Amendment proposed, in 
line 6, to leave out Sub-section 
(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘That Sub- 
section (2) stand part of the Clause.” 
*Mr. JACKSON: It is true, as the 
hon. Member says, that we have not 
been able to carry the Local Govern- 
ment Bill for Ireland, but stiil we may 
be able to carry it next Session. To use 
the ent of the hon. Member a 
short time ago, it can do no harm for 
this provision to be left in the Bill. It 
will be optional on the of the 
County Councils to adopt it or not. I 
think, on the whole, the hon. Member 
will see that it would be better not to 
press his objection. 

Mr. SEXTON: I will not press 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(5.18.) Mr. MAURICE HEALY: 
The Government have agreed to accept 
this Amendment to Clause 13. It is 
merely to enable a suburb of a town or 
county to be added to the town or 
county for the purposes of this Act, if 
the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion desire it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has read the Amendment and 
approves of it, and I simply move it. 


Amendment proposed, in page 6 
line 4, to add as a new sub-section— 


“Where as regards any suburb or other 
area outside the boundaries of, but imme- 


6, 
2).— 


diately adj any municipal borough or 
any town or tounatlp mee socal oor «ag 
the | of National 

consider regard to the character 


same, the Commissioners may, after such local 
inquiry as they think fit, by order so declare. 
and thereupon the provisions of this Act 
shall apply to such suburb or ares, and the 


{15 Jonn, 1899} 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14. 


(5.23.) Mr. SEXTON: I had in- 
tended to move the omission of this 
clause, but considering the magnitude 
of the change it is likely that some time 
will be required for the appointment 
of a School"Attendance Committee, and 
for the framing of regulations. But I 
beg to move that the date on which 
the provisions of this Act shall come 
into operation shall be the Ist of 
January, 1894, instead of the Ist of 
January 1893. 


Amendment proposed, in page 6, 
line 17, to leave out the words “‘ ninety- 
three,”’ and insert the words “ ninety- 
four.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Questior proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘ninety-three’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Mr. JACKSON: I do not 
very much for the date mentioned 
in the Bill. It may be necessary to 
provide additional schools and so on to 
ive effect to the provisions of the Act. 
f course, if the date fixed be the 
lst January, 1894, a School Attend- 
ance Committee may be appointed in 
any district immediately after the 
passing of the Act, although the com- 
pulsory powers cannot be exercised. 
Does the hon. Member attach great 
importance to the date ? 
rn. SEXTON : Yes. 

*Mr. JACKSON: Then I have no 
objection. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Words “ ninety-four” inserted. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 15. 


(5.26. Mr. SEXTON: I do not 
move the first Amendment I had in- 
tended to move on this clause, because 
I am convinced now that the 
tions of the Commissioners will be 
made to include all elementary schools 
in Ireland. But I beg to move the 





\second Amendment— 


goa? 











grant payable in respect of such school.” 


The Bill provides that, unless the fees 
aaa in a school were in moor 
of six shillings a ear for 
each child of the hast of 
children in average attendance at the 
school, no school fees should be charged 
in future. Now the average school 
fees paid by each child in a school is 
about 4s. a year, and the capitation 
grant is about 4s. 4d., so that, generally 
speaking, the capitation grant would 
pay the teachers for the abolition of the 
fees ; but the fees vary very much, and 
if the arbitrary provision with regard 
to 6s. be retained the teachers will 
suffer very considerably. The teachers 
and the Bishops and priests in Ireland 
are in favour of this Amendment. If 
the right hon. Gentleman will accept 
this Amendment it will have the effect 
of greatly recommending his scheme to 
an important body in Ireland. 

Amendment proposed, 

In page 6, line 34, to leave out all after 
“of,” to “no,” in line 36, and insert the words 
“the capitation t payable in respect of 
such school.”—( Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.”’ 

*(5.29.) Mr. JACKSON : I amafraid 
I cannot accept the Amendment. The 
capitation grant, which must be taken 
as a whole, represents about 8s. per 
head, and it is equivalent to what was 
given in England in lieu of the aboli- 
tion of school fees. I hope the hon. 
Member will not press his Amendment. 

Mr. SEXTON: I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will consider before 
Report what is the view of the teachers 
on this matter. I shall not press the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clauses 16 and 17 agreed to. 

Mr. SEXTON : I would now suggest 
that the new clauses should stand over, 
and not be put in the Bill till Report. 

*Mr. JACKSON: Yes; I agree, and 
that the Schedules be put in. 

Mr. SEXTON : Very well. 

Schedules agreed to. 

Mr. Sexton 
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Page 6, line 34, to leave outall after“ of” to] Bill reported; as amonded, to be 
“no” in line 36, and insert “the capitation | (onsidered To-morrow, and to be 


printed. | Bill 420.] 


Mr. SEXTON: Will it be the first 
Order to-morrow ? 

Mr. JACKSON : The third Order. 

Mr. SEXTON: What Bills would 
have precedence ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): We propose to take 
first the Superannuation Bill, which 
has passed its Second Reading, and 
upon which I think no serious dis- 
cussion will arise; then the Burgh 
Police Bill, which stands at Report 
stage, and to which the same observa- 
tion applies ; and then this Bill. 

Mr. SEXTON: I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will saeudies tle 
arrangement, and take the Scotch Bill 
first ; the Irish Bill second; and the 
Superannuation Bill third. 

Mr. BALFOUR: My object is 
to give the best position to the Bill 
most in arrear, and so I propose to 
take first the Bill which has yet to pass 
through Committee—that seems to me 
to be a natural and proper method. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: My hon. and 
gallant Friend the Member for North 
Armagh (Colonel Saunderson) is not 
here to-day, he being, I think, under 
the impression that there was an 
arrangement by which the Irish Bill 
would not be taken until the latter end 
of the week. In Committee to-day im- 
portant suggestions have been made 
by my right hon. Friend the Chief Sec- 
retary, which are in the nature of com- 
promises, and which are of vital 
importance; and I should like to 
have the opportunity of communi- 
cating with my friends in Ire- 
land to ascertain their views. It 
is obvious that we shall be placed in a 

sition of great embarrassment if the 
Bill has the position proposed in to- 
morrow’s Business. Will it not 
be — to defer the Report stage 
until Monday ? 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby) : I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will notagree to that. I do not know 
what there is of special public import- 
ance that should make it impossible for 
the hon. and t Gentleman the 
Member for North Arm to be in 
his place to-morrow. I hope that at 
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i iod of the Session we shali lose 
aoa ing with this Bill. 
Mr. BA UR: I am extremely 
anxious to meet the views of Mem- 
bers on either side of the House 
in the arrangement of Business. I 
certainly have no recollection of any 
arrangement such as that to which my 
hon. Friend has alluded. We have 
not much choice now; it is necessary to 
wowee with all despatch with the 
usiness left to finish, and I recognise 
the assistance from Members on both 
sides of the House which has enabled 
the Government to make good pro- 
. I do not think it is possible to 
Sefer the Report stage of this Bill to 
Monday. 
Mr. MACARTNEY rose 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
There is no Question before the House. 





SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICES, 1892-3. 


Resolutions Ree June] reported. 
[See page 1059-76] 


Resolutions 1 to 8 agreed to. 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding £7,500, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March,1893, 
for expenditure connected with the Colonisa- 
tion of certain Crofters and Cottars of the 
Western Highlands and Islands of Scotland.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


(5.40.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I am 
not going to take a Division, but I de- 
sire, with my colleagues who represent 
Highland constituencies, to make a 
final protest against the allocation of this 
sum tosuch a purpose. This is a new 
policy adopted es the Government and 
sprung upon us yesterday, and we 
or goey | protest against it. We 
wish to point out that there is no 
natural congestion of population in the 
Highlands. You have in your towns 
the working classes crowding together 
in a manner to engender disease and 
cause premature death; but in the 
Highlands there should be no congestion 
at all, and there is actually less popula- 
tion in the districts affected by this 
grant than’there was fifty yearsago. Such 
congestion as there is is caused artifi- 
cially; it does not naturally arise out 
of growth of population—it is caused 
by clearing away the people from 


{15 June, 1892} 
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thousands of acres of land to make 
room for deer forests. The only way 
to remove the difficulty is to restore 
the people to the land from which they 
were ousted to make room for deer. 
When the Crofter Commission reported 
three millions of acres of land had been 
so converted into deer forests, and 
since then, in ten years, another half 
million acres have been added. What 
we want, and what the people 
want, is home colonisation, that they 
may go back to the land from 
which they and their forefathers 
were driven. Against this system 
of sending the people to Manitoba, to 
British Columbia, and other places, I, 
as representing the people, protest ; 
and, as a Member of this House, I 
object to public money being used for 
such a purpose. There may be some 
reason for clearing your large towns 
and sending away people so that they 
may have a chance of comfortable life 
elsewhere; but with millions of acres of 
splendid land going back to a state of 
nature, and where formerly crofters 
found support, I protest against employ- 
ing public money to send away these 
people, whom we want at home. 

(5.42.) Tae FIRST LORD or rue 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I cannot allow the hon. 
Gentleman’s observations to pass with- 
out a word in reply. The hon. Member 
is entirely wrong in his facts as to the 
extension of deer forests in recent 
years. No crofter has been turned out 
of his holding for the extension of deer 
forests; the hon. Member opposes the 
Vote under an entire misapprehension 
of the facts. 

5.42.) Dr. McDONALD (Ross 
and Cromarty): I join in the protest 
of my hon. Friend. I agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman that crofters 
have not been turned out of their hold- 
ings in recent years: but they have 
been turned out in the past, and now 
we want to turn them in again ; to give 
them back the deer forests from which 
they were evicted in the past. Lewis 
is a congested district—that I 
acknowledge ; but half of the land of 
Lewis is under deer forests, and we 
demand that the people shall be allowed 
to return to this Sook land now relapsed 
into a state of nature, but which they 
and their fathers brought into a state 
of cultivation. In this matter we shall 
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> me Pars 2 our protest. I see 
ere is a ing to give 
land to the ccohbien in Vabaeots Island 
or elsewhere. We shall narrowly 
watch the project. I hope it may not 
turn out that emigrants will be exploited 
in the manner of which we have had 
experience by being compelled to pay 
eight times the value of the land re- 
ceived. I quite agree vith my hon. 
Friend a wrong and stupid policy is 
being pursued. We who know the 
people and the land assert without fear 
of contradiction that the money would 
be ten times more usefully spent in 
re-settling the crofters on the land 
which has been turned into deer forests. 


Resolution agreed to. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Resvlution 10 agreed to. 





WAYS AND MEANS—CONSOLIDATED 
FUND (APPROPRIATION) BILL. 
Resolution [14th June] reported— 


“That towards making good the Supply 
ted to Her Majesty for the service of 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1893, 
the sum of ,094,083 be ted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.” 


Uaanpa. 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
take advantage of this opportunity to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs a question of which I 
have given notice, and which, perhaps, 
he can answer—if atcounts have been 
received from Uganda of a date sub- 
sequent to the alleged massacre of the 
Catholics ; if either of the captains on 
leave from their regiments have ad- 

any communication to any 
Government Department, or if the 
contents of any letter sent by them 
have been communicated to any Go- 
vernment Department, and when will 
such communication be published or 
placed upon the Table; and whether 
the Foreign Office exercises any control 
over the East Africa Company: also I 
would iike to ask when does the right 
hon. Gentleman expect a message from 
Captain Williams under the altered 
circumstances, he being on the south 
side of the Lake? 
*Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
eecish): T will reply to the. question 
ith) : i y to question 
as it appears on the Paper—that is the 
Dr. McDonald 
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Officers [Expenses]. 


most convenient form. No official 
accounts have been received. The 
following tel from Zanzibar was 
received on Monday :— 

“Letters from a near south end of 

Lake Victoria, near Muanza, bearing date 
March 31, inform me that Williame 
reached it seven days previously. He reports 
that the fighting in Uganda is ended, and he 
hopes to terms with Mwanga's 3 
in Uganda, and French missionaries, number. 
ing nineteen, are now in the district of 
Bukoba.” 
No communication has been received 
by any Government Department from 
either officer later than that which is 
contained in the Uganda Blue Book, 
recently laid. The Secretary of State 
does exercise control over the East 
Africa Company, the nature and extent 
of which is clearly defined in the 
Charter of the Company, which will be 
found at 6 of the Blue Book re- 
ferred to. In reply to the subsidiary 
question the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man asks, it would be rash on my part 
to prognosticate any date when we may 
hear from Captain Williams, but I 
think Muanza is distant between two 
and three months’ journey from the 
coast ; then it would be about another 
month before despatches could reach 
England, and therefore we may possibly 
expect information during the course 
of next month. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to apply a sum out of the Consolidated 
Fund to the service of the year ending on the 
oe day of March, One thousand eight 
h and ninety-three, and to appropriate 
the Supplies granted in this Session of Parlia- 
ment, and that Mr. Courtney, Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and Sir John Gorst do pre- 
pare and bring it in. 

Bill presented, and read first time. 
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EAST INDIA OFFICERS [EXPENSES]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“ That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of the Revenues of India, of the 
salaries and of certain officers, who 
may be permitted to leave India under any 
Act of the present Session to amend the Law 
relating to certain officers im India, and the 
payment of salary and emoluments to any 
person who may be inted to fill any tem- 
porary vacancy.”—(Sir John Gorst.) 

(5.50.) Sm: WILLIAM HARCOURT 


(Derby): I thought it was understood 
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National Debt 
that this Bill was not to be proceeded 
with? It must lead to a great deal of 
discussion, and I venture to t to 
the First Lord of the Treasury that he 
should put it down at the bottom of the 
list, and go on with Bills to which there 
is no opposition. 

(5.50.) Mn. MACLEAN (Oldham) : 
I join in the appeal to the First Lord to 
drop the Bill at once. It is a highly 
contentious measure. Many Members 
who take an interest in the subject are 
obliged to leave Westminster and go 
elsewhere where they are very much 
wanted, and they will probably not 

in their places again this Ses- 
sion. I hope the Bill will not be pro- 
ceeded with. 

(5.51.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
will consider before to-morrow what is 
the character of the opposition the Bill 
is likely to meet with. Meantime I 
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will put it at the bottom of the list, 
and I will answer the question to- 
morrow. 


Tae CHAIRMAN: This is but the 
gall Resolution—the Bill fol- 
ws. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Let 
the Resolution be deferred till to- 
morrow. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the Chairman do report Progress, and 
ask leave to sit again,” put, and agreed 
to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


CASUAL WARDS BILL.—(No. 384.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Clause i. 

(5.52.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 
I beg to move to report Progress. This, 
: think, would be a good may ring 
or getting rid of a upon the 
sadly Sac oe y local 


purpose in London. If we t pone 
the clause we may shied and 
confer jurisdiction upon the County 
Council so far as inspection is con- 
cerned. 





" 
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Motion .made, and Question pro- 
, “ That the Chairman do report 
, and ask leave to sit again.” 
—(Dr. Clark.) 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: ‘I 
hope my hon. Friend will not persist in 
his Motion. He suggests a mp ques- 
tion ; and in the principle I am disposed 
to agree with him, but I do not think 
it can be raised now. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time To-morrow. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER [INVERNESS] BILL.—(No 
403.) 

Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL.—(No. 350.) 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


without Amendment ; 


Minutes of Proceedings to be 
printed. (No. 272.] / 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 272.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 421.} 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL.—(No. 346.) 
As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time To-morrow. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS (RE-ARRANGE- 
MENT OF ROOMS). 


Ordered,That the Select Committee on House 
of Commons(Re-arrangement of Rooms) have 


wer to send for persons, papers, and 
Secords.—(MP. Plunket.) 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 
[Lords]}.—(No, 411.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL.—(No. 407.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 
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“RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL.—(No. 416.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
(No. 417.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL.—(No. 418.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


MARRIED WOMEN BILL.—(No. 81.) 

Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 

Bill withdrawn. 


TRUST INVESTMENT ACT (1889) 
AMENDMENT BILL.—(No. 207.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. , 


Bill withdrawn. 


LOCAL TAXATION (CUSTOMS AND 
EXCISE) ACT (1890) AMENDMENT 
BILL.—(No. 129.) 

Order for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Question [16th February}, ‘ That 
the Bill be now read a second time,” 
read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


DECK CARGOES BILL.—(No. 104.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


RIGHTS OF WAY (SCOTLAND) (No. 2) 
BILL.—(No. 156.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL.—(No. 341.) 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; as amended, 


{COMMONS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 10) BILL, 
(No. 375.) 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro. 
visional Order confirmed]; asamended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Twelfth Report brought up, and 
read ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 

Fourth Report, with Minutes of 
Evidence, and an Appendix, brought 
up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 277.) 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) (IRE- 
LAND) [GRANT]. 


Resolution reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of the moneys to be provided by 
Parliament, of an increased grant for the pur- 
poses of the Contagious Diseases (Animals) 
Acts in Ireland.” 

Resolution agree to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jack- 
son, Mr, Attorney General for Ireland, and 
Sir John Gorst. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 422.] 


MAURITIUS LOAN GUARANTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the Treasury to guarantee, on the security of 
the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom, 
the payment of the principal, with interest at 
the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, of a loan of 
£600,000, to be raised by the Government 
of Mauritius for meeting the damage caused 
by the hurricane, 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 





EDUCATION. 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL ( Sir W. Hart Dyse, Kent, 
Dartford): It may be for the con- 
venience of the House that I should 
now give notice that, in pursuance of 
the promise I gave a few days go, 
I propose to make a statement upon 
educational matters upon the Second 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill to- 
morrow. 


It being Six of the Clock, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Ques- 





to be considered To-morrow. 


tion put till To-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, 16th June, 1892. . 





REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR 
IRELAND. 


Writs and Returas electing the Lord 
Muskerry a Representative Peer for 
Ireland in the room of the late Lord 
Castlemaine, deceased, with the VCer- 
tificate of the Clerk of the Crown in Ire- 
land annexed thereto: Delivered (on 
oath), and Certificate read. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

Tae SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of Lorian): My 
Lords, | have to ask your Lordships to 
give a Second Reading to this Bill. The 
object of it is to extend to Scotland the 
provisions of the Allotments Acts of 
1887 and 1889. I do not think I need 
detain your Lordships at all by going in- 
to the details of this Bill, because it has 
been framed, as far as the procedure in 
Scotland would allow of it, upon the two 
Acts of 1887 and 1889 which refer 
to England alone. The two English 
Acts were to a certain extent experi- 
mental; but, since they have been in 
force, a desire has been frequently ex- 
pressed that the principle embodied in 
them should be established in Scotland as 
well as in England. There is another 
reason which makes legislation for such 
& purpose partly appropriate at the 
present time, because there is at present 
before your Lordships a Bill, to which 
your Lordships gave a Second Reading 
three nights ago, which has been framed 
with the object of promoting the creation 
of smallagricultural holdings, and thereby 
preventing, so far as legislation of 
this nature can prevent it, the wholesale 
transference of the population from the 
rural districts to the urban dis- 
tricts. That Bill applies to Scot- 
land as well as England; but. the 
Bill which I now ask to be read 
a second time may be considered to 
be, in effect, another step, so far as Scot- 
land is concerned, towards the end which 

VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. } 
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your Lordships have in view in 
the Small Agricultural Holdings Bill for 


England—namely, to prevent, as far as 
might be ible, the migration from the 
rural to the urban districts. My Lords, 
to cultivate an allotment is no bad train- 
ing for the cultivation of a small holding, 
and it may safely be said that the chance of 
creating a numerous class of smal] holders 
will be slight unless the class of labourers 
from which they should come has some 
chance, first of all, of gaining practical 
experience on a small scale. How far 
such opportunities already exist in Scot- 
land, and how far Scottish labourers are 
willing to take advantage of them, is a 
question that I need not entertain at 
this moment ; but if, without danger to 
anyone, it is ible to encourage the 
procuring of allotments, and thus to pro- 
mote the cultivation of the soil, and to 
prevent, if only to a small extent, the 
migration from the rural to the urban 
districts, then I think Her Majesty's 
Government are justified in asking your 
Lordships to give a Second Reading to a 
Bill which has for its object that very 
desirable result ; and the measure to which 
I have to ask your Lordships to give a 
Second Reading is framed with that 
intention. I do not think I need enter 
upon the urgent necessity of a Bill such 
as this. It is not a fact that requires to 
be demonstrated. The Bill is an honest 
attempt to keep the labourer to a closer 
connection with the land; and, whether 
that closer connection is rendered neces- 
sary by the social conditions or not, it is 
I think a thing in itself desirable. Whe- 
ther such a close connection can be 
achieved or not ears I think entirely 
upon the nature of the soil, and other 
circumstances that the Legislature cannot 
control ; but the Legislature can remove 
the obstacles to any advance on the road 
that is desirable. In addition to this I 
think, so far as Scotland is concerned, 
your Lordships who are acquainted with 
the history of the agricultural labourer 
in Scotland will admit that there is one 
system in Scotland which it would be very 


desirable as faras ble to put an end to. 
Irefertothe pede in vai in Scotland by 


which the labourers on the farms are apt, 

after a very short residence on one 

farm, to change masters and go to 

another, The object of the Bill, as I 

have stated already, is to prevent, as far 

as may be possible, the migration of the 
22 
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rural population into the burghs; but 
in addition to that we have in Scotland 
a system which involves the migration, 
not only to the cities, but the migration 
of the agricultural population from one 
of the country to another. I have 
always held that this is a great drawback 
to our agricultural population in Scot- 
land. I have no doubt it has its advan- 
; but, on the other hand, I think 
the disadvantages more than counter- 
balance any advantages which may be 
obtained from the system. In the first 
lace we have what are called Hiring 
airs in Scotland. I think those in 
themselves are an institution which it is 
not desirable to continue, and if, by any 
means, they could be stopped, it would be 
much in the interest of the agricultural 
population. But if, under this Bill, the 
rural population can be induced to 
acquire allotments in their own district 
and in the neighbourhood in which they 
live, I think we may be certain that the 
result will be that gradually, not at first, 
they will be more inclined to remain in 
the places in which perhaps they were 
born, and in which at any rate they have 
passed a large portion of their lives. And 
looking to the present political state of 
the country, and the large amount of 
power that is given to the agricultural 
labourer, I feel convinced, as I think 
your Lordships will be, that it is very desir- 
able that the agricultural labourer should 
remain fixed more or less by his own 
interest in one part of the country, and 
not be constantly migrating from place 
to place with interests affecting naturally 
himself only, and not with regard to the 
rt of the country in which he lives. If 
this Bill has any effect of that description 
Iam sure that that alone will be a great 
advantage to the rural population of 
Scotland. The system that I have 
alluded to does not affect the whole of 
Scotland ; but it affects very largely the 
agricultural population in the south. My 
Lords, I do not propose to-night to enter 
into the details of the Bill, because it is 
identically, for all practical purposes, the 
same Bill to which your Lordships have 
already assented on the part of England, 
and therefore I think it would only be 
a waste of yotr Lordships’ time to go 
into the details on this occasion. With 
these few remarks, I have to ask your 
Lordships to read the Bill a second 
time. 
The Marquess of Lothian ' 
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(Scotland) Bill. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Marquess of Lothian.) 
*Toe Marquess or HUNTLY: My 
Lords, I do not rise in any way 
to offer objection to the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but merely 
to remark upon its very great 
importance. I think the noble Mar. 
quess has not in the least e 
rated the importance of the subject, and 
I go rather further than he does in 
thinking that the Act will be a great 
boon in the agricultural districts of 
Scotland. I have been always very 
much astonished that when the Allot- 


| ments Act was passed for England it was 


net also passed for Scotland. But as 
regards the many details of the Bill it 
would be impossible, in the short time we 
have had it before us, to criticise it. So 
far as I can see it goes entirely upon the 
lines of the English Act adjusted to meet 
Scotch law, and I look forward in the 
rural districts of Scotland to its bein 
brought into operation at once. I thi 
that the county I belong to was the fore- 
most county in appealing to have the Act 
extended to Scotland, and I hope that in 
Aberdeenshire it will be made use of. 
My Lords, the only ‘criticism I would 
offer is as to the election of managers in 
Clause 9. Do I rightly understand it to 
be the object of the Bill that if a parish 
wishes to elect managers of the allot- 
ments, upon petition tothe Local Autho- 
rity, that is the County Council, they 
may have the right, if supported by one 
sixth of the ratepayers, to take the 
management of the allotments out of the 
hands of the County Council ? 

THe Marquess or LOTHIAN: Yes, 
that is so. 


*THs Marquess or HUNTLY: I think, 


that goes further than the English Act 
does. It is a very strong order that, by 
the petition of a certain number of the 
inhabitants of a parish, the whole man- 
agement of an Act of Parliament may 
be taken out of the hands of the Local 
Authority. 

THe Marquess or LOTHIAN: I 
think the noble Marquess will find that 
that follows exactly the lines of the 
English Act, and is a course which has 
been followed by Parliament on a great 
many occasions—namely, to give to the 
people interested in a district the man- 
agement of the district itself, or rather 
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to take it out of the hands of the County 


Council. The in tation put upon 
Clause 9 by the noble Marquess is quite 
correct. Whether the noble Marquess 
objects to it or not is another question. 
Tie Marquess or HUNTLY: I do 
not know whether I made myself quite 
clear. Does the clause take the whole 
ent only of the allotments out 

of the hands of the Local Authority, or 
does it take the control of the finances 
as well, or would they be entirely re- 
sponsible under the Act forthe manage- 
ment ¢ 
Tae Marquess or LOTHIAN: They 
would be entirely responsible under the 
Act for the management. 
Motion agreed to ; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 
SECOND READING, 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

*Lorpv ELPHINSTONE: My Lords, 
this isa very short Bill which I think 
I can explain ina very few words. It 
appears that in 1724 a Mr. Travers left 
asum of money in aid of superannuated 
or disabled lieutenants of English 
men-of-war; he left a property of 
1,140 acres in Essex, but coupled with 
certain conditions. The Knights were 
to be single, they were to have no 
children, they were to be inclined to lead 
a virtuous, studious, and a devout life, 
they were to live in a collegiate manner, 
they were to keep their mess together 
in the Common Hall, and were to attend 
divine service daily in St. George's 
Chapel. This bequest was some time 
after supplemented by Lieutenant 
Brathwaite, R.N., wholeft £18,000 for the 
same object, but the conditions imposed 
have been proved by the experience of 
over three-quarters of a century tu be 
entirely inconsistent with and unsuited 
to the habits and wants of naval officers 
at the present day. My Lords, I think 
that the Memorandum at the beginning 
of the Bill will explain as simply as 
possible what the object of the Bill is. 
Owing to these conditions we have 
experienced great difficulty in finding 
officers eligible to fill the vacancies, 
which is shown by the fact that at 
present we have only four Knights 
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instead of seven. Under those cireum- 
stances, as the Memorandum states, it has 
been decided to dissolve the Corporation 
of the Naval Knights of Windsor, and 
to appropriate the funds in a more 
ested walnelk for the direct benefit of 
a large class of deserving naval officers 
in whose interest the Trust was origin- 
ally founded. The income of the 
property thus transferred will be granted 
in the form of pensions to naval officers 
of the rank of lieutenant of the Navy or 
who have retired from that rank, and 
the arrangement so made by the 
Admiralty will besubmitted for approval 
to Her Majesty in Council. That is 
really the whole Bill. I will only add 
that it passed through the House of 
Commons without comment or amend- 
ment ; and under those circumstances I 
trust your Lordships will give it a 
Second Reading. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
2*."—(The Lord Elphinstone.) 


Viscount SIDMOUTH : I wish toask 
the noble Lord whether the Papers con- 
taining the Regulations will be laid upon 
the Table of the House ? 

*Lorp ELPHINSTONE: The Papers 
have not yet been submitted to Her 
Majesty in Council. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: But after 
they have been submitted ? 

*“Lorp ELPHINSTONE: They will 
certainly be laid upon the Table. 

THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
My Lords, I do not rise to offer any 
opposition to the Bill, the principal 
object of which is very much to be com- 
mended. The bequest of Mr. Travers, 
with the conditions that he imposed by 
the terms of his will, has been found 
very difficult to administer, especially of 
late years, and the Admiralty are I think 
taking a very wise step in proposing new 
conditions for its administration. But I 
would like to call the attention of 
the noble Lord to the terms of the Bill, 
which | think do not carry out the object 
of the uest in so strict a manner as 
they ought to do. These funds, what- 
ever they are, belong absolutely and solely 
to the officers of the Royal Navy of the 
rank of lieutenant, or of the rank of 
lieutenant with the retired rank of 
commander; they ought not to be 
granted in the way of pensions to officers 
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than lieutenants who are in the Royal 
Navy. My Lords, under Clause 2 I do 
not think that the Admiralty are bound, 
as the words now stand, to apply the 
whole of the property in the manner in 
which they wish to apply it. The words 
are that the Admiralty may out of this 
property grant pensions to retired officers 
of the rank of lieutenant; but it does 
not necessarily follow that they must do 
it. The word “ may” I know is supposed 
very often to mean the same thing as 
“shall,” but “shall” is a much better 
word than “may,” and the noble Lord 
will see that the word “ shali” is used in 
Sub-section 4 of the same clause; and 
therefore I think it had much better be 
used here. I would suggest to the noble 
Lord that Sub-section 20 of that clause 
should be altered in something like the 
following form : “That the Admiralty shali 
after deducting the necessary or proper 
expenses of management, expend the 
income of the said property in pensions 
to officers of the rank of lieutenant” ; 
then the Admiralty will be bound to ex- 
pend this money in that particular way 
and in that particular way alone. My 
Lords, I have a practical reason for 
making these remarks because there is 
reference made in the Bill to the property 
of Greenwich Hospital. I happen 
to have had some knowledge of the 
administration of that property at the 
time when very great changes were being 
made in its application, and in the con- 
ditions in which it was applied; and I 
know that there are occasionally claims 
put forward by persons who have no 
right whatsoever to these bequests, and 
that in any Bill which deals with a 
bequest of this kind, which is limited to 
a particular rank of officers, the most 
clear terms ought to be used so as to 
leave the Admiralty no discretion in the 
matter. The bequest ought to be applied 
to officers of that rank, of course on 
conditions which approve themselves to 
the Admiralty and to Her Majesty in 
Council. I would suggest to the noble 
Lord to consider the making of an altera- 
tion of that kind. It interferes neither 
with the principle of the Bill, nor with 
the objects of the Admiralty, but it 
carries out the proposal in a way which 
leaves no room for mistake, But there 
is one point further in Clause 2—the 
rents and profits of the lands vested in 
the Admiralty by virtue cf the Green- 
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of Windsor Bill. 
wich Hospital Act are to be paid ina 
particular way. Now there is no 
reference in the Preamble to this Bill to 
the property of Greenwich er 
This Bill ee to deal only with the 
bequest of Mr. Travers and the Naval 
Knights of Windsor, and I do not think 
any person, interested in the property of 
Greenwich Hospital, could possibly have 
guessed that he would find that a regula- 
tion is laid down in a Bill relating to the 
Naval Knights of Windsor which is to 
apply to the whole property of Green- 
wich Hospital. I think those words 
ought to be struck out. I think all 
reference to Greenwich Hospital qua 
Greenwich Hospital is quite inappropri 
to a Bill which refers solely to the Naval 
Knights of Windsor. 

*Lorpv ELPHINSTONE: Under 
Clause 2 the Admiralty are empowered 
to grant pensions to retired oflicers of 
the rank of lieutenant only. 

THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : 
That is all right. 

*“Lorp ELPHINSTONE: Or to lieu- 
tenants who have retired with the rank 
of commander. The noble Earl knows 
that lieutenants on being retired are 
very often lieutenants with superior 
rank. 

Toe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
Hear, hear ! 

*Lorpv ELPHINSTONE: In dealing 
with the new property the powers con- 
ferred on the Admiralty by the Green- 
wich Hospital Acts will give the necessary 
authority to defray all proper expenses 
for management before applying any of 
the income towards the pensions. 
The noble Earl was at the Admiralty this 
morning and I heard the objection that 
he proposed raising. We therefore 
referred the matter to the draftsman, 
and I think if the noble Lord looks at 
the last paragraph of the Memorandum 
he will see how impossible it is for us 
now to accept any Amendment to the 
Bill. The last paragraph says that all 
the persons interested in the Travers 
College have signified their concurrence 
with those proposals. This Memorandum 
from the draftsman was put into my 
hands a very short time ago. Touching 
upon that very same point that all per- 
sons interested have signified their con- 
currence he says— 

“This being an agreed Bill should not be 
altered at the last stage.” 
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And then he goes on— 

“The Amendments posed by the noble 
Earl are unnecessary ba would sabe no real 
alteration. The word ‘may’ confers a power, 
but it isa power for the non-exercise of which 
s Public ent might be called to 
account in P. t, and in that sense it is 
equivalent to ‘shall.’” 

Further he goes on— 

“From an administrative point of view it 
would be undesirable that the hands of 
the Admiralty should be too closely fettered. 
Income derived from land is subject to fluctua- 
tion, and therefore it would be necessary to 
have a safe margin in reserve. The Admiralty 
have not finally decided upon the amount of 
a to be awarded to lieutenants of the 

avy or retired from the Navy, but it has been 

agreed that the qualifications should be long 
and faithful service,” 
My Lords, I am instructed that we 
cannot agree to any Amendments now 
in this Bill, especially as it is already, 
as it stands, an agreed Bill. 

Tue Ear or CAMPERDOWN : I 
am afraid I failed to convey to the noble 
Earl what my objection is; my objection 
is that there is noobligation contained in 
the Bill now to oblige the Admiralty to 
expend the total sum received, in respect 
of that bequest, in pensions to lieutenants 
of the Royal Navy. That was the inten- 
tion of the bequest, and apparently that 
is the intention of the Admiralty ; and I 
do not propose to make any alteration in 
the spirit of the Bill at all, or any altera- 
tion which can affect any of the persons 
who may have given their consent. All 
I wish is that the Admiralty should be 
compelled to lay out the money which 
will come to them. Under the Bill as it 
stands, and as the noble Lord has just 
said, there is a discretion left to the 
Admiralty. I say that discretion ought 
not to be left to them, because Mr. 
Travers left this money for this parti- 
cular purpose. Everybody will be agreed 
that it is quite right that pensions should 
be given to officers of the rank of lieu- 
tenant of the Royal Navy. That rank 
is necessarily the rank from which by 
far the largest amount of retirements 
take place, owing to the impossibility 
of promoting all lieutenants, and there- 
fore it is particularly undesirable that, in 
the case of a bequest of this sort, there 
should be left any loophole through 
which, either the lieutenants should 
not receive the money, or the 
money should be capable of being 
bestowed upon somebody else. My Lords, 
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when I say this I have a reason ; because 
in the year 1885 the Admiralty decided 
that officers who were active captains, 
and who would retire being active captains, 
were to count as if they were lieu- 
tenants. If I had happened to notice 
that at the time I should have opposed 
it, as this benefit is clearly intended for 
lieutenants, and it is intended that the 
money should be expended ; it apparently 
is the wish of the Admiralty ; and wh 
the draftsman should object to wo 
being put in to make it clear I do not 
understand. I assure your Lordships 
I have good reason for opposing this, 
because I have seen in practice in the 
Admiralty the difficulty of making it 
necessary to lay money out in the way in 
which it was originally intended ; and, if 
your Lordships were to read the Bill as 
I have done, you would see that, by 
coupling the property of Greenwich 
Hospital together with this property, it 
is quite possible that a certain portion of 
the money would not beso laid out. The 
noble Lord says that the income arises 
from land and may fluctuate. My Lords, 
the Admiralty cannot expend money 
they have not got ; but the net income of 
that property, whatever it may be, ought 
to be laid out in pensions for lieutenants 
of the Navy. And, my Lords, the 
second objection that I make—and I think 
it is a very pertinent objection—is that 
this Bill, which is a Bill about the Naval 
Knights of Windsor, contains a regu- 
lation which refers to the property 
of Greenwich Hospital—an entirely 
different matter. The noble Lord has 
not given me any answer upon that ; 
and I should like to call his attention 
to the fact. It was merely by accident 
that, by looking at the Bills which he re- 
pealed, I found he was repealing the 48th 
and 49th Vic., cap. 42, sec. 7, and, on 
looking at that section, I found it was a 
section which had reference solely to the 
property of Greenwich Hospital, and had 
no reference whatever to this matter. 
Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I must say that the answer given 
by the noble Lord opposite eems to me 
very unsatisfactory. He says that the 
Admiralty might be called to account in 
Parliament. We all know that that 
might be done; but here you are going to 
give the Admiralty discretion in a matter 
in which I do not think they ought to 
have discretion. The word in the Bill is 
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“may”; it ought to be “shall.” As 
to the amount of money, nobody ex- 

the Admiralty will lay out money 
that they do not ; but Icannot un- 
derstand from the noble Lord’s answer 
what the true reasons are. It looks as if 
there were something behind it which is 
not satisfactory. As to its being an 
agreed Bill, it cannot affect the 
persons concerned in this Charity 
unfavourably ; because, of course, 
the securing positively by an Act of 
Parliament that the money shall be 
devoted to a particular class of persons 
cannot prejudice them. I hope the 
noble Lord will not object to put in the 
word “shall.” My Lords, I do not attri- 
bute to the present Board of Admiralty 
any intention of doing anything other- 
wise than what is right; but this is an 
Act which is to be for all time, and it 
would be much better to make it clear 
and not toleave it to doubt. I know 
that “may ” doves sometimes mean 
“shall,” but Iam told on good authority 
that here it would be discretionary. I 
should bow to a legal opinion if I were 
told that it means “shall” here; but I 
am told that it does not; and I confess I 
should like to know a little more what 
is the reason for the Admiralty not being 
willing to aiter it. 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Sauissury): A desire to do every- 
thing in its wrong place is one of the 
most powerful of human emotions, and 
the noble Earl, having the Committee 
coming on to-morrow or the next day, 
prefers to discuss now whether your 
Lordships should put “ shall” or “ may ” 
into the clause. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I beg 
your Lordships’ pardon; I thought we 
were in Committee. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
abandon my observation if that is the 
case. It is really a matter which must 
be discussed in Committee, and I have no 
doubt that we shall be able to give a 

account of the motives of the 
Admiralty, which I suspect are not tinged 
with any such dark intentions as the 
noble Earl sug ; and I hope we 
shall have that amount of legal strength 
in the House which shall enable us to 
discuss one of the most difficult questions 
in the British Constitution, namely, 

The Earl of Kimberley 
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whether “may” or “shall” should be 
used in a particular sentence. 

*Lorpv ELPHINSTONE: I would 
merely say, in answer to my noble 
Friend, that the noble Earl seems sus- 
picious of the Department that I represent, 
but there really is nothing behind this. 
My instructions are, as I mentioned, not 
to accept any Amendment. All I can 
undertake to do is, if this Bill is read a 
second time, to confer with the authori- 
ties at the Admiralty. 

Tae Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
And will the noble Lord at the same 
time point out that Clause 2 deals with 
the property of Greenwich Hospital? It 
does, I can assure him ; I have looked at 
the Act. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Friday next. 


GIBRALTAR SANITARY BOARD. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


*Lorpv CARRINGTON: My Lords, 
before I venture to call the attention of 
the House to the recent change in the 
Sanitary Board of Gibraltar I wish to 
express my thanks to the noble Lord, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, for 
having so expeditiously and fully fur- 
nished the Papers for which I asked. I 
shall only have to detain the House a 
very few moments while I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the ciuange that has 
taken place in the Sanitary Board. The 
House is aware that Gibraltar is a fortress 
and a Crown Colony under the Colonial 
Office with 20,000 inhabitants and 6,000 
soldiers. From 1815 to 1880 the sanitary 
arrangements were looked after by a 
civilian Commission which practically 
represented the ratepayers. In 1880 the 
military being one-third of the ratepayers, 
as they paid rates as well, naturally claimed 
to have some share in the representation, 
and it was just and right that they should 
and they came in on the Board, four of 
the twelve Commissioners being nomi- 
nated from among the officials on the 
Rock. That went on happily for three 
years when special powers were given to 
the Governor to alter the existing 
arrangements, and this went on for a 
few months, when Sir John Adye, the 
then Governor, found it unworkable. 
He came back to land ; I believe he 
saw Lord Derby ; he pointed out to him 
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how unworkable those conditions were, 
and he instructions to revert to the 
old state of things. That brings us on to 
1890. Iam not going to say that the 
i of Gibraltar was everything 
that might be desired, but at any rate 
the statistics, which I will just glance 
h later on, show that there was 

no health in the Colony. In 1890 
Lord Knutsford told Major Tulloch of 
the Royal Engineers to make a Report 
about the sanitation of Gibraltar, and 
that gallant officer made a Report which 
is in the Blue Book on page 1, in which 
he remarks that the Sanitary Com- 
missioners are quite incapable of dealing 
with the question. He says that they 
do not represent at all the wealth, 
the intelligence, the influence, or the 
business capacity of the civilians. 
He goes into detail about their mal- 
administration, and he goes on to say 
that they laugh at the War Office and 
make them pay more than their fair 
share of the rates. To remedy this state 
of things Major Tulloch proposes to bore 
a great tunnel through the Rock from 
west to east through which the sewage 
is to be carried out to sea, which he says 
will have the doubie advantage that 
very likely he will be able, with good 
fortune, to strike upon water. If he 
does, this will produce a good water 
supply for the town, and if he does not 
he proposes to carry the sewage through 
the Rock into the sea from west to east. 
If he is fortunate enough to find any 
water, then he proposes to bore through 
the Rock south to bring the sewage 
out at the southern extremity which 
your Lordships know well is called 
Europa Point. He considers this a very 
good plan, and he suggests that the works 
shall be entrusted to Captain Buckle, 
whom he describes as a thoroughly 
practical and scientific man. 1 have not 
the pleasure of knowing Captain Buckle, 
butaccording tothe Gibraltar Ratepayers’ 
Defence Association, whose opinion your 
Lordships will find on page 18, this 
officer was removed from his office as 
engineer to the Sanitary Commission, 
because he did not give satisfaction, and 
he is reported to have been twice repri- 
manded by two Secretaries of State. 
Lord Knutsford does not seem to agree 
with that, because he writes on 11th De- 
cember 1891, that he has every reason to 
believe that Captain Buckle has given. 
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every satisfaction, and he regrets that 
these reprimands should have been 
alluded to, as they had no connection 
whatever with hisefficiency. My Lords, 
this brings us on to the next step in 
which the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies asserts that there has been 
neglect of ordinary sanitary requirements, 
and a lack of intelligence. Against this 
opinion I have to bring the opinion of 
Sir John Adye, the then Governor of 
Gibraltar, who on the 25th February, 
1892, wrote— 


“In my opinion the inhabitants should be 
fully represented. I have received 
assistance and support from the members of 
the Commission ; and as regards health — 

I thick this is very important— 

the death rate of the civil po ion is 
very little more than that of London, much 
Jess than that of Liverpool and Manchester 
and as s soldiers, the garrison aa 
medical reports prove that Gibraltar is one of 
the healthiest stations at home or abroad.” 


That is to be found at page 3 in the 
Medical Report. Lord Knutsford, in 
the same letter that I quoted before 
of the 11th December, 1891, —— 
that the boring recommended by Major 
Tulloch should be begun at once under 
Captain Buckle, the Civilian and the 
Colonial Government each paying half. 
I see there is a question in the Paper 
from the noble Viscount opposite 
(Viscount Sidmouth) about the cost of 
this tunnel. Sc far as I see in the 
Papers there is no cost mentioned. 
Iams ing under correction; but I 
believe it is the fact that not even a con- 
tract is allowed to be entered into, but 
the whole of this enormous work is to be 
undertaken by Major Tulloch, R.E., and 
his friend Captain Buckle. Those of 
your Lordships who have been soldiers 
know very well what it is to be 
handed over to the tender mercies 
of the Royal Engineers. Those who 
have been quartered in the Albany 
Barracks, and in those death 

in Dublin, know pretty well what it 
is. I do not want to say one word 
against that class in Her Majesty’s Ser- 
vice; but your Lordships will quite un- 
derstand from old experience how very 
apprehensive these civilians might be of 
having the whole of this great sewage 
operation handed over entirely, without 
their having a word to say about it, so 
far as I am instructed, to the Royal 
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Engineers. In order to carry out this 
boring which is recommended by Major 
Tulloch and is to be begun under 
Captain Buckle, the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies at 
once dissolves the old Board and creates 
a new one; and this new Board is com- 
posed of nine members. The Board is 
composed of the Commanding Royal 
Engineer and the principal medical 
officer of the garrison, two Government 
representatives, one Admiralty represen- 
tative, two Grand Jury representatives, 
one Special Jury and one Common Jury 
representative, who are selected and ap- 
pointed by the Governor himself. The 
Chairman of this nominee body is the 
Colonial Secretary, who has the casting 
vote ; and I think this is rather a signifi- 
eant fact—and there may be not a con- 
sensus of opinion about the wisdom of 
this step—that the Colonial Secretary, 
Mr. Boyle, has not applied for any in- 
crease of salary to counterbalance this 
great and important increase of work that 
he will have to do. This Board is to 
come into power at once, and in fact it 
is a great deal more unworkable than 
the old Board which was pronounced un- 
workable in 1883 by Sir John Adye. 
Now, my Lords, this brings us to 1892, 
and I have done. The Colony of Gib- 
raltar protested most strenuously against 
this, and they asked the Governor what 
he had to say t6 it. The Governor said 
he was precluded from discussing the 
question at all. Then they formed them- 
selves into a Ratepayers’ Defence Asso- 
ciation, and they wrote to Lord Knuts- 
ford, the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, but they got very little redress 
out of that. Then three of them were 
appointed as a deputation who came over 
and stayed in London; they saw the 
Secretary of State several times, but 
they went away without any redress 
either, and the whole thing was finished 
by a despatch of Sir Lothian Nicholson, 
who is Governor of Gibraltar, on the 
llth of April, 1892, in which he ap- 
proves of the action of the Colonial 
Office, and he calls this retrograde move- 
ment “a most carefully considered measure 
of reform” ; and he goes on to say in the 
despatch that he considers two-thirds of 
the civilians ef Gibraltar are foreigners 
by origin, by connection, and also in 
language, and that they are only British 
subjects in name. Their very existence | 
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there, he says, is not an Imperial neces- 
sity, and they should not be granted the 
position which is held by colonial 
municipal leaders in other parts of the 
great British Confederation. Now those 
who happened to see the reception that 
those residerts, “‘ whose existence is not an 
Imperial necessity,” gave to His Royal 
Highness the Prince of Wales in 1876 
are not likely to forget it. My Lords, 
they are just as loyal and just as devoted 
to the Crown of England as any other 
Colonist in any aie part of Her 
Majesty’s Dominions. My Lords, we 
shall be told now, of course, that Gibraltar 
is not a Colony, it is a fortress, and that 
it is of paramount importance that it 
should be treated as a fortress—we all 
say so, of course—all Gibraltar would say 
so too. But, my Lords, municipal im- 
provements are not Imperial defences and 
Gibraltar is not defended by sewage 
works ; and therefore I shall conclude 
these few observations by asking the 
noble Lord the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he approves of this 
language of the Governor, and I shall 
ask the House whether it approves of 
what I may fairly, I think, call the harsh 
treatment of our Colonists in Gibraltar 
by the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. 

*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Lord Kwyutsrorp): 
My Lords, I am in the first place 
desirous, in return for what the noble 
Lord is good enough to say of me, to 
thank him for his courtesy for having 
deferred this Debate from the first day 
on which it was put down. I confess I 
am rather surprised at the light way in 
which the noble Lord has passed over 
this case. He has admitted that there is 
a strong feeling in the Colony as regards 
the change that has now been made ; but 
he has not really attempted to attack 
the Government for the action it has 
taken except by stating generally that 
Sir John Adye disagrees with the change ; 
that the former Board with some slight 
exceptions did their work very well ; and 
that on the present Board the yers 
are not sufficiently represented. I hope 
before I sit down to show your Lord- 
ships that on every one of those points 
the noble Lord is wrong,—or rather I 
will not say the noble Lord is wrong, but 
those whose cause he represents here are 


wrong and have mis-stated their case. | 
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1233 Gibraltar 
It is not necessary for me now to bring 

in before your Lordships thecharacter 
of this place, Gibraltar. The noble Lord 
has admitted that it is a fortress pri- 
marily, and that on one side of this for- 
tress no doubt a town has sprung up 
with a population of about 19,000 people, 
of whom 3,000 are’aliens. It is also an 
important coaling station, both for Her 
Majesty's ships and for trading vessels. 
When the noble Lord says that this place 
is not defended by a system of sewage, I 
am prepared to grant that; but when I 
state that it is a fortress, and that there 
are anumber of soldiers constantly on the 
Rock, I think it may fairly be said that 
it is a very important thing for the War 
Office that Gibraltar should be kept in 
a sound sanitary condition. And I now 
pro to show in what state that town 
has been left by the Commissioners whom 
Ihave superseded. The noble Lord, I 
think, was right in saying that up to the 
year 1883 the Commissioners consisted 
of twelve civilians; but in 1882 
as the work was badly done, and in 
order to protect the paramount interests 
of the War Office and the Admiralty, 
there was a change made, and the noble 
Earl opposite (the Earl of Kimberley) in 
the strongest way pronounced in favour of 
a more direct influence being given to 
the Governor, and also to the Depart- 
ments. That change was highly approved 
by Lord Napier of Magdala, who was 
then Governor of Gibraliar ; it was ap- 
proved also by Lord Derby, who suc- 
ceeded the noble Earl opposite as Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies. The Board 
was changed in thisrespect : that instead 
of twelve Commissioners all unofficial, 
four official members were appointed, 
and certain powers were taken away from 
the Board, and vested in the Governor, 
so that he might have a more direct con- 
trol and influence over the important 
questions of sanitation, drainage and 
water supply in the Colony. It is true 
that afterwards a local opposition sprung 
up, and that Sir John Adye did think 
it best that the powers which were vested 
in the Sanitary Board should be restored 
to them. I am not prepared now, 
nor do I desire to find fault with 
that decision of Sir John Adye, which 
was confirmed by Lord Derby. But 
I cannot help thinking that the 
result has shown that the decision 
was a most unfortunate one. 


{16 June, 1899} 
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did not improve in the work that they 
did. There were constant complaints by 
the Admiralty of the serious nuisance 
from the outfall of the sewer on the 
west side. There was no attempt made by 
the Board to deal with the sanitary state 
of Gibraltar, with the overcrowding, and 
the deficiency of water, or the general 
insanitary condition of the dwellings. It 
was difficult to get people of any position 
or influence to act upon the Board— 
indeed, in 1890, to fill up two vacancies 
twelve persons were pressed to act and 
declined to do so. It was difficult to get 
a quorum very often, and there was 
generally a very indifferent attendance. I 
am not saying that the unofficial Civil Com- 
missioners are alone to blame; I think 
considerable blame attaches to the official 
members of the Board; I think they 
ought to have exercised more influence 
and insisted upon more attendances, and 
on the work being done. However, in 
view of that state of things and the 
repeated complaints of the Naval and 
Military Departments it was decided, 
as the noble Lord has said, to send out 
a thoroughly competent and efficient 
engineerin whose judgment and capacity 
Her Majesty’s Government could have 
full confidence; and after consideration 
they selected Major Tulloch, who, as 
Engineer Officer for the Local Govern- 
ment Board, has had very large experi- 
ence in sanitary questions. After 
an exhaustive inquiry, Major Tulloch 
made two Reports. The noble Lord 
has only referred to the Report 
which was of a confidential nature at 
first, but which I thought it better to 
include in this last Paper that has been 
presented to Parliament. The original 
Report is of great length and goes most 
exhaustively into the subject, and has a 
number of maps attached to it; copies 
of that Report were placed in the Libraries 
of both Houses. I to say that as 
I am defending the action of Her 
Majesty’s Government in superseding 
the Board of Commissioners, it is my 
duty and it is necessary for me to refer 
to Major Tulloch’s Report as showing 
the state of things in Gibraltar which 
had been brought about by the 
inefficiency and inaction of the 
Board. At page 6 of the first Report, 
that is to say the Report that is 
now in the Libraries of the Houses, 
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Major Tulloch in describing the condi- 
tion of the patios or courtyards says— 

“ Considering that these patios are used 
for all kinds of that mules and 
donkeys are often tethered in them, and that 
Fagrar’ Aarts: adhe 7 ee hy: cama hw can 

better imagined than described. The whole 

atmosphere is reeking with the constantly 
rising exhalations from filth . . . In 
parts of the town some of the rooms also in 
the houses which are used as dormitories 
have only doors— 0 windows. When there- 
fore the inhabitants retire for the night and 
close the doors, there are all the conditions for 
typhus.” 
But, my Lords, even such an elementary 
duty for a Sanitary Authority to per- 
form as the removal of dry refuse, they 
were unable to carry out. At page 10, 
Major Tulloch says— 

“The carts in which the dust is collected 
are often so over-filled that the lids cannot be 
shut down, and the refuse is then apt to be 
blown about in all directions. It is finally 
fo en of by being thrown into the sea, but 
without any reference to the state of the tide 
and current prevailing at the time. The 
shore on both sides of the shoot is littered 
with refuse, and a very objectionable state of 
things is produced.” 

Well, then, let us turn to the terrible evil 
of overcrowding — what does Major 
Tulloch report upon that? He points 
out that the density of the population in 
the town is as great as in some of the 
worst districts of London, while the 
accommodation, owing to the low- 
ness of the houses, is very much less. 
Some idea of the state of things in this 
respect may be gathered from the figures 
of the recent Census... There are 1,036 
single room tenements inhabited by 3,214 
persons, or over one-sixth of the total 
population. Some of these single rooms 
are inhabited by as many as ten and 
eleven persons. One hundred and twenty- 
three of them are inhabited by 844 per- 
sons, or an average of about seven persons 
in each room, and 1,875 persons lived in 
360 rooms, an average of more than five 
per room. Health, not to mention 
decency, in a climate like Gibraltar, is 
impossible under such conditions. If I 
turn again to the important question of 
water supply, Major Tulloch observes on 
page 16 that drinking water is charged 
for at the rate of 8s. 4d. per 1,000 gallons, 
and the total pyblic supply of good water 
available for the civil population amounts 
to not two quarts per head per diem, 
while brackish water unfit for pers 
purposes is charged for at the rate o 

Lord Knutsford ! 
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2s. 6d. per 1,000 gallons. That subject 
had been brought to the notice of the 
Commissioners by Colonel Cox in 1877, 
and he showed how the civil population 
was being relieved of rates at the expense 
of the War Office; but still those Com- 
missioners did nothing. I admit that 
that is a difficult question, but they made 
no practicable attempt to deal with the 
question of the water supply. Then I 
turn to the system of sewerage. At 
page 31 of the Report, Major Tulloch 
says— 

“The sewage from the northern and middle 
outfali cannot flow right away tothe sea, but 
keeps zi ing up and down the coast line, and 
gradually deposits most of its solid matter 
on the foreshore, which when exposed in 
summer to a hot sun makes the western side 
of the Rock so offensive.” 


And your Lordships will bear in mind 
that the most densely inhabited portion 
of the town is on the west side, and that 
therefore the alteration on that side is 
manifestly specially necessary. The 
main or southern outfall is only a few 
yards from the dockyard, and has almost 
since its construction been the subject of 
complaint from the Admiralty. Speak- 
ing of his inspection of it Major och 
says :— 

“ Although it was in December, the stink 
from the sewage which we smelt standing on 
the new mole, where Her Mujesty’s ships lie 
when coaling, was sickening. A nuisance of this 
kind cannot be continued with impunity. The 
people employed near the locelity must suffer 
in health sooner or later.” 

Then he goes on (I will not trouble 
your Lordships with much more)toshow 
that the sewers themselves are badly con- 
structed, that some have too slight 

dients, some are broken and leak, and so 
on. And, my Lords, the Commissioners 
cannot plead ignorance of these facts, be- 
cause their attention was specially drawn 
to them in 1884 by the present Colonial 
Engineer, Captain Buckle, who was then 
the engineering adviser of the Board; 
but nothing was done. The Health 
Officer’s Reports constantly pressed these 
questions upon the attention of the Com- 
missioners ; but for some reason or other 
no effective steps were taken to remedy 
any one of these evils. And perhaps 
one of the most striking proofs of their 
inefficiency was this: that during some- 
thing like 25 years since the Sanitary 
Board was started, only one bye-law, I 
believe, was passed with the object of 
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1987 Gibraltar 
venting infectious diseases in lodgings. 

y Lords, it must be manifest to 
anyone that a town cannot be kept 
in a proper sanitary cendition un- 
less the inspecting officers have some 
power of enforcing the remedies which 
are necessary. They can report; but 
they can do no more,—they can effect 
noamendment. I think this perhaps is 
one of the most striking instances as 
showing the inefficiency of the Board. 
There are some other subjects which are 
touched upon in the Governor’s despatch 
of 22nd May which also show how sorely 
a new Board was wanted. In 1890 
Major Tulloch reported as to the useless 
consumption of coal. He says— 

“There is a large useless consumption of 
coal taking place on the north front, and the 
Commissioners have been perfectly aware of 
this for years, inasmuch as two experts, 
Mr. Melrose and Captain Jelf, R.E., investi- 
gated the subject in 1882, and having pro- 
nounced the pumping engine te be ‘antique’ 


; ote ‘that they were confident that the 
tit, . 


ution of modern a of the com- 
pound condensing type would result in a very 
considerable measure of economy.’” 
Designs and tenders were sent out for 
those engines, but nothing was done. 
Now it has been stated in a Paper which 
appears in the Parliamentary Papers 
and is headed “ Facts about Gibraltar” 
that after Major Tulloch’s Report was 
published in the Colony the Board set 
to work to carry out his suggestions. I 
regret to say that that is a complete 
fallacy, which is put an end to altogether 
by a statement of the Governor in his 


Despatch of 11th April (on page 30) as | fig 


to what this Board had done after 
Major Tulloch’s Report. He says— 


“It is scarcely borne out that ‘the Board 
at once endeavoured to carry out Major 
Tulloch’s dations as far as was pos- 
sible.’ The provision of new engines for the 
North Front was certainly taken in hand; 
pet ie cape Coats drain at Euro 
was attempted—an € preparation of the 
bye-laws was commenced, but these drafts 
were left incomplete, and in so crude a state 
that the present Board have practically to re- 
construct them, a work which is still 
Occupying their earnest and constant atten- 
tion. Catalan Bay improvements were 
negatived by the late Board; the dust des- 
tructor was declared to be unnecessary; the 
engines both at Southport Ditch, and at the 
North Front, were run in a ruinous manner— 
ruinous alike to the , and in the 
cost of coal, and little or nothing was ap- 
parently done to secure the many sanitary 
improvements in dwellings and amongst the 
community generally, which Major Tulloch had 
60 exhaustively pointea out.” 
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And it also appears from the Governor's 
Despatch of 2nd May, 1892 (on page 
34) how entirely they neglected the 
state of the engines and the machinery 
at the North Front—a neglect which the 
Governor very pro ly characterises as 
“ discreditable.’ have referred to the 
fact of the careless consumption of 
coal, and [ may -here observe that 
since the new Board came _ into 
operation they have in about four 
months saved no less than 248 tons of 
coal. I would further remark that 
the great number of nuisances that have 
been dealt with by the new Board, and 
which are referred to in pages 37 and 38 of 
the Parliamentary Paper, show how great 
was the neglect of the former Board up to 
the time of its dissolution. The noble 
Lord has referred to the rate of mor- 
tality, and he says that Sir John Adye 
has said that it was not at all a high 
rate, and that on the whole, as I under- 
stand, the noble Lord is satisfied with 
the rate of mortality. Now Major 
Tulloch, by the figures which he 
set out in his first Report, 
showed that the mortality was 245 
per 1,000 among the whole population, 
that is to say the fixed and alien popula- 
tion, and that it was 25°0 among the 
fixed population. Those were 
disputed by the delegates, | think in 
their papers, but at all events they were 
disputed by them before me, and 
different figures were brought forward 
showing a smaller death-rate. But those 
ures were based upon the — of 
the Medical Officer, and it would seem 
that the Medical Officer made a curious 
mistake in his calculation of the death- 
rate, because he took the deaths of the 
fixed population, that is to say he ex- 
cluded the aliens, casual seamen brought 
in for hospital treatment and so on, but 
having taken the deaths of the fixed 
population, in calculating the rate of 
mortality, instead of dividing those 
deaths by the fixed ulation it would 
seem that he divided them by the 
whole population including aliens ; 
and as a matter of fact the 
death-rate amongst the aliens is con- 
siderably smaller than the death-rate 
amongst the fixed population; and 
therefore by dividing the deaths of the 
fixed population by the whole preee 
including the aliens he materially brought 
down the death-rate. Whether 
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is the explanation or not it is not 
necessary for me to inquire into it any 
further, because all the figures have now 
been carefully gone into by Surgeon 
Captain Macpherson, who has had the 
advantage of having the last Census 
before him, and his Report will be found 
upon pages 47 to 59 of the Parlia- 
mentary Paper which has just been 
presented. I do not intend now to 
trouble your Lordships with details ; it 
is impossible to go into them ; but there 
can be no doubt of this: that while he 
shows a good death-rate for 1891 (which 
was certainly a good year) the figures 
he brings forward, which can _ be 
found in that Paper, show a death- 
rate in 1890 of 22°17 for the total civil 
population, that is to say the population 
which includes the aliens whose death- 
rate is smaller than that of the fixed 
population, and of 24°71 for the fixed 
civil population. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: On 
what page does the noble Lord find that ? 
On page 63, which appears to be the final 
account, those are not the figures; I 
admit that there is not much difference. 

*Lorp KNUTSFORD: I am not 
sure of the page, but the figures 
will be found correct. Taking the 
decennial period he finds a rate of 23°06 
fer the total population, and 25°83 for 
the fixed civil population which is 
rather higher than Major Tulloch makes 
it. No doubt the year 1891 was a satis- 
factory year, and though it is not quite 
safe to take it, looking to the ups and 
downs of former years in the death-rate, 
we may hope that, with the improve- 
ments that will be made by this new 
Board, we shall keep down the death-rate 
as in 1891. It is certain that this large 
mortality is due to insanitary con- 





ditions, because we find that the Health 


Officer of the late Sanitary Commission, 
in his Report for 1889, points out the 
abnormal death-rate among the infant 
population, and says that one-third of 
all the deaths in Gibraltar are of children 
under five years of age, and again that 
quite one-third of all the children born in 
the town do not reach the age of five. So 
much then forthe rate of mortality, which 
I think is not a very good one, and is 
certainly capable of improvement if we 
can get the sanitary condition of Gibraltar 
in a better state, and diminish the difficul- 
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a better supply of water and remove 
the drainage to the East. I may 
now perhaps deal with another point 
to which the noble Lord has re- 
ferred, and which was very strongly 
pressed by the delegates—I mean the 
claim that they ought to be represented 
by two-thirds of the members of the 
Board on the ground that they pay 
two-thirds of the rates. That state- 
ment again is very misleading. Thereisa 
general sanitary rate of which the civil 
inhabitants do pay two-thirds ; but there 
is a water rate which brings in about an 
equal amount with the general rate, and 
of that water rate the private ratepayers 
contribute less than two-fifths; and, if 
we take the total rates, the Government 
Departments contribute about _five- 
elevenths of the gross revenue from the 
rates, while they have in addition given 
capital contributions to about one-third 


of the work done by the Sanitary Board. . 


Therefore, taking those figures, the 
Departments could fairly claim a larger 
representation than they now have on 
the Board. They have now five 
members, as the noble Lord pointed out, 
against four. And as regards the work 
which is proposed by Major Tulloch— 
namely, the tunnel, it is said that two- 
thirds of the cost are to fall-upon the 
general sanitary rate; buat, as I have 
pointed out, the civil inhabitants only 
pay two-thirds of that rate; and there- 
fore four-ninths is the proportion they 
ought to bear of representation on the 
Board. And that is about the proportion 
that they do bear. If you take the 
basis of population again et 19,000— 
it must be remembered that of those 
about 3,000 are aliens on permit—there 
again their proportion of representation 
on the Board is a fair one. But, my 
Lords, I desire to guard myself against 
admitting that in a military outpost 
like Gibraltar, and in a place where 
there is a large military garrison, 
the civil inhabitants have an absolute 
right to be represented either accord- 
ing to the rates they pay or according 
to the population. It is right, of course, 
that they should have as much repre- 
sentation as they can have consistently 
with the government and the character 
of the place, and with the paramount 
interests of the Army and Navy. My 
Lords, the principle that they contend 
for at Gibraltar is not upheld in 
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Colombo, Singapore, or Hong Kong ; in 
all those places the representation does 
not depend either upon the mnie paid or 

the population. Another point 
that was reised by the noble Lord. that 
the Governor should not have the power 
to appoint the Chairman of the Board, is 
also untenable, because I believe it is 


without precedent in any of these 


places—places be it observed where the 

ison and the Government bear a 
much smaller proportion to the private 
inhabitants than they do at Gibraltar— 
for in none of them is the prin- 
ciple admitted, and in none does 
the appointment of the Chairman 
of the Municipal Board vest in any 
other person but the Governor. I think, 
therefore, I have established two points : 
first that the Board which I superseded 
by the present Board did their work 
most inefficiently, that they were not 
equal to coping with the general sanitary 
requirements of the town, and therefore 
were still less fit to deal with the im- 
portant sewerage work which is con- 
templated by Major Tulloch, and which 
has been pressed upon us by both the 
War Office and the Admiralty for many 
years; and, secondly, that whether we 
look to rates or population, the rate- 
payers are not unfairly represented on 
the new Sanitary Board. I must now 
turn to the grievances that have been 
brought under your Lordships’ notice, 
some of them by the noble Lord, and some 
others which have been brought before 
me by the delegates. The first 
grievance, which I do not think the 
noble Lord mentioned, was that the 
Order in Council was published and put 
into force at once. That course was not 
without precedent, though I am ready 
to admit that as a general rule, except 
in matters of small importance, Orders 
in Council should be published in the 
papers so that objections may be raised 
and the opinions of the inhabitants made 
known upon them before they are brought 
into operation. But, my Lords, look- 
ing to the state of things which existed, 
looking to the deadlock which existed, 
looking to the complaints that were 
received from the Departments; look- 
ing to the necessity for improving the 
condition of Gibraltar, and especially 
by carrying out the important works 
recommended by Major Tulloch, I 
venture to think as was said by Lord 


{16 June, 1899} 
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Derby in 1883, or by the noble Earl 
opposite,—I am not sure which—— 

Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: It 
must have been Lord Derby; I was not 
Colonial Secretary in 1883. 

*Lorp KNUTSFORD: It might have 
been in 1882— 


“The continued existence of conditions 
thus detrimental to the public welfare would 
be very undesirable, even if the circumstances 
of Gibraltar did not require an exceptional 
a of efficiency ip sanitary administra- 
ion. 

I say that this was a case, if ever there 
was a case, for at once proceeding to put 
the Order in Council in operation. It 
wonld bave been impossible to delay 
until all objections which could be made 
to the Order in Council were dis- 
posed of; as it is, the Order was 
published in October last and the 
objections still continue to thrive, and 
have not yet been disposed of. All 
that time would have gone on, and 
the good work which has been done by 
the new Board would have been entirely 
lost. The new Board have, I believe, 
nearly finished their code of bye-laws. 
I have pointed out the nuisances that have 
been removed by them; the good that 
has been done in dealing with the 
question of overcrowding, and also in the 
great saving of coal and putting the 
engines and sewers in a fit state; and I 
would also observe that the Order in 
Council especially provides that if Amend- 
ments are desired they can be made by 
Oidinance. The Order in Council can, 
therefore, be very easily amended, and the 
objections removed if they are established 
to my satisfaction. The second objection 
was as to the mode of appointing the 
four unofficial members. As the noble 
Lord has pointed out the old plan was for 
the Governor to appoint the members 
out of the panel of the Grand Jury 
and eight names submitted by the 
Grand Jury. We thought it desirable 
that the Governor should have a larger 
area of selection, and therefore by the 
Order in Council he was empowered to 
take two members from the panel of the 
Grand Jury, one from the panel of the — 
Special Jury, and one from the panel of 
the Common Jury; in this way it was 
thought we should get more representative 
members on the Board. But I have 
been anxious from the very beginning so 
far as I could to meet the delegates, and 
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to meet the wishes of the-inhabitants, and 
to get the opposition to the Order in 
Council withdrawn ; and therefore I agreed 
that if opposition was withdrawn on 
other points, I would revert to the old 
plan and direct the Goverror to choose 
from the panel of the Grand Jury 
and eight names presented by them. 
I do not think that is the best plan, 
but it was not so important a matter 
that one need hesitate about the 
concession ; and the Governor, though 
still preferring the new plan, has agreed 
to it. Then the third objection was to 
the Colonial Secretary being a member 
of the Board and Chairman. Well, my 
Lords, I think it would be quite im- 

ible in a place like Gibraltar that 
the Colonial Secretary should not be a 
member of the Sanitary Board; he is 
perhaps the most influential man next 
to the Governor, and it is most de- 
sirable that he should be closely in 
touch with all the important work that 
is going on in the Colony, and every 
question is important of course that 
affects the health of the Colony. I 
could not therefore concede the point 
that the Colonial Secretary should not 
be a member of the Board. But in 
addition to that the delegates when 
before me desired that they might ap- 
point their Chairman out of the official 
members. I have pointed out to your 
Lordships that in all these cases the 
Governor does appoint the Chairman. 
But there would be an especial objection 
to the unofficial members appointing the 
Chairman out of the official members ; 
because, if they chose to pass over the 
Colonial Secretary and the Commanding 
Royal Engineer, they would have to 
appoint one of the medical officers ; and it 
is scarcely necessary to observe that the 
Colonial Secretary and the Commanding 
Royal Engineer would hardly be willing 
to serve on a Board of which the Chair- 
man was their inferior in precedence 
and rank. Then the fourth objection 
which is most strongly urged is that 
which was brought before your Lord- 
ships by the noble Lord opposite, 
namely, the objection to the Colonial 
Engineer being the Engineer of the 
Board. And it* is a two-fold objec- 
tion ; first on the ground that the duties 
of the Colonial Engineer and the En- 
gineer of the Board are incompatible ; 
and, secondly, on personal grounds to 

Lord Knutsford 
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Captain Buckle. Now, as regards the 
general objection, the union of these 
offices of Sanitary Engineer and Colonial 
Engineer was very strongly urged by 
Lord Napier cf Magdala when he was 
Governor of Gibraltar. Instructions 
were sent out, in conformity with 
bis advice, by the noble Earl op 
posite in 1882, and were con- 
firmed in January 1883 by Lord Derby. 
It is not true that Captain Buckle was 
removed from his offices. It is true that 
the duties were subsequently separated at 
the suggestion and instance of Sir John 
Adye, who succeeded Lord Napier of 
Magdala as Governor; but it is open 
to us to re-consider the question ; and, 
upon the best reflection and considera- 
tion that we can give to the case, we 
have arrived at the conclusion which 
was arrived at by the noble Earl opposite 
and others and by Lord Napier of 
Magdala, that economy and efficiency 
are best secured by the appointment of 
the Colonial Engineer to act as Engineer 
of the Board. My Lords, here again I 
would point out that, being anxious to 
make any concession I could to the 
delegates and ratepayers, I agreed to 
this: that when these important works 
of the tunnel have been done, with 
which I consider the old Board was 
absolutely unable to cope, and sup- 
posing there is no other equally important 
work connected with the water supply 
going on, I think it reasonable, and I 
told them so, that they should bring up 
again this question of the combination of 
duties before the Secretary of State for 
the time being. I confess that if I were 
in office I should be very loth, unless a 
very strong case were made out, to saddle 
the ratepayers, who have now a very 
small sum to pay for which they secure 
a thoroughly competent and efficient 
officer, with the large sum that they 
would have to pay for the salary of such 
a thoroughly etticient cfticer if they deter- 
mined to have an Engineer of their own. 
My Lords, as to the personal question, the 
c mmittee of the Ratepayers’ Association 
have made charges against Captain 
Buckle as to the performance of certain 
public works that he had to undertake as 
Colonial Engineer, and I thought it right, 
as they had made those charges, both in 
the interests of Captain Buckle as well 
as those of the ratepayers to examine 
into the subject, and I appointed a 
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Commission to perform that work. 


The inquiry of that Commission has 
not yet been concluded; but I must 
say that, from the high opinion of 
Captain Buckle’s professional quaii- 
fications which was formed from know- 
ledge of his work both by Lord Napier 
of Magdala, by Major Tulloch, and by 
others, I have very, little doubt that it 
will be found that the public works 
which he has executed have been exe- 
cuted with great efficiency and economy ; 
and I think it is only due te Captain 
Buckle that I should read the high 
opinion entertained by Major Tulloch as 
to his capabilities—and that is the last 
quotation which I will make. In the first 
Report Major Tulloch shows that the 
tunnel saheme for the sewer outfall was 
practically Captain Buckle’s own; and 
the passage to which I will refer is on 
page 4 of the Parliamentary Paper, 
in which the writer says— 

“ It is essential that the officials should be 
able men, and the Commission will certainly 
require an engineer of knowledge, experience, 
energy, and determination. The present 
Colonial Engineer is specially marked out for 
this post by not only his intimate acquaintance 
with Gibraltar after many years’ residence 
there, which is simply invaluable, but by his 
high scientific attainments and practical skill 
as a civil engineer. My official position at the 
Local Government Board necessarily brings 
=. ae ‘ _ iain cuaiedoes 

most o: eminent sani rs 
of England, and I have, therefore, eeteeee- 
tunities of gauging the knowledge 
by these men and their scientific attainments, 
but I am glad to say that I found Captain 
Buckle to be in no respects behind these 
gentlemen. He is a thoroughly scientific and 
practical man, and it was one of the great ad- 
vantages I had during my visit to the Colony 
to be able to discuss every question of geclogy, 
water supply, sew ,or any other subject 
whick arose in my work with a man so well up 
in them.” 
Well my Lords I think I am justified with 
that kind of testimony to Captain Buckle, 
to express again, as I do most sincerely, 
my regret that the committee of rate- 
payers should have referred to the two 
cases in which Captain Buckle’s action 
was not approved by the Secretary of 
State. They knew perfectly well that 
those questions had nothing to do with 
the efficiency of Captain Buckle as the 
Colonial Engineer ; and yet they have 
thought it right to bring forward these 
questions and raise these points as against 
Captain Buckle in a question which is a 
question of engineering, whether he is a 
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fitting person to be the Engineer of the 
Board. Another concession which I was 
able to make to the delegates was that 
Section 17 of the Order in Council, 
which gave special powers to the 
Governor, should be repealed. It 
was lastly urged that this tunnel 
scheme should be delayed for further 
inquiry by a competent engineer 
sent from this country to. examine it 
on the spot. Well, I was not pre- 

to concede that. I stated 
to the delegates that very full and care- 
ful consideration had been given, and I 
added that further consideration should 
be given if necessary to the details of 
the scheme, and to the way in which it 
should be carried out. Let me observe 
that Major Tulloch had before him the 
Report of Sir Andrew Ramsay and Sir 
Archibald Geikie upon the geological 
formation of Gibraltar, and I suppose 
it is hardly possible to find two more 
eminent geologists than those two 
gentlemen ; he had also the Reports of 
Mr. Roberts, C.E., Mr. Dixon, C.E., of 
Lieutenant Colenel Cox in 1887, of the 
medical officers year after year, and of 
Captain Buckle. All these Reports were 
examined into and carefully noted by 
Major Tulloch, and Major Tulloch’s 
Report when it came to me was referred 
to and examined by a Departmental Com- 
mittee in this country. The only criticism 
upon Major Tulloch’s Report has been 
made by a Mr. Yockney, an engineer I 
daresay of eminence here, but who had 
very little information before him ; he cer- 
tainly had not all the Reports before him 
that Major Tulloch had, and he had never 
been on the spot; he was therefore un- 
able to judge for himself of the character 
and condition-of the rock at Gibraltar. I 
may add, as I have undertaken to present 
some more Papers in answer to the noble 
Lord, that there is a report by Colonel 
Fellowes, theCommanding Royal Engineer 
at Gibraltar, which to my mind com- 
pletely disposes of Mr. Yockney’s Report. 
My Lords a misapprehension prevails (I 
am partly now answering the noble Vis- 
count behind me) as to Major Tulloch’s 
Report and the action taken upon it. 
While Major Tulloch was making inquiry 
into the best way of diverting the sewage 
from the west to the east of the rock, he 
was of course fully aware of the 
enormous importance to the garrison, 
as well as to the civil inhabitants, of 
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improving the water supply, and he had 
his attention directed to whether there 
could be any new source of water found. 
Now he admits himself he is not too 
sanguine as to the result of the experi- 
ment which he has suggested, nor can 
he tee a sufticiency of water ; 
nor irdeed that it shall not, if over 
pumped, be of a brackish quality. 
Yet the importance is so great of 
finding new sources that the experi- 
ment he has suggested is very strongly 
advocated by him ; and I may say it has 
been twice under the consider.tion of the 
War Office and the Admiralty, and they 
have concurred with Major Tulloch. I 
would just point out exactly what Major 
Tulloch’s practical proposal, as he calls it, 
is; it is on page 42 of his Report — 

“ Practically, my pro is this: Drive a 
tunnel through the hill as if for a sewer. 
After it has been driven about three hundred 

search for water. If water is found, 
continue the tunnel as a water conduit and in- 
tercepting channel. If water is not found, 
continue the tunnel through the mountain as 
& sewer.” 
That was the original plan of Captain 
Buckle, who was then only considering 
how to dispose of the sewage,—that it 
should be conducted from west to east by 
a tunnel ; and the only difference is that 
Major Tulloch, thinking from his obser- 
servations that water may be found 
in the rock and feeling the great 
importance of finding it if possible, sug- 
gests that an experimental tunnel should 
be made, and that before it is decided 
finally to send the sewage through 
the tunnel from west to east, it should be 
seen whether there is a good chance of 
getting water and a sufficient supply of 
water. No doubt that will create some 
delay, and the present Sanitary Board, 
who are considering Major Tulloch’s 
scheme, are so impressed with the im- 
portance of dealing with the sewage 
question and carrying the sewage through 
a tunnel from west to east, that they 
desire to abandon all chance of getting 
water, and at once to commence this 
tunnel at both ends so that within a 
short time the sewage may be diverted. 
That is the point of difference between 
the present Sanitary Board and Major 
Tulloch’s Repoft; and as I said before 
the Report of Major Tulloch was re- 
ferred both to the War Officeand to the 
Admiralty, and within the last two days I 
have received the concurrence of both 

Lord Knutsford 
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the War Office and the Admiralty in 
carrying out and giving effect to Major 
Tulloch’s scheme. If there is one ques- 
tion that is important in Gibraltar it is 
the water supply. The water supply in 
the North Front is not altogether 
satisfactory ; and in time of war it isa 
question how far it could be made use of, 
I Lope, in conclusion, that I have shown 
your Lordships that Her Majesty's 
Government have not acted ily in 
putting an end to a Board of Commis- 
sioners who had shown themselves 
unequal to deal with the sanitary 
condition of Gibraltar, and that on 
the new Board the ratepayers are fairly 
represented. I have shown also, I trust, 
that I have endeavoured in every way to 
meet as far as I could the wishes of the 
delegates, and have made all the conces- 
sions possible consistently with Imperial 
interests. And lastly I have shown that 
Major Tulloch’s scheme is really the 
scheme that we must endeavour to put 
in force, The noble Lord is under some 
misapprehension in arriving at the 
conclusion that there are to be 
no specifications and no _ contract. 
There was a question whether this 
work might not be more effectively 
done by the sappers and civilians work- 
ing together under the orders of the 
Board and the Colonial Engineer. But 
that suggestion has not been accepted, and 
the decision of the War Office is to the con- 
trary. I think my Lords I have nothing 
more to add; I am only sorry to have 
kept your Lordships so long; but the 
question is one of very great importance 
no doubt,—it has been very strongly 
pressed upon me, and I admit fully that 
there has been considerable feeling in the 
Colony on the point. 

“Tue Ear, or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords I do not wish to trouble the House 
with a detailed commentary upon the 
interesting explanations of the noble Lord 
opposite; but I think there are one or 
two points worthy of notice in his state- 
ment. First of all I should like to 
refer, as the noble Lord referred first to 
it, to Major Tulloch’s Report. Now 
Major Tulloch’s Report I have no doubt 
showed a great deficiency in the sanitary 
arrangements of Gibraltar; I assume 
that is a fact, and I am afraid that de- 
ficiency exists in a great many towns 
besides Gibraltar. But the urgency of 
the ease must be judged of by the con- 
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dition of the health of Gibraltar; and, 
notwithstanding the statistics to which 
the noble Lord referred, I cannot 
find any distinct proof that the con- 
dition of the health of Gibraitar 
was at all of an alarming kind, or indeed 
that it was inferior to that which you 
find in most towns. I am not going to 
draw the conclusion I might, but it 
almost seems to follow that, assuming 
Major Tulloch’s descriptions are not too 
highly coloured, the existence of these 
extraordinary nuisances in a crowded 
town like Gibraltar are not incompatible 
with the very fair condition of health 
of the population ; and I must say that 
that is so very surprising an inference 
that I am almost inclined to think that 
Major Tuiloch must have been run 
away with to a certain extent by his 
sanitary enthusiasm. Now what is the 
death-rate? There has been a good deal 
of misunderstanding I believe about it. 
I take the figures from what I suppose 
is the final conclusion of the Medical 
Officer; it is in the Appendix to his 
Report at 63, where he compares 
octaibenees corrected in Gibraltar 
with the death-rate in a variety of large 
English towns : it does not differ much 
from the figures that the noble Lord 
quoted, but you will find the total civil 







































at death-rate in 1891 happened to be 
id remarkably low. I do not lay stress 
n- upon that fact, but it is the fact that 
ug the death-rate was remarkably low in 
ve [§ the year when this change was made. 
he *Lorpv KNUTSFORD: That was after 
ce f the new Board got to work. 
ily *Toe Ear or KIMBERLEY: I 
at know it was; but I do not think it 
he [§cculd have produced that effect in 
that time. I think it would be very 
My funwise to lay stress upon that particular 
use fyear. No doubt the proper method is 
the [§to take a series of years, as the Medical 
ord | @ Officer has done, and he finds the correct 
or fideath-rate of the civil population is 
ste- §§25°31, and the death-rate of the fixed civil 
to pulation 25°83. Now let uscompare that 
b to ith the large towns here as the Medical 
low cer himself compares it, and I will 
ubt [just read some of the towns where the 
ary |death-rate in England is as high, or was 
ame at least in 1891: Newcastle 25°1 ; Hud- 
,de- | dersfield 25-2; Sheffield 25-7; Sunder- 
wos jland 260; Blackburn 28-1; Salford 
y of (283; Oldham 28:5; Li 1 28°6 ; 
con- {Manchester 29:5; and Preston 29°6. 
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When we find that with all our sanitary 
legislaticn in this country, in a consider- 
able number of our large towns the 
death-rate is much higher than the 
average death-rate as shown here in. 
Gibraltar, I do not think it can be said 
that there was a case of very pressing 
necessity. I do not for a moment 
believe that the sanitary condition of 
Gibraltar cannot be improved, and I 
daresay it is in many respects unsatis- 
factory ; but I do not think there was 
any very urgent case in that respect. 
That bears upon the next remark that I 
desire to make, and it is this: that 
although the noble Lord has explained 
some points satisfactorily, I do not think 
he did answer the objection that has 
been made to the course he took in 
publishing this Order in Council without 
giving the usual opportunity to the popu- 
lation of Gibraltar to express their opinions 
upon it. I agree with the noble Lord 
entirely that if there is a case of 

that interval cannot be allowed. But 
what possible urgency could there be in 
the present case of so extraordi a 
kind when we find the death-rate, after 
all, was not so high as in many of the 
large towns in England? I do not deny 
that it may be very proper and right— 
I have no doubt it is—to bring about a 
better sanitary condition of Gibraltar ; 
but why offend the population by what 
I must term very hasty and unnecessary 
proceedings; and why not pursue the 
ordinary course which the Gibraltar 
population are accustomed to necessarily 
and have come to consider a custom that 
ought not to be infringed except for 
strong reasons, instead of publishing 
this Order in Council without hearing 
what they have to say? I cannot help 
thinking that the noble Lord has brought 
about a great deal of the opposition and 
trouble that has come upon him individu- 
ally in consequence of his not having 
adopted the simple expedient of — 
the Gibraltar people say what they ha 
to say and then decidin upon what he 
thought was right. Now the noble 
Lord said (and I with him 
entirely) that the case of a fortress like 
Gibraltar is a special case. You cannot 
deal with the population in a fortress 
like Gibraltar in the same way that you 
would with a civil population else- 
where. But all the more 
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rl poplin (like Malta, where the 
cle knows what difficulties 
there have been, as at Gibraltar) to be 
extremely careful to consult whenever 
you ibly can the wishes of the 
population, and not to offend their 
susceptibilities if it can be helped. 
Now I must comment upon what the 
we Lord opposite is by no means 
msible for, but what I think a most 
un unfortunate circumstance—this extra- 
ordinary paragraph in the Despatch of 
the Governor. I must read the whole 
of it. The Governor in writing on this 
subject says— 
“ British subjects in name, fully two-thirds 
of the civilian residential population are 


tea no ther ons by connection and in 
Baan’ ing y, and should 


pel ners =p 3 re Ye eld by munici- 


other “Cons , and in 
properly 80 Their 

existence og ol not an Imperial necessity ; 
their taxation, whether for purposes of 
municipal or —— administration, is abnor- 
and their claims for se!f-govern- 


ment, W is ically what the: 
in a wa yen es which, Lon 
reason, advanced, and with cy, admitted, 
in other dependencies of the Rone 
There may be something to be said for the 
latter part of the sentence ;. but what are 
wetosay ofa Governor whois guilty of the 
extraordinary indiscretion and impro- 
priety of speaking of subjects of the Crown, 
asloyal men I believeasany in our Colonial 
Empire, in terms of the most insulting 
kind? Are we, who have an Empire 
mi Gy cee of men who are not 
British born, to sneer at the subjects of 
the Queen as foreigners, and to say that 
they are not entitled to rights because 
they are foreign-born? And remember, 
my Lords, these foreigners are Europeans ; 
they are not Asiatics whom perhaps you 
may think you can treat with less con- 
sideration, these are Europeans coming 
of a very proud race and occupying a 
town which we hold in circumstances of 
great peculiarity. I cannot conceive of 
any part of Her Majesty’s dominions in 
which it is not necessary, in every point 
of view, not to offend in the slightest 
degree the susceptibilities of the inhabi- 
tants of the Colony; and the Governor 
eaey in a public Despatch (and if it 


come into my hands it never would 
have seen the light in a Blue Book, so 


exceedingly wrong do [ think it) says | regard 
that, because men are foreign-born, 


} at they are to be treated differently 
The Earl of Kimberley 
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from British-born subjects! I can only 
say that I hope the noble Lord opposite 
has conveyed in some way or other to the 
Governor {who is a most excellent mili- 
tary officer and an admirable soldier J 
have no doubt) that such language can 
only be excused from his apparent entire 
inexperience of civil .administration. 
I must say I regret extremely that 
the inhabitants of Gibraltar have 
not been dealt with in this matter 
with a littl more tenderness. [ 
am most willing to admit that on some 
points the noble Lord has met the 
delegation in a fair spirit, and has 
made concessions to them which are 
undoubtedly such as ought to a certain 
extent to give them satisfaction. The 
noble Lord has agreed to strike out of 
the Order in Council the seventeenth clause 
which gave to the Governor the complete 
power of ordering certain works to be 
done. I think that is a very consider- 
able concession, and I hope the inhabi- 
tants of Gibraltar will regard it (for I 
am not at all desirous of promoting dis- 
sension in this matter, but the contrary) 
as a substantial concession on the part 
of the noble Lord. The noble Lord has 
also made a concession to them with 
regard to choosing from the panel pre- 
sented by the Grand Jury. That also I 
think is a very reasonable concession ; 
and although there may be opinions in 
favour of the other mode of selection, I 
cannot help thinking that the concession 
which the noble Lord has made will not 
at all impair the efficiency of his Sanitary 
Board. Then comes the question of the 
Colonial Engineer; and the noble Lord 
has told me, what no doubt is quite 
correct, that I was in favour of and 
directed the measure to be taken which 
he has now taken of making the Colonial 
Engineer the Engineer to the Sanitary 
Board. I have no doubt there are strong 
reasons in its favour; at the same time 
there is something to be said on the 
other side, and I am very glad to hear 
from the noble Lord that after these 
works are dealt with he thinks it may! be 
possible to consult the wishes of the in- 
habitants on that point. I think that is 
a fair mode of looking at the matter, and 
I trust that also will be received with a 
certain amount of satisfaction. With 
to the Chairman I am sorry that 
the noble Lord did not see his way to 


make a concession. I do not think it 
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Gibraltar 


be essential for the working of the 

Sanitary Board that the Colonial Secre- 
tary should be Chairman. The noble 

Lord will observe that in some of the 
other Colonies to which he referred the 

pulation is not entirely European. I 
should have been inclined to think that 
upon that point some concession might 
have been made. 

*Lorpv KNUTSFORD: The Governor 
has the power to appoint any one of the 
members official or unofficial Chairman ; 

he might appoint the Commanding Royal 
Engineer if any particular objection was 
taken to the Colanial Secretary; but all 
I meant was I could not conceive that 
the unofficial members should appoint 
from the official members. 

*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I think 
the whole body together might have pre- 
sented a Chairman to the Governor (I do 
not lay it down as a necessary matter) 
the Governor having, as I think he must 
in any case have, a veto upon the appoint- 

ment. It probably would have come to 
the same thing, but it might have been 
more agreeable to the inhabitants. Those 
are the chief points I believe of which 
the Colonists complain. Now the other 
matter is with regard to obtaining water 
for Gibraltar. My Lords, I have a lively 
remembrance of the questions which con- 
tinually arose, when I was Secretary of 
State, as obtaining water at 
Gibraltar. e supply of water at Gib- 
raltar, as everyone knows, is extremely 
unsatisfactory, and I remember various 
attempts being made, which unfortu- 
nately failed, to obtain a good supply of 
water. I do not think Major Tulloch 
was quite just to the old Sanitary Board 
in mentioning brackish water as a griev- 
ance. I do not think the present Sani- 
tary Board, any more than any other 
authority, has been able yet to find out 
how to get a proper supply of water for 
Gibraltar. 

*Lorp KNUTSFORD: I do not think 
he laid that to their charge. 

*Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : It was 
mentioned as one of the grievances of 
Gibraltar. All I would say is this: I 
understand that the inhabitants have a 
strong opinion that the particular mode 
in which it is proposed to conduct the 
sewage away from the harbour, which 
must evidently be a most necessary 
operetion—namely, by a tunnel from 
west to east of the rock, is not the best 
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mode if there is another way by which 
it can be conducted beyond Europa 
Point. 


*Lorp KNUTSFORD: That is a 
tunnel too. There is no objection to the 
tunnel as a tunnel; but the tunnel at 
Europa Point would cost nearly half as 
much again. 

*Tuos Earn: or KIMBERLEY: I am 
correct in saying that they think an 
alternative scheme of some kind would 
be better, and they think it would be 
very desirable if an eminent engineer 
unconnected with the Admiralty, the 
War Office, or Gibraltar would give his 
opinion upon the scheme,—which I 
venture to think is by no means an un- 
reasonable proposal. I have a vivid 
recollection of more than one occasion 
during the time I had the honour to 
hold the seals of the Colonial Office when 
schemes were presented to us, supported 
most strongly by engineers perhaps not 
of the highest eminence, which by careful 
examination afterwards were found to 
be entirely untenable. Very considerable 
expenditure will have to be gone into in 
this matter, which is a matter of 
importance, and if the inhabitants who will 
have to contribute the greater portion of 
that expenditure really desire that 
some eminent engineer should be con- 
sulted, over and above the opinions that 
have been taken, I should have thought 
that was a matter which might be con- 
ceded to them. My Lords, I do not 
know that I have any further observation 
to make. I hopethe noble Lord will not 
think I have been endeavouring to inter- 
pose difficulties in his way in settling 
the question ; that is not my desire. I 
wish for harmony, and that he should 
be able to improve the sanitary condition 
of Gibraltar without exciting any discon- 
tent on the part of the inhabitants. 
One thing, my Lords, I will add, and 
it is this: that highly important as 
sanitation is (and no man feels the 
importance of it more than I do) 
there is something even more important, 
and that is the contentment of the in- 
habitants of our Colonies ; and if I had 
to choose,—I should be very sorry to be 
placed in that dilemma,— between a per- 
fect system of sanitation with discontent 
and an imperfect condition of sanitation 
with content, I should not hesitate to 
choose the latter. 
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Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, 
the noble Lord has answered almost 
every question that I had put on the 
Paper except with respect to the expense 
of the proposed tunnel, and also as to the 
period when the work will be com- 
menced. 

*Lorpv KNUTSFORD: As to the 
period when the work will be commenced 
some doubt has been thrown by 
the observations of the noble 
Earl opposite; but as regards the 
expense it is roughly estimated that 
the cost of the complete scheme of sewer- 
age recommended by him will be £26,000 
if carried to the east of the rock and 
£36,000 if carried to the southern out- 
fall, that is Europa Point. The Colonial 
Engineer estimates the cost of the actual 
tunnelling at £2,954 for the experimental 
tunnel for a water supply ; then after 
that tunnel is completed if the water 
should not be found there would be 
£8,125 to add to that to complete the 
tunnel to the eastern outfall; but it 
would be £22,950 for a tunnel to 
the southern outfall; and as I told 
the noble Lord opposite further Papers 
shall be presented as soon as they are 
sutightied. 


GIBRALTAR DOCK. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH : My Lords I 
will not detain the House at any 
length, but the question of which [ 
have given notice is a question that 
I have repeatedly had the honour 
of bringing before the House, and 
I merely wish to refer to the number 
of times on which promises on the sub- 
ject have been made by the Admiralty, 
which promises are still unfulfilled, and 
which I had hoped by this time would 
be in course of execution, I think 
it is now five fyears since the subject 
of the dock at Gibraltar was brought 
before both Houses of Parliament. 
By the First Lord of the Admiralty 
in the other House, and by my 
noble Friend, who I am quite aware is 
not responsible but who represents the 
Admiralty in this House, we have been 
told, first, that plans were under con- 
sideration, then that they were matured, 
then that part of the work was being 
carried out at private ex , and two 
years afterwards the noble Lord in this 
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House gave a complete statement of the 
plans which were intended to be im- 
mediately executed; and he gave very 
satisfactory assurances that the works 
would meet the wishes of all those who 
were interested in naval matters, and 
also that the harbour, which is one great 
object I know with the naval authorities, 
would be greatly improved by the con- 
struction of the dock and the lengthen- 
ing of the pier. My Lords, we have 
waited and waited, and I own myself, 
after all these promises, I cannot at all 
understand what reason there has been 
for this delay. The sole objection I may 
have had to the proposed tunnel was for 
fear it should defer these works; but I 
will not now at this period, and after so 
many attempts, dilate upon the im- 
mense advantages of it further than to 
say that I only wish the Prime 
Minister, both Houses of Parliament, 
and the country could realise for 
themselves the immense advan 

which would accrue to the naval 
defences of this country if a dock were 
constructed at Gibraltar. I need not 
call to your Lordships’ mind the recent 
occasions within the last few years when 
vessels of enormous value have been on 
the point of being lost, and would have 
been utterly destroyed for the Public 
Service, if there had not fortunately been 
the dock at Malta at hand. I allude to 
the “ Sultan” and the “ Victoria.” Had 
either of those accidents happened a 
little further off—for instance where the 
battle of Trafalgar took place, and there 
had been no dock at Malta, I think those 
vessels must have been altogether lost to 
the Service. Your Lordships are aware 
that after the accident happened to the 
“Victoria” she had great difficulty in 
reaching Malta, a distance only of some 
six hundred to eight hundred miles ; but, 
if the accident had happened at a distance 
of fourteen hundred or fifteen hundred 
miles, and the only resource had been to 
take that vessel home to England, or to 
dock her at Malta, I believe she would 
have been utterly ruined for the purposes 
of service. I wish the country could 
anderstand that when they regard the 
fleet as an insurance for the navigation 
of this country, they should recollect also 
that it is absolutely necessary that we 
should have a proper assurance for their 
safety, and that we can only get that by 
having docks within reach, as all other 
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nations have who have valuable interests in 
theMediterranean. All the other countries 
have docks spread all over the Mediter- 
ranean, and our forces are not sogreatly 
superior to theirs ; in fact I believe in one 
instance they are only equal to those of 
the greatest Naval Power out there ; and, 
should any accident happen, we should be 
placed in an inferior condition in case of 
warfare, which it is utterly impossible to 
say may not at any time arise. I hope 
the noble Lord may be able to give 
some assurance that it is the intention 
of the present Government, should they, 
as I hope, continue in office, to resume 
the works at the earliest possible period. 

Lorp ELPHINSTONE: My Lords, 
I think the noble Viscount is scarcely 
correct in the wording of his question in 
speaking of the promised dock at 
Gibraltar. This question has been 
before the House very often and I have 
answered it very often; but I do not 
think I have ever committed the Govern- 
ment by making any promise. Indeed 
the last official utterance in either House 
of Parliament was by myself in March 
of last year, when I said— 

“No Vote therefore was proposed in the 
Navy Estimates for this year, there being so 
many more pressing, and, as the Admiralt 
think, more important matters to be consid . 
As regards next year, we cannot at present 
forecast what provision should be made for 
a dock at Gibraltar.” 

That is not a promise. I do not want 
to lay any stress upon it, but my noble 
Friend’s question would imply that the 


| Government were committed, through 


me as their mouthpiece, to the con- 
struction of a dock. I am not at all 
pees to deny that all naval officers 
ully admit the desirability of a dock 
being built at Gibraltar ; and indeed the 
Admiralty are quite of that opinion too. 
They admit the desirability, if not the 
necessity, of building a dock there ; but 
they are not prepared, and they do not 
think it is desirable, to commence the 
work until they are in a position to push 
it forward rapidly toa conclusion. At 
present we are engaged in a great 
number of works of an _ even 
more pressing nature, involving very 
large sums of money; at Portsmouth, 
for instance, we are constructing two 
large dry docks entailing very consider- 
able expense. With regard to Gibraltar 
we have already taken a Vote to extend 
the new mole for about 600 feet. In all 
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probability a large gap will beleft between 
the extension and the present mole which 
will enable the 600 feet to be carried out 
to perhaps nearly 700 feet; and the 
object of that mole will be to endeavour 
to create some sort of circulation to 
carry off the accumulation of filth which 
has been referred to and is an undoubted 
nuisance in connection with Gibraltar, 
and from which we suffer terribly in the 
Navy ; the filth on both sides of the new 
mole, where our ships have to lie in hot 
weather, is somethingabominable. That 
work is going to be carried on at once, 
And the noble Viscount wil! remember 
that the Committee appointed in 1889 
recommended the lengthening of the 
new mole as part of the general scheme 
of the dock. I do not mean by that to 
commit myself, or to commit the 
Admiralty, to the construction of the 
dock ; but that part of it, at any rate, 
must be undertaken at once. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: My noble 
Friend is slightly mistaken, I think, in 
saying that there has been no promise; 
I think if he refers to the statement 
authorised by the Admiralty two years 
ago, not only was a full description of 
the proposed works laid before the House, 
but words were added that the works 
would be commenced immediately in the 
current year ; and upon those grounds I 
think I have a perfect right to complain 
of the delay that has taken place. 

Lorp ELPHINSTONE: [still think 
the noble Viscount is mistaken in that, 
and I refer him again to the last official 
utterance in this House. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH : 
two years ago. 

Lorp ELPEINSTONE: I will look 
back upon what has been said before. 


I refer to 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*, 
and to be printed. (No. 181.) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 

to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 

morrow.—(The Lord Herschell). (No. 

182.) 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (BLIND 
AND DEAF) BILL [u.1.]. 

Order for the House to be in Com- 

mittee To-morrow discharged. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILLS [4.1]. 

Ordered, That Standing Order Ne. 39 be 
suspended for the sountete of the Session in 
the ‘case of Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bills originating in this House. 

PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 

BONDS BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Read 2* (according te order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


POST OFFICE ACT (1891) EXTENSION 
BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
house To-morrow. 


TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
TION) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE (IMMORALITY) 
BILL [.1.]. ° 

Commons Amendments considered 
(according to order); Some agreed to ; 
One agreed to, with an Amendment, 
and consequential Amendments made 
to the Bill; and Bill returned to the 
Commons. 


BILLS OF SALE BILL [4.1.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill-to be read 3* To- 
morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


{COMMONS} 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


COLONIAL STOCK. ACT (1877) AMEND- 
MENT BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee ocerting to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [#.1.] 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 

House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Seven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Thursday, 16th June, 1892. 





PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


WEAR VALLEY EXTENSION RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords.] 
CONSIDERATION. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
259 be suependedtand that the Bill be’ now 
su in e now 
taken ny copathocation: provided amended 
prints shall have been previously deposited.” 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
Mr. J. W. Lowrazr, Cumberland, 
enrith) : I gave notice payne Bg 
oppose the Third Reading of this Bill, 
but I think if the House will allow me 
to make a brief statement possibly it 
may not be necessary for me to take 


Railway Bill. 1960 
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that course. I represent on the pre- 
sent occasion the Cumberland County 
Council, and they believe that their 
interests will be injuriously affected by 
this railway, which may be so con- 
structed that under no possible circum- 
stances can it be continued to Alston, 
which is the part of the county specially 
interested in this matter. If time had 
been given, the residents in Alston, and 
not only those in the eastern, but in 
the western, part of the county would 
have been able to lay before the Com- 
mittee an alternative scheme which 
would have provided through com- 
munication m Alston by Wear 
Head to Stanhope. The Cumberland 
County Council presented a Petition to 
be heard by counsel, and they were pre- 
d to show that theirinterests would 
injuriously affected. The referees, 
however, decided that the Council 
had no locus standi, and it was my 
intention yesterday to have appealed 
from that Court to the House itself ; 
but no doubt, in consequence of the 
time and circumstances of the Session 
and the rapidity with which it is 
necessary to carry Private Bills through 
their stages, the promoters had their 
Bill passed as unopposed yesterday 
morning ; and, consequently, when I rose 
here te rday for the purpose I have 
described, I found the Bill had already 
been reported to the House, and, there- 
fore, it was impossible to refer the Peti- 
tion of the Cumberland County Council 
tothe Committee. Yet I feel bound to 
say that the County Council of Cum 
berland do feel that their interests 
may be very seriously affected if it 
should be found impossible to carry on 
the line from Alston by Wear Head 
to Stanhope ; and I should like to ask 
the hon. Baronet (Sir Joseph Pease), 
who takes so much interest in the 
railway system of Cumberland and 
Durham, whether he is prepared to 
ive an undertaking that he will use 
is best influence to facilitate the 
endeavours that no doubt will be made 
in that district of Cumberland to pro- 
cure a through line from Alston to 
Stanhope? If he will give such an 
undertaking as I have reason to believe 
he will be inclined to do, then I think I 
need trouble the House no further. 
*(3.15.) Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): I am much 





obliged to the hon. Gentleman for the 
way in which he has waived his opposi- 
tion. In laying out the line originally 
we had in view going forward to ‘ 
but subsequently we thought that one 
step at a time would be all we would be 
able to take. in the laying out of the 
line Mr. Wolfe Barry, the most 
eminent railway engineer of the day, 
was consulted, aa under his in- 
structions the lineis projected in a way 
that will in the future allow it to be 
continued to Alston. All I can say, as 
an humble individual not pledging any 
company, but so far as I have any in- 
fluence, I shall be happy to lend any 
aid I can to develop the communica- 
tion in this direction and the idea the 
promoters had in the inception of the 
scheme. I can assure the hon. Gentle- 
man our line is laid out so that it can 
be continued to Alston at some future 
date, and I will take care that the 
arrangements made are practically 
carried out. 


Motion agreed to. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 84, 214, 
215, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now taken into consideration, provided 
amended prints shall have been previously 
deposited. 

Bill considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 248 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


QUESTIONS. 





IRISH CRIMINAL LAW AND PRO- 
CEDURE ACT (PRISONERS). 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the Attorney 
General for Ireland what is the total 
number of persons who have been im- 
prisoned in Ireland up to 31st May last 
under the provisions of the Criminal 
Law and Prosadans (Ireland) Act, 
1887 ? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University): The total number of per- 
sons who have been imprisoned in 
Ireland up to 31st May last under the 
provisions of the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (ireland) Act, 1887, is 1,893. 
It may be of interest to the House to 
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know that out of the total number of 
2,978 prisoners in custody throughout 
Telarc the Ist instant four only of 
these were in custody under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure Act re- 
ferred to. 


CONVEYANCE OF MAILS ABROAD. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General if his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that the English Govern- 
ment pay three shillings per pound for 
the sea conveyance of letters to America 
and threepence per pound for news- 
papers, whereas the American Govern- 
ment have their letters conveyed to this 
country, often in the same steamship 
as ours are conveyed in, for one 
shilling and eightpence per pound, and 
newspapers and other articles for less 
than threepence per pound; whether any 
distinction is made by the Steamship 
Companies in the mode of safeguarding, 
packing, and transmitting letters, as 
distinguished from newspapers, or 
whether they are all thrown together 
in the hold of the ship; whether 
any attempt has been made by the 
British Post Office to do away with 
the difference in the amounts paid 
to the steamship owners for the carriage 
of letters and newspapers respectively ; 
what explanation do the French and 
Italian Governments furnish for 
charging 10 francs 50 centimes per 
kilogramme for conveying letters, from 
or to India and Australia, in closed 
bags between Calais and Brindisi, and 
only fifty centimes per kilogramme for 
newspapers and other articles, also in 
closed bags, and in the same compart- 
ment and the same train, between 
Calais and Brindisi; whether an 
attempt has been made by the Britis 
Post Office to alter this system of dis- 
tinction in the  trans-Continental 
charges, or whether he intends to 
make such an attempt; whether he 
will offer a fixed subsidy, irrespective 
of weight of mails, to the Steamship 
Companies sailing to America, based on 
the average amounts now paid to them 


for conveying our*mails ; and whether }. 


the present mail contracts with the 
Peninsular and Oriental and Orient 
Companies to India and Australia are 
for fixed subsidies, irrespective of the 


Mr. Madden 


{COMMONS} 
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weight of letters and other matter 
carried ? 


Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Fereusson, Manchester, 
N.E.): A statement in the sense of 
paragraph one of the question has been 
made more than once ; but it is incom- 
plete, misleading, and rot quite accu- 
rate. The prices mentioned are paid 
to the contractors for the packet ser- 
vice to New York in consideration of 
their stopping their steamers at Queens- 
town after leaving the Mersey, and 
then conveying the mails to New 
York. When the United States Post 
Office employs the return British 
steamer from New York it does not 
require the owners to stop at any other 
port to receive mails; and the price 
paid for the mere conveyance is one 
shilling and ninepence halfpenny a 
pound for letters and postcards, and 
twopence a pound for newspapers, &c. 
For conveyance by steamers sailing 
under the United States Registry, the 
American Post Office pays six shillings 
and eightpence a pound for letters and 
postcards, and fourpence a pound for 
newspapers, &c. The British con- 
tractors are not required to make an 
distinction between bags of letters an 
bags of newspapers, but are bound to 
provide a suitable and secure place for 
the whole mail. . The system of paying 
different rates for the conveyance of 
letters and newspapers, &c., is not 
peculiar to the British Post Office, but 
is common to the transit system of the 
whole postal world, and co-exists 
naturally with the difference in postage 
rates. The British Post Office has not 
attempted to upset the transit payment 
system of the whole world, but has 
— the policy of making the best 

rgains it can from time to time ; and 


there is no present intention of depart- 


ing from that practice. The plan 
adopted for obtaining subsidised 
packet services at the lowest market 
price is to invite tenders, not to make 


offers ; and no such offer as is pgs 
in paragraph six has been made or is 
in contemplation. The answer to 
paragraph seven is, ‘‘ Yes.” 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
any vessels have taken mails under the 
American register from New York to 
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England, and how long has the prac- 
tice been followed ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: I am 
not able to answer that question with- 
out notice. 


ANCIENT HUMAN REMAINS AT 
RATHMORE. 

Mr. CAREW (Kildare, N.): I beg 
to ask the Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether he is aware that quite 
recently certain road contractors, while 
excavating for gravel in the ancient 
moat of Rathmore in County Kildare, 
came upon human remains, which 
showed that the moat was used as a 
cemetery, and that several skeletons 
were exhumed and left exposed ; and 
whether he will order the moat to be 
enclosed, and thus prevent any further 
desecration of the place ? 

Mr. MADDEN : Iam informed that 
about three weeks ago some very old 
human bones were found at the place 
mentioned. The County Inspector is 
in communication with the contractors 
and with the tenant and landlord of 
the land with a view to the place 
being preserved from further inter- 
ference. 


CONVICTS AND LIFE INSURANCE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Mona- 
ghan, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether it has come to his knowledge 
that a man lately discharged from 
Portland Prison applied to the 
Governor for certain information from 
the medical record at Portland con- 
cerning his health during the last two 
years of his imprisonment there ; 
whether he is aware that the informa- 
tion asked for is required by an 
Insurance Company before the man 
can have his life insured for the benefit 
of his family ; and whether, under the 
circumstances, and as the information 
can only be supplied by the prison 
doctor under whose care he was for 
the term specified, he will cause the 
Governor to give it ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MarTTHEws, Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir, Iam aware of this case. I have 
given directions that the medical 
officers shall give any information in 
their possession to any Insurance Com- 
pany that may apply for it. 


{16 June, 1899} 
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RE-ADDRESSED LETTERS, 


Mr. H. GARDNER (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) : I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether, under the new regu- 
lations as to re-addressed letters, all 
such letters, if not re-posted within 
twenty-four hours of arrival, are sub- 
ject to an extra charge of twopence 
each instead of one penny, as under 
the old arrangement ; and whether, as 
many persons, such as commercial 
travellers, &c., are prejudiced instead 
of benefited thereby, he will consider 
the desirability of a further alteration 
in the arrangement ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 


extra charge would only be made if 
such letters were not prepaid ; but the 
arrangement seems liable to cause 
inconvenience in certain cases, and I 
propose to amend it, so that a single 
fee only shall be charged. 


THE CASE OF CONVICT GILKS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the case of a 
man named Lewis Gilks, late of the 
24th South Wales Borderers, who was 
sentenced by Court Martial at Ranakhat 
in 1890 to five years’ penal servitude 
for shooting with intent to kill in a 
quarrel with a fellow-soldier, and isat 
present serving his sentence in 
Portland Prison ; whether he is aware 
that Gilks, who bore an excellent 
character in the Army, and was highly 
commended for bravery and soldierly 
conduct by Colonel Bromhead, was, at 
the time of the shooting for which he 
was convicted, invalided from Burmah 
to Ranakhat suffering from jungle 
fever, and that no injury was done by 
the shooting; whether he was aware 
that an influentially signed Memorial, 
supported by Colonel Bromhead, has 
been forwarded to the Home Office, 
praying for the release of Gilks; and 
whether, under all the circumstances 
of the case, and considering that Gilks 
has already been over two years in 
prison, he will take his case into con- 
sideration with the view to discharging 
him on a ticket-of-leave ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: My attention 
has been called to the case of a man 
named Lewis Gilks, late of the 24th 
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South Wales Borderers, who was 
sentenced by Court Martial at Rana- 
khat in 1890 to five years’ penal 
servitude for shooting with intent to 
kill in a quarrel with a fellow-soldier, 
and is at present serving his sentence 
in Portland Prison. I gather from a 
Report from the Horse Guards that 
evidence of the pprisoner’s good 
character was before the Court which 
tried him, but the Report is silent as to 
the other allegations, that he bore an 
excellent character in the Army and 
was highly commended for bravery 
and soldierly conduct by Colonel 
Bromhead, and that he was suffering 
from jungle fever, while no injury 
was done by the shooting. The 
Memorial was sent to the Horse 
Guards, and not to the Home Office. 
The case has been fully considered by 
the Military Authorities, and I am 
informed that they are unable to 
recommend any mitigation of the 
sentence. 


ELECTION OF GUARDIANS IN CORK 
UNION. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Recorder 
of Cork has confirmed the sentences 
= against Mr. Edward Fitzgerald, 

-L.G., of Cork Union, in eight cases 
of forging and tendering proxy voting 
papers in hisown favour in the late Guar- 
dians election ; and whether the Local 
Government Board propose to remove 
Mr. Fitzgerald from the Board of 
Guardians and order another election ; 
if so, when ? 


Mr. MADDEN : The Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland have been in- 
formed that the Recorder of Cork has 
confirmed the convictions against Mr. 
Fitzgerald. The Board have accord- 
ingly taken steps to set aside his 
election, and for the ordering of an 
election to fill the vacancy caused 
thereby. 


Mr. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 
the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that Major Kirk- 
wood, Local Government Board In- 
spector appointed to conduct an inquiry 
into the circumstances attending the 
election of three Guardians, Messrs. 


Mr. Matthews 


{COMMONS} 
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Creane, Roche, and Fitzgerald, 

to have been returned to the Cork 
Board of Guardians by means of the 
forgery of proxy voting papers, refused 
to take evidence on the question of 
forgery, on the grounds that he (Major 
Kirkwood) could not go outside bis 
instructions ; and whether, as it was 
to investigate charges of forgery that 
the inquiry was asked for, and as one 
of the three Guardians (Mr. Fitzgerald) 
has been convicted of eight c of 
forgery, the Local Government Board 
will so extend the scope of the inquiry 
as to enable Major Kirkwood to take 
evidence as to forgery ? 


Mr. MADDEN: The hon. Member 
appears to have been misinformed. The 
only cases in which the Local Govern- 
ment Inspector declined to take evi- 
dence in regard to forgery were those 
in respect of which no votes had been 
allowed, and which therefore, even if 
they were forged, did not affect the re- 
sult of the election ; but where it was 
alleged that votes had been recorded by 
the returning officer in respect of the 
forged papers evidence was taken by 
the Inspector. The Local Government 
Board see no necessity for re-opening 
the inquiry. 


THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF RADNOR- 
SHIRE. 

Cotonet HILL (Bristol, 8.) (for Mr. 
AtFRED Tuomas, Glamorgan, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the Standing Joint Com- 
mittee of the Radnorshire County 
Council have fixed the limit of age 
from twenty-five to forty for candidates 
for the post of Chief Constable of the 
county, although the limit is laid down 
at forty-five by the Police Act; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: By the rules 
made under 2 and 3 Vict., c. 93, the 
limit of age prescribed for candidates 
for the post of Chief Constable is ge 8 
five. I am advised that it is within the 


discretion of the Standing Joint Com- 
mittee of a County Council to curtail 
this limit, although it is not open to 
them to extend it. 
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LAND REGISTRATION AND THE IRISH 
LAND COMMISSION. 
Mr. WEBB (Waterford, W.): I 
to ask the Attorney General for 
Ireland if he will explain how it hap- 
pened that, although a circular dated 
lst March, 1892, was by the Irish Land 
Commissioners issued to the purchasers 
of land, informing them that they could 
have their purchases registered gratis 
under the Local Registration of Title 
Act, 1891, and designating the Clerks 
of the Crown and Peace for counties as 
the proper persons to apply to for 
istration purposes, a number of pro- 
prietors in the County of Waterford, 
on applying to Mr. Dennehy, the Clerk 
of the fom and Peace for the County 
and City of Waterford, were informed 
that he had nothing to do with the 
matter, and directed them to Mr. 
McCoy, solicitor, Waterford, the local 
Registrar, who informed them his fee 
in each case would be £2, even.if the 
farm consisted of only five acres; are 
the intentions of the Ret correctly indi- 
cated in the circular or in the replies 
of Mr. Dennehy and Mr. McCoy; and 
will the Land Commission be directed 
to issue clearer information concerning 
the exact intentions of the Act, or if the 
circular is correct will officials be re- 
quested to throw no unnecessary dis- 
couragement in the way of persons 
availing themselves of the provisions of 
the same ? 

Mr. MADDEN : It is expressly pro- 
vided by the Local Registration of Title 
Act that a tenant purchaser shall be 
entitled to registration within one year 
without charge for office fees. I will 
communicate with the local Registrar, 
for I cannot help thinking there must 
be some mistake as to the facts. Of 
course, if the tenant purchaser finds it 
necessary to employ a solicitor, that 
would not be covered by the provisions 
of the Act. I am extremely anxious to 
facilitate registration in every possible 
way under the Act. Iam in commu- 
nication with the Land Commission 
and others, and no effort will be 
spared to influence Local Bodies in 
facilitating the application of the Act. 
A large number of tenant purchasers 
have taken advantage of it, and I hope 
it may be possible to simplify the pro- 
cedure to make registration more acces- 
sible than it is at present. 
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SKIBBEREEN POST OFFICE. 


Mr. THOMAS HEALY (Wexford, 
N.) (for Mr. Maurice Heaty, 
Cork): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether his attention has been 
called to the resolution of the Skib- 
bereen Town Commissioners as re- 
gards the inconvenience and un- 
suitability of the existing post office 
in Skibbereen; and whether, seeing 
that a suitable site has been offered to 
the Department, situated in a con- 
venient and central position, and that 
post offices have been built in other 
Irish towns with a smaller population, 
a post office will be built at Skib- 
bereen ? 

Sr JAMES FERGUSSON: Yes, Sir, 
and the district surveyor has been in con- 
stant correspondence with the townclerk 
on the subject. I hope that a satis- 
factory result will be obtained. It is 
usual in similar towns for the post- 
master to rent an office, the Department 
furnishing the rent. The Department 
is anxious that a suitable office shall 
be provided at Skibbereen, the present 
accommodation being insufficient. 


FAIR RENT APPLICATIONS IN 
COUNTY CORK. 


Mr. THOMAS HEALY (for Mr. 
Maurice Heaty): I beg to ask the 
Attorney General for Ireland if the 
Irish Land Commission are now able 
to state when a Sub-Commissioner will 
sit in the County Cork for the hearing 
of fair rent applications ? 

Mr. MADDEN: The Irish Land 
Commissioners report that Sub-Com- 
missioners were continuously employed 
in the County Cork from December, 
1887, to the 22nd August, 1891, during 
which period there were at times as 
many assix Sub-Commissioners working 
in that county at the same time, and at 
no time less than two. A Sub-Com- 
mission will probably commence its 
sittings in that county at the beginning 
of the next Circuit. 


GOVERNMENT DRAWING EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 

I beg to ask the Vice President of the 

Committee of Council on Education 

whether his attention has been calied 


to the greatly increased difficulty of the. 
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test copy in the last examination in 
second grade freehand drawing; whe- 
ther, in view of the fact that no notice 
was given of the intention to make the 
test more difficult than in former years, 
and also of the endeavours now being 
made bv teachers of advanced age to 
obtain drawing certificates in order to 
retain their present positions, he will 
instruct the Inspectors of the Science 
and Art Department to deal leniently 
with the candidates at the forthcoming 
examination ; and whether he can 
assure the existing teachers, who have 
satisfied Her Majesty's Inspectors of 
Schools by their ieothine of drawing, 
that they shall not be compelled to 
obtain a certificate from the Science 
and Art Department ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Wiit1am Hart Dyke, 
Kent, Dartford) : The test copy in the 
last examination was_ intentionally 
made more complex, and in that sense 
more difficult, with a view to afford the 
candidates more opportunity of show- 
ing their ability, and the examiners of 
testing their skill. But the examiners 
will, in making their awards, take into 
account the nature of the test copy 
prescribed, and there is no intention of 
raising the standard abruptly. Whe- 
ther at any future time the Science and 
Art Department's certificate will be 
required must depend on further ex- 
perience of the operation of the present 
rule. But it is most improbable that 
those existing teachers who have shown 
by the results .of their teaching that 
they are qualified to teach drawing will 
be required to obtain a certificate, and 
it is the intention of both Departments 
to administer the regulations on the 
subject with special regard to the in- 
terests of the older ciass of teachers. 


SWAZILAND. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, having regard to the im- 
portance of the territories of Zanbana 
and M’Begisa on the future of Swazi- 
land and the newly-annexed portion of 
Amatongaland, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will act on the advice given by 
Sir Charles Mitchell, Governor of Zulu- 
land in 1889 [C. 6200], and annex the 
said territories, or o ise prevent 

Mr. Talbot 


{COMMONS} 
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foreign influence obtaining control over 
the Lebombo Mountains ? 

“THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
J. W. LowtHer, Cumberland, Penrith 
(who replied): My right hon. Frien 
(Baron H. de Worms), who is 
unavoidably absent, has asked me 
to say, in view of the provisions 
of the Swaziland Convention, that 
Her Majesty's Government do not 
consider it open to them to entertain 
a proposal to annex the territories of 
these chiefs. They are not aware that 


any foreign influence is obtaining con- 
trol over the Lebombo Mountains, and 
are fully alive to the importance of pre- 
venting such a result. 


Mr. LAWRENCE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment intend to facilitate the con- 
struction of a harbour and railwa 
from Sordwana Point to the Swazilan 
frontier under the concessions granted 
by native chiefs to Colonel Cvope ; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government 
will lay upon the Table the whole of 
the Correspondence which has taken 
place in reference to Colonel Coope’s 
concessions between the Governor of 
Zululand, the Colonial Office, the 
Mapootaland Syndicate, Mr. Van Laun, 
and others interested in the scheme, 
from the year 1883 up to the present 
time, including the recommendations 
from the following Chambers of Com- 
merce—namely, London, Birmingham, 
Leeds, Bradford, Liverpool, and 
Sheffield ? 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (who re- 
plied): The Secretary of State has re- 
ferred for the consideration of the High 
Commissioner in South Africa and the 
Governor of Zululand the question 
whether permission can be granted for 
laying a railway between Sordwana 
Bay and the western limit of British 
Zulu territory. If they report favour- 
ably the permission will granted 
by the Zululand Government, and will 
not be « concession from the local 
chiefs. The Correspondence referred 
to in the second part of the question is 
incomplete, and the Secretary of State 
cannot undertake at present to lay it 
before Parliament. 
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Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Can the 
hon. Gentleman say whether, before 
any such concession is granted, com- 
munication will be made with the 
Powers having authority over the 
neighbouring territory ? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will give notice of that ques- 
tion to the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies. ; 


MR. PURDIE’S CASE. 


Mr. RICHARD CHAMBERLAIN 
(Islington, W.) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is in a position to give any 
further information as to the case of 
Mr. Purdie, arrested by the French 

lice on a false charge, and for several 

ys refused permission to communi- 
cate with the British Ambassador ? 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The French 
Government have expressed regret for 
the unfortunate mistake by which 
Messrs. Purdie and Lockwood have 
been subjected to serious personal in- 
convenience ; but they maintain at the 
same time that the police acted with 


perfect good faith, and that French 
citizens would have been similarly 
treated under similar circumstances. 
With reference to the refusal of the 

rmission to communicate with the 

ritish Embassy, further communica- 
tions are in progress with a view to 


arriving at an arrangement for 
similarity of treatment in such cases in 
the two countries. 


SCOTCH PRISONS. 


Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM 
(Lanark, N.W.): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether it is his intention to 
submit proposals to the Treasury con- 
sequent upon the Report of the Com- 
mittee of Inquiry on Scotch Prisons, in 
time to enable effect to be given to it 
before the Dissolution ? 


*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Prarson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew's 
Universities) : The Secretary for Scot- 
land intends immediately to submit 
proposals to the Treasury relative to 
this subject, but is, of course, unable 
to say whether effect will be given to 
them before the Dissolution of Parlia- 
ment. 


{16 Jung, 1892} 
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METROPOLITAN CABS, 


Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if the police 
have any instructions to take the num- 
bers of and summon cabmen who seek 
for fares while ‘‘ crawling ’’? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: The police in- 
structions provide generally for carrying 
out the Acts relating to public car- 
riages, and the Orders of the Secretary 
of State made under those Acts. By 
an Order of the Secretary of State, 
dated 10th March, 1871, the police are 
enabled to summon drivers of cabs for 
plying for hire elsewhere than at some 
standing or place appointed for that 

urpose, or for causing obstruction by 
oitering or wilful misbehaviour. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: 
There are no other special instructions 
in reference to cabmen ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: No. 


POST OFFICE ACCOUNTS AND 
VOUCHERS, 


Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: 
I beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether it is true, as stated in a letter 
dated 13th May, 1890, and signed by 
W. Harris Nicolas, as chief clerk to 
the Exchequer and Audit Department, 
that, under an agreement entered into 
between the Right Honourable H. C, 
Raikes, M.P., as Postmaster General, 
and Sir Charles Lister Ryan, the 
Auditor General, all vouchers relative 
to Post Office accounts to the year 
1881-2 inclusive have been destroyed ; 
and whether he will consent to furnish 
the litigants in the actions of William 
Hind v. the Right Honourable W. H. 
Smith, as the First Lord of the 
Treasury and others, 1888, Joseph 
Steer Christopher v. the same, and 
William Hind v. the Postmaster 
General, with verified copies of such 
vouchers for £8,000,000, and also 
allow them or their agents to inspect 
the books and documents of the 
Electric and International Telegraph 
Company and the United Kingdom 
Electric Telegraph Company ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : It is the 
fact that all Post Office accounts and 
vouchers for the year 1881-2 have 
been destroyed. As regards the re- 
tention of Post Office accounts and 
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vouchers at the Audit Office, the only 
requirement of the Post Office is that 
they shall not be destroyed within six 
years, the period fixed by the Statute 
of Limitations. This requirement was 
communicated to the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in 1880, on the advice 
of the solicitor to the Department, and 
has since been maintained. 


EVENING TECHNICAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. RANKIN (Herefordshire, Leo- 
minster): I beg to ask the Vice President 
of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether, in view of the 
new regulation in the Code of 1892, 
Section 106, Sub-section (b), paragraph 
(v), it would be competent for the 
Technical Instruction Committee of 
any County Council to aid any evening 
schools with respect to those scholars 
who, having passed the fifth standard 
in an elementary school, are presented 
for examination in any special subjects 
which are permitted to be taught by 
the Science and Art Department as 
technical instruction subjects ? 


Sm WILLIAM HART DYKE: 
There is nothing, so far as I am aware, 
to prevent a Local Authority giving aid 
to evening schools in respect to those 
scholars who under Article 106 (b) (v) 
of the Code are no longer receiving 
instruction in the obligatory or standard 
subjects. 


EXAMINATIONS FOR CUSTOMS 
OFFICERS. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury will he explain why the Board of 
Customs gave no previous notice to the 
candidates attending the recent exami- 
nation for the position of first-class 
examining officer what subjects would 
be obligatory, what standard of 
efficiency they would require, or what 
value was attached in marks to each 
paper or question; and whether any 
value was given by the Board of 
Customs to the official characters pre- 
viously earned by, the candidates in the 
discharge of their duties ? 


Toe SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham) : 
All the subjects at such examinations, 


Sir James Fergusson 


{COMMONS} 





Customs Officers. 1276 


which are of a practical nature, are 
obligatory, and, therefore, no notice to 
this effect was n - It has not 
been the practice, nor do the Board of 
Customs think it desirable, to announce 
the standard of efficiency required or 
the number of marks to be assigned to 
each paper or question. Special inquiry 
was made as to the official character of 
each candidate, and none but candi- 
dates approved by the Board were per- 
mitted to be examined. : 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether a 
knowledge of gauging was obligatory at 
the recent examination for the position 
of first-class examining officer, and, if 
so, will he explain why officers who had 
no practical acquaintance with this 
duty were successful, and passed over 
the heads of senior practical gaugers ; 
and how many officers were admiited 
as having ‘approved ” characters for 
promotion to the examination, wherein 
all the subjects were obligatory, who 
from their first appointment to the 
second class of examining officers had 
only performed two or three out of the 
four kinds of duty on which they were 
examined ; and why the Board did not 
have the officers examined during the 
day, but required that they should pre- 
sent themselves after performing thei 
day’s work, a course which acted with 
severity against officers employed 
during the very inclement weather in 
January gauging in the open air, and 
how may this be remedied in future ? 


Sm JOHN GORST: Gauging was 
an obligatory subject, and of the officers 
who were successful all but one pos- 
sessed a practical knowledge of it. 
The appointment of this officer—who 
passed the written portion ofthe exami- 
nation—to the first class on probation 
was postponed until he had been in- 
structed practically and was reported 
to be an efficient gauger. In ome 
officers for examination the Board 
to consider only the character which 
they bore in the Service; their fitness 
for promotion in other respects was to 
be tested by the examination. Being 
a test examination, it was necessary 
that it should be in all cases on the 
same day and on the same papers, and 
the time of day was fixed after full 
conference with the practical officers 
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of the Department, who were in direct 
touch with the subordinate officers. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with reference to the system of award- 
ing marks at the recent examination 
for the position of first-class examining 
officer of Customs, which may have 
acted detrimentally to at least one 
experienced senior officer, whether it 
can be arranged that this officer, who 
passed the necessary qualifying standard 
in each subject, will receive his due 
promotion in the grade ? 


Tat CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER(Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I do not admit 
that the system was unfair to any can- 
didate, and I see no reason for treating 
exceptionally the case to which the 
hon. Member refers. The case has 
been carefully considered, and the 
Board of Customs have every desire to 
deal impartially with every officer. 


THE YEOMANRY COMMITTEE 
REPORT. 


Viscount EBRINGTON (Devon, 
Tavistock): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office what 
action he proposes to take on the re- 
commendations of the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The financial 
effect of the Yeomanry Committee's 
recommendations has been under the 
consideration of the Treasury; but, 
speaking generally, the Secretary of 
State is prepared to carry out the 
changes recommended in the Report, 
subject to variations in some of the 
minor details. 


DISTURBANCES IN UGANDA. 

CotoneEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if Captains Lugard and 
Williams have now enjoyed a much 
longer spell of leave than that usually 
allowed to regimental officers, and if 
the Commander-in-Chief would now 
recall these officers to their regiments ; 
if these officers now receive pay from 


the War Office; and if these officers 
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receive any pay from the East Africa 
Company, or money in any other 


shape ? 

Mn. BRODRICK: No question of 
leave arises, as these officers are 
seconded in their regiments. The 
period of seconding is usually for five 
years. They receive no pay from 
Army funds, and I have no knowledge 
as to their emoluments from other 
sources. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester) . had 
notice later on: To ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether 
Captain Lugard and Captain Williams 
are in receipt of full or half pay; and, 
if so, what services do they render 
Her Majesty in return for it? He 
now said: I believe the question has 
already been answered, but am I right 
in understanding that neither of these 
officers receives any pay ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir, the 
hon. Member is quite correct. Neither 
of these officers receives any pay what- 
ever from the Army funds. 


Sm WALTER BARTTELOT: 


(Sussex, North-West): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called 
to a statement in the Times of the 13th 
instant, with regard to Uganda, that 
the British East Africa Company have 
issued an order to abandon it; whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
allow the Company to abandon a sphere 
which has been allotted to Great 
Britain ; and whether any attempt is 
to be made to sustain Captain Lugard 
and his men in the position which they 
have occupied up to the present time? 

CotonEL NOLAN: Before the 
First Lord answers I should like 
to ask a question on the same sub- 
ject. I should like to ask the First 
Lord if care wiil be taken that any 
additional force under Captain Lugard 
will not be used either directly or in- 
directly for the purpose of confiscating 
the property of Catholics or of taking 
their lives ? 

Tae FIRST LORD or raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): In answer to the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman Cohes Nolan), 
I have to say that appears to 
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assume, firstly, that — Lugard 
has been employed in the destruction of 
the Catholics ; and, secondly, that Her 
Majesty's Government have approved 
of that course. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman is entirely in error in both 
those assumptions. With regard tothe 
question on the Paper in the name of 
my right hon. and gallant Friend, I 
have to say that I believe the Company 
have sent instructions to their agents 
to retire from Uganda at the end of the 
ear. The Government have not, as 
understand the matter, any power to 
compel them to stay. But it must be 
borne in mind that the withdrawal of 
the Company’s officers by no means 
implies the abandonmentof the country. 
I can give no opinion on the question 
put to me in the last paragraph until 
we obtain information as to Captain 
Lugard’s actual position and prospects, 
but I may remind my right hon. and 
gallant Friend that in our opinion the 
roper way to maintain our position in 
Geteis is to construct a railway to 
the eastern shore of Lake Victoria 
Nyanza; that the surveys are being 
rapidly proceeded with, and would so 
far seem to show that the project 
presents no engineering difficulties. 


Sm W. BARTTELOT: I should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman this 
one other question. As I understand 
his answer, it is the intention of the 
Government that we are to maintain 
the sphere in which Uganda is situated ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: I apprehend there 
is no intention of altering the sphere 
of British influence. 


SIR HENRY DRUMMOND WOLFF AND 
THE BUCHAREST LEGATION. 
Mr. LEGH (Lancashire, S.W., 
Newton): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
in view of the fact that, upon the 
appointment of Sir H. Drummond 
Wolff to the Bucharest Legation, that 
st was converted into a first-class 
ission, and the salary of the Minister 
raised from £2,500 to £3,500 in con- 
sideration of its increased rank and 
importance, whether he can state why, 
upon the promotion of Sir H. Wolff to 
another post, the salary of his successor 
was reduced by £1,000, the class of 
the Mission remaining unchanged ? 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The Lega- 
tion in Roumania was raised to a first- 
class Mission, but the salary attaching 
to the post was not increased. The 
allowance to Sir H. Wolff was a per- 
sonal one, and ceased upon his transfer 
to Madrid. 

Mr. LEGH: Is it thought desirable 
to continue the personal ainhind on 
Sir H. Drummond Wolff proceeding to 
his present appointment ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: No; the allowance 
ceased on his being sent to Madrid. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Does 
not the hon. Gentleman think it is 
desirable that some memorandum or 
statement should be given, explaining 
the nature of the case and the reasons 
for departure from ordinary practice ? 

Mr. LOWTHER: I think such a 
statement was made at the end of the 
Session by my right hon. Friend (Sir 
James Fergusson). 


RIFLE RANGES AT GREAT 
YARMOUTH. 


Sm HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether, 
having reference to the recent Report 
on the proposed ranges for a 
purposes in the New Forest, he woul 
now re-consider the question of estab- 
lishing ranges on the Nerth Denes, 
Great Yarmouth? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The difficulty in 
the case of the North Denes arises 
from want of room, but the Secretary 
of State is still giving the matter care- 
ful consideration. 


SOLDIERS AT POLITICAL MEETINGS. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the manner in which a number of 
non-commissioned officers and men of 
the 15th Hussars, now stationed at 
Cahir, were employed in connection 
with a political meeting held in a park 
in Cahir on Friday, the 3rd June; 
whether he is aware that the Hussars 
were employed with their horses and 
waggons carrying tables, forms, chairs, 
&c., from the cavalry barracks to the 
place of meeting in the park, and 
another co of the same regiment 
“Tare @ in removing the furniture 
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after the political meeting; and by 
whose orders and by what authority 
were these soldiers so employed ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: The following 
tel from the General Commanding 
in Ireland contains all the information 
I have on the subject of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question :— 

“Officer commanding 15th Hussars ee 

i mee to res ii 
a Fan I Fg 
commissioned officers or men of os mpueet 
w em nor 18 an 1 own 
Political meeting held as stated ® 

Dr. TANNER: Does the hon. Gen- 
tleman mean to say that the Military 
Authorities know nothing of the meet- 
ing being held ? 

Mz. BRODRICK: It is quite pos- 
sible that the meeting was held and the 
officer knew nothing of it ; the infor- 
mation is explicit that no men of the 
15th Hussars were employed. 

Dr. TANNER: Then it is an abso- 
lute denial that the men were there? 

Mr. BRODRICK : I have read the 
telegram, which gives all the informa- 
tion I have. 


BELFAST MEDICAL STUDENTS. 


Dr. TANNER: I to ask the 
. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
any further attention is being paid to 
the wish of senior and junior students 
in the Queen’s College, Belfast, for a 
Summer Session for Anatomy ; whe- 
ther he is aware that such a session is 
provided in Dublin, and that Belfast 
students requiring the additional course 
are at present compelled to take a 
Summer Session at Dublin University 
Medical School, at the Catholic Univer- 
sity, or the College of Surgeons, and 
whether any steps will be taken to pro- 
vide for the alleged want ? 

Mr. MADDEN: The President of 
the Queen's College, Belfast, reports that 
no application for a Summer Session 
of Anatomy has been made to him, nor 
is he of opinion that any necessity for 
it exists. 


PRIVATE NOTICES AT UIG POST 
OFFICE. 

Dr. CLARK : I beg to ask the Post- 
master General whether he is aware 
that, amongst the official notices in 
the Uig Post Office, a notice has 
been exhibited of the days on 
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which rent will be collected on the 
Kilmuir Estate, and calling upon the 
tenants to come forward on the rent 
days and make payment of their rent 
and arrears, so as to put themselves in 
a better position with the estate; and 
whether the postmasters are permitted 
to use their premises for notices of this 
kind ? 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: A 
notice such as that described was ex- 
hibited in the Uig Sub-Office ; but it was 
removed by the sub-postmaster some 
days ago. It is contrary to regulations 
to put any private notices among the 
official notices. 


EARLY SCOTTISH HISTORY. 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, as the Chronicles 
of the Picts and Scots and other Early 
Memorials of Scottish History, a volume 
published by the Treasury, is now out 
of print, it is intended to again reprint 
it for sale; and, if not, why not? 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: It is not in- 
tended to repriut the volume referred 
to, as it is not considered that there 
has been sufficient public demand to 
justify the expense to the public that 
would necessarily be incurred. 


Dr. CLARK: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the book is out 
of print, and that a premium of ten 
shillings is charged for it, and that no 
one can print it, the copyright being 
with the Ronseny ? 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: I believe the 


book is out of print. The first issue 
was a small one, and the public demand 
does not justify reprinting. 

Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): Does the right hon. 
Gentleman not think the book has a 
historical interest which should make 
it worth while to reprint it ? 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: I have not 
perused the book in question. 

Dr. CLARK: If the Treasury will 
not reprint it, will they waive the copy- 
right and allow others to print it? 

*Sir C. J. PEARSON: Perhaps the 
hon. Member will put that question to 
the authorities concerned. 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS HOURS OF 
LABOUR. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the Board of Trade propose to 
draw the attention of the Cambrian and 
four otherrailway companies mentioned 
to the following paragraph on page 4 of 
the Report of the Select Committee on 
Railway Servants (Hours of Labour) :— 

“ Sometimes long hours are evidently due 
to mismanagement, as in the case of the 
Cambrian, the Waterford and Central Ireland, 
and the Midland and South-Western Junction 
Railways ; sometimes to a congestion of traffic 
which ~— to have been seen and provided 
for by additional accommodation and addi- 
tional staff, as on the North British and the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ” ? 


“Tue PRESIDENT or tar BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micnaet Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I think it appears from 
the recent evidence before the Com- 
mittee and from the papers presented 
to the Committee that the particular 
instances referred to in this part of the 
Report were being remedied ; but with 
regard to the subject generally, I have 
given instructions to the railway depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade that the 
procedure recommended by the Com- 
mittee in reference to excessive over- 
time should at once be carried out, as 
far as is possible, without fresh legis- 
lation. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E.): I beg to ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the President of the Board of 
Trade a question of which I have given 
him private notice—namely, why the 
Report of the Select Committee on 
Railway Servants Hours has been 
issued without the Minutes of the Pro- 
ceedings which I understand and believe 
to be the usual course ; and whether, 
having regard to the general interest in 
the proceedings of this Committee, he 
will take steps to have the Minutes of 
the Proceedings issued immediately ? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
I was informed by the Clerk to the 
Committee that he had been told by 
the printers that, owing to the great 
length of the alternative Report which 
the hon. Member proposed, it would 
be impossible for him to print as usual 
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to be issued without very considerable 
delay. As a very inaccurate state- 
ment of the Report of the Com- 
mittee had already appeared in 
the public Press, I thought it 
most desirable, as the matter was 
one of considerable interest, that the 
accurate Report should at once be 
issued. I therefore directed that it 
should be issued at once without the 
proceedings, at the same time directing 
that the full Report and proceedings 
should also be issued as soon as 
possible without waiting for the 
evidence. 


EMIGRATION TO BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND: I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when he expects to introduce 
legislation sanctioning a loan of 
£150,000 to the Government of British 
Columbia, for the purpose of carrying 
out the policy of Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment of emigration from the 
Highlands of Scotland; and whether, 
before doing so, he will lay upon the 
Table of the House a copy of the 
Correspondence between Her Majesty’s 
Government and the Government of 


recent Act of the Legislature of that 
Colony bearing on the same subject ? 
Mx. GOSCHEN: A Bill is prepared 
of whieh I intend to give notice to-day. 
The Papers to which the hon. Member 
refers will be laid on the Table. 


MARRIAGES IN INDIA. 


Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that, in 
1887, the Reverend Father Millard, a 
Roman Catholic clergyman, was con- 
victed of abetment of bigamy, and 
sentenced to imprisonment by the 
Madras High Court, because he had 
solemnised the marriage of a Roman 
Catholic convert woman, who had been 
deserted by her husband, although the 
said marriage was in strict accordance 
with the rules of the Roman Catholic 
Church in such cases, which have been 
in foree among the Roman Catholic 
community in India for over 300 years, 
and in accordance with which numerous 
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such marriages have been solemnised 
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throughout the country, both before 
and the establishment of British 
rule, and their legality never previously 

uestioned ; whether the Secretary of 

tate for India will consider the de- 
sirability of directing the Government 
of India to pass a short Act embodying 
the original intentions of the Legis- 
lature in 1866, by which the legality of 





all such marriages may be clearly es- 
tablished with retrospective effect, and 
so that Roman Catholic clergymen in 
India may no longer run the risk of 
fine or imprisonment for performing 
their duty ; and whether the Secretary 
of State for India will cause to be laid* 
upon the Table all Correspondence 
connected with the above subject ? 

Mr. CURZON : Father Millard was 
convicted because he solemnised a 
marriage between a man anda woman 
the latter of whom by the law 
of the land was still the wife 
of anotherman. No steps were taken, 
as they might have been, under the 
Native Converts Marriage Dissolu- 
tion Act of 1866, to annul the first 
marriage before performing the second. 
The Indian Christian Marriage Law 
has recently on two occasions been very 
carefully revised by Acts IT. of 1881 and 
Il. of 1892, of the Governor General’s 
Council ; and it seems unnecessary to 
take any further action in the matter. 
The Secretary of State has no Corre- 
spondence on the subject. The case is 
reported at page 218 of the Madras 
Law Reports, Volume X. 

Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE: May 
I ask the hon. Gentleman is it to be 
understood that the only reason why 
this Roman Catholic priest was con- 
victed of the offence of marrying the 
couple was the fact that necessary pre- 
cautions had not been taken with regard 
to the former marriage ? 

Mr. CURZON: The hon. Member 
must draw what inferences he pleases 
from the first part of my answer. I 
merely state the facts. 


DISTRAINT FOR TAXES. 

Mr. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM : I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he has been in- 
formed that a man named Bird, repre- 
senting himself to be a tax gatherer for 
Brixton, entered the dwelling house, 


{16 June, 1892} 





No. 10, Zenoria Street, East wich, 


State College. 1286 


and refused to give his name or that of 
his fellow visitor, and distrained for 
taxes which he had never asked the 
landlord for; if the said Bird is as he 
represented a tax gatherer ; and if there 
is any redress for the illegal distraint ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN: Mr. Bird is the 
collector of taxes for the district. The 
taxes are payable on or before Ist 
January, and it is the duty of the 
collector to recover payment of them 
on the premises assessed. Collectors 
of taxes are not bound yee land- 
lords, and as the tenant of the house in 
— failed to pay on the repeated 
emands of the collector, the latter had 
no alternative but to enforce payment. 
As to the alleged refusal of Mr. Bird to 
give his name, Mr. Bird on entering the 
premises handed his warrant to the 
tenant, and called attention to his name 
which was inserted therein. Mr. Bird 
is appointed by the Local Commis- 
sioners, and is not an officer of the In- 
land Revenue Department. Any com- 
plaint as to his conduct should be made 
to the Local Commissioners. 


KISHNAGHUR STATE COLLEGE. 


Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India whether 
any proposals for the abolition of the 
Kishnaghur State College have been 
made by the Lieutenant Governor of 
Bengal ; whether he is aware that, both 
on the occasion of the foundation of 
the College and again in 1874-6, large 
sums of money were subscribed by the 
Maharajah of Nuddea and other resi- 
dents in the district for the endowment 
of the College, and that these sums of 
money were made over to the Govern- 
ment on the faith that the district 
would permanently enjoy the advantage 
of a first-grade State College; and 
whether the Government of Bengal will 
be instructed to take no irrevocable 
step in the matter until it has been 
submitted to the judgment of the 
Secretary of State in Council. 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): In accordance 
with the recommendations of the Edu- 
cation Commission, the Local Munici- 
pality was asked to take over the 
management of the Kishnaghur College. 
with a grant in aid; but seledall ibe 
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offer. It is, however, still hoped that 
the transfer of the College to local 
management may be effected, and it 
would be premature to contemplate the 
abolition of the College. The Govern- 
ment accepted an endowment of Rs. 
40,000 raised by public subscription for 
the support of a B.A. class. In the 
event of the closing of the class, it 
would be necessary forthe Government 
to deal with the question of the endow- 
ment. The subject is receiving very 
careful consideration in India; and 
the Secretary of State sees no reason 
for issuing any special instructiuns. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (New- 
ington, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the Petitions of 
British shipowners representing about 
5,000,000 tons of shipping, and forming 
@ very large proportion of the shipping 
using the Suez Canal, in which the 
shipowners strongly protest against the 
Provisionai Regulations and _ the 
proposed authorisation of the passage 
of tank steamers laden with petroleum 
on the Canal by reason of its climatic 
and other exceptional conditions, and 
in view of the fact that the shipowners’ 

tests have been sustained to the 

est in the Report of the eminent 
petroleum authorities, Sir Frederick 
Abel and Mr. Boverton Redwood, he 
will instruct the Government Directors 
on the Board of the Suez Canal to urge 
as Directors upon the Suez Canal 
Company, that the whole question 
shall be re-considered with the tech- 
nical assistance of Sir Frederick Abel 
and Mr. Boverton Redwood, with the 
object of securing the protection of 
navigation in the Suez Canal under 
Rules so framed that the flags of all 
nations shall receive equal treatment ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The 
Report of Sir Frederick Abel and Mr. 
Boverton Redwood has been placed 
before the Board of Directors of the 
Suez Canal Company, and it does not 
appear to be necessary to address 
further instruqtions to the British 
Directors on the subject. 


Ms. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lime- 
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tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the police rights of Egypt in regard to 
bulk petroleum in or on the waters of the 
Suez Canal, or in the ports situate in 
or along and adjacent to the Suez 
Canal, are limited to the sale of petro- 
leum ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : The nature 
and extent of the police rights of 
Egypt is a subject over which Her 
Majesty's Government has no control, 
and on which it is unable to express 
any opinion. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lime- 
rick, W.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs,in view 
of theposition established by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government that the Suez Canal 
Company cannot make Regulations or 
bye-laws in excess of the powers given 
under its concession, and the further 
fact established by Her Majesty's 
Government that the Egyptian 
Government is free to enact, under 
its police rights, regulations in relation 
to petroleum, wiil he inform the House 
what course is left to shipowners in 
the event of a conflict between the 
Regulations of the Suez Canal Com- 
pany and the Police Laws of Egypt in 
the matter of bulk petroleum in or 
on the waters of the Suez Canal, or in 
the ports of Egypt situate in, along, 
and adjacent to the Canal ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The 
question is a purely hypothetical one, 
and, in any event, it is not one for Her 
Majesty’s Government to determine. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether, seeing, as 
stated by him, that the Provisional 
Regulations of the Suez Canal Com- 
pany claim for the first time to make 
compulsory what has hitherto been 
optional, Her Majesty’s Government 
will advise the Suez Canal Company 
to withhold the Provisional Regulations, 
pending the decision of the Egyptian 
Courts as to the matter of the legality 
or illegality of the Provisional Regula- 
tions now submitted for the decision 
of the International Courts of ? 

Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: On Tues- 
day last I replied to an almost identical 
question put to me by the hon. Member 








rick, W.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
Mr. Curzon ee 
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1989 Theological Tests in 


for North Mayo (Mr. Crilly), and I 
have nothing to add to the answer 


which I then gave. 


HACKETSTOWN AND THE POST 
OFFICE. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
he is aware of the great inconvenience 
the inhabitants of the town of Hackets- 
town and the populous districts sur- 
rounding suffer for want of a telegraph 
office ; whether he is aware that 
Hacketstown has fourteen fairs in the 

, and an important weekly market, 
and that a delivery fee of two shillings 
is charged for a telegram from the 
nearest office at Kiltegan, a distance of 
three miles ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, and as Hacketstown has 
already good post office accommoda- 
tion, and as the cost of laying a wire 
between Kiltegan and Hacketstown 
cannot be much, he will have telegraph 
communication established at Hackets- 
town ? 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
question of an extension to Hackets- 
town was under consideration in 1883, 
and renewed inquiries on the subject 
have only recently been made. It does 
not appear, however, that there is any 
prospect of a telegraph office at that 
place being remunerative, and the De- 
partment is, therefore, not in a position 
to make the extension, except under 
guarantee. The amount of the guarantee 
required could be ascertained, and com- 
municated to the hon. Member. 


CUSTOMS’ BOATMEN. 


Mz. CUNINGHAME GRAHAM: I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will consider the 
advisability of giving more favourable 
consideration to the case of the boat- 
men, who are termed by him as the 
‘first line of defence of Her Majesty's 
Revenue”; whether he is aware that 
the boatmen desired the abolition of 
classification on condition that their 
yearly increment of £1 be raised to 
£2 10s.; whether that will be conceded 
them now, or will they be placed on 
the same footing as boy clerks as 
regards increment; and is he aware 
that, before the decision to abolish the 

two classes, a boatman could rise to 


{16 Jung, 1892} 
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the maximum of £80 in seventeen 
years, whereas under the present 
régime it will take twenty-five ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The ms’ 
boatmen, as well as all other branches 
of the Service, deserve and receive every 
consideration. The Board of Customs 
are carrying out the provisions of the 
Treasury Minute with strict impar- 
tiality. With regard to the remainder 
of the hon. Member's question, certain 
recommendations have just been re- 
ceived from the Board of Customs, 
which there has not yet been time to 
consider. 


Scotch Universities. 


EMMANUEL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. WILLIAM LOWTHER (West- 
moreland, Appleby): I beg to ask the 
Attorney General will he explain on 
what grounds he has sanctioned @ 
scheme for the sale of Emmanuel Hos- 
pital, Westminster, although theCharity 
Commissioners had refused their sanc- 
tion and the London County Council 
had also declared against the sale; and 
will Parliament have any opportunity 
of pronouncing a judgment a this 
proposal to destroy an ancient building 
and to build over an open site in @ 
crowded quarter of the Metro lis ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp Wesster, Isle of Wight): 
After most carefully considering 
whole of the evidence brought before me 
and given at the local inquiry, and 
personally inspecting Emmanuel Hos- 
pital, I came to the conclusion that in 
the interests of the Charity it was not 

ssible to continue to hold the existi 

uilding. As the law at present stan 
Parliament will not have any opportu- 
nity of pronouncing a judgment’ u 
the proposal, but I must not be under- 
stood to assent re the Mp rt on = 
proposal conveyed in the last 
of the hon. Menthets question. I sho d 
also like to mention that the whole 
matter is again under the consideration 
of Mr. Justice Chitty, before whom the 

roper parties were represented, and 
he has reserved his judgment. 


THEOLOGICAL TESTS IN SCOTCH 
UNIVERSITIES. 
Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Scotch Universities’ Commissioners 
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have yet presented to Her Mojeety 
their Report relating to the subject 
of Theological Tests in the Scotch 
Universities, which it is understood 
was settled by them some time ago ; 
and, if so, when that Report will be 
printed and circulated ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Com- 
missioners have not yet presented their 
on on this subject to Her Majesty, 
and it is understood that the terms 
have not yet been finally settled by 
them. 

Mr. BRYCE: May I ask the First 
Lord whether, if it is presented within 
the next fortnight or so, he will have it 
printed and distributed at onee ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: I am not sure 
that it will not have to be laid on the 
Table as a Parliamentary Paper ? 

Mr. BRYCE: It is, as I under- 
stand, a Report to be presented to Her 
Majesty. 

Mr. BALFOUR: Then I will in- 
quire into the matter. 


THE CASE OF JOHN HONIHAN. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General for Ireland what 
are the most recent reports of the 


condition of John Honihan, of 
Derry, Donoughmore, County Cork, 
at _—— undergoing imprisonment 
in Mountjoy Prison, who was recently 
seriously injured ; and whether, in view 
of the mitigating circumstances attend- 
ing his conviction, an early release will 
be recommended ? 

Mr. MADDEN: The General 
Prisons Board for Ireland report that 
the convict referred to sustained a com- 

und fracture of the bones of his left 
eg. The surgeon of the Prison states 
that the case is making satisfactory 
progress. The Lord Lieutenant has 
already had the conviction of this man 
before him on Memorial. His Excel- 
lency found that there were no miti- 

ating circumstances in the case, and 
ecided that the law must take its 
course. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. H. GARDNER (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he will move 
to discharge Order No. 24, Public 
Elementary Schools Bill, to-day in 


Mr. Bryce 


{COMMONS} 
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view of the opposition to that measure ; 
and without expressing any personal 
opinion as to the exemption of schools 
from rating I would ask him whether 
the restrictions on the use of schools 
for meetings contained in the Bill are 
not greater than those which now exist, 
so that the Bill must be strongly 
opposed on this side of the House ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): Of course I cannot 
discuss the merits of the Bill in 
answer to a question; but I may 
express my dissent from the view of 
the hon. Gentleman that the second 
part of the Bill will not confer a great 
advantage upon those who desire to 
hold meetings in schools. With regard 
to the Bill generally, I am afraid that 
it is now impossible to find time to pass 
it, as opposition has been promised 
from many quarters, and not alone 
from the other side of the House. In 
these circumstances, although with 
very great reluctance indeed, I am 
forced to come to the conclusion that 
it would be impossible to press it 
through during the remainder of the 
present Session. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): My right hon. Friend the 
Member for Midlothian (Mr. W. E. 
Gladstone) intended to be here, and I 
know that it would have been his 
object to suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman, and to ask his considera- 
tion of the propriety of doing 
at this stage of public business that 
which has often been done in former Par- 
liaments and former Sessions—namely, 
to take on the Saturday the last stage 


of the Appropriation Biil. The Appro- ; 


priation Bill could then be finished on 
Saturday next. I have looked care- 
fully through this long list of Bills upon 
the Paper, and, with one or two excep- 
tions which I will immediately name, 
I believe every one of these Bills could 
be disposed of either to-day, Friday, or 
Saturday. We all know that when a 
Bill is not opposed, and when there 
has been no j oe Rha requiring the 
Report stage, the consent of the House 
is very readily given to the Third Read- 


ing. I believe, with the exception of | 


No. 23, which is a Money Bill (the 
Mauritius Loan Guarantee), about 
which there will be no difficulty, and 
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which requires all the stages to be 
taken, reer ee yep ta 
Paper coul isposed of by Saturday 
og and this would, of course, 
relieve hon. Members, and allow them 
practically to go where they are much 
more wanted than they will be here. 
That applies equally to both sides. The 
right hon. Gentleman has very fairly 
said that he will take off the Paper No. 

24 Vy Public Elementary Schools Bill), 
and I imagine that for the same reason 
he will be willing to take off No. 9 
(Archdeaconry of Cornwall Bill). I 
have never read the Bill, but the mere 
title of it shows that it is an Ecclesias- 
tical Bill, and is, therefore, not an easy 
Bill to at any time, but especially 
now. ere is also the East India 
Officers Bill ; and the expression of 
opinion made on the other side of the 

ouse yesterday ought, I think, to 
convince the right hon. Gentleman that 
that Bill ought not to be proceeded 
with at present. If these three Bills 

disappear from the Government list, I 
can see nothing upon that list that 
might not be entirely disposed of in the 
present week. I am aware that a 
Saturday Sitting involves a certain 
amount of inconvenience ; but according 
to my calculations of the list, there 
would, in addition to the Appropriation 
Bill, be only one Bill that would have 
to be taken on Saturday, and it is un- 
opposed. As to the Indian Budget, an 
arrangement might be made whereby it 
could be taken next week if that were 
considered desirable. I venture to 
suggest these things to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s consideration. Ofcourse, 
it is not necessary for him to give 
notice until to-morrow of the Saturday 
Sitting, but he might consider the 
propriety of it between now and to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): Is the 
First Lord of the Treasury aware, with 
regard to Order No. 9 (Archdeaconry 
of Cornwall Bill), that the opposition 
1s not entirely confined to this side of 
the House ? 

_Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.): I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether it would be 
right to postpone the discussion of the 
Indian Budget to a period when, 
according to the right hon. Gentleman 
Opposite, all the Members of the 


{16 Junn, 1899} 
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House, or very nearly all of them, 
would have gone to their con- 
stituencies ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: In reply to 
my hon. Friend, no doubt, if the 
Indian Budget were taken next week, 
my hon. Friend the Under Secretary 
of State for India would have to address 
a very empty House, but I do not 
think that that is peculiar to this 
Session; for my recollection of previous 
Debates on Indian Budgets is that, 
however eloquent the speaker addressing 
the House may be, the audience, 
though select in point of quality, is 
very small in point of quantity. ith 
regard to the suggestion made by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite that we 
should have a Saturday Sitting, I 
should certainly have no objection to 
that course if anything could be gained 
by it, but I should be unwilling to 
take it if nothing is to be gained by it, 
because it compels Mr. Speaker and 
the officers of the House and a suffi- 
cient number of Members to be here to 
make a quorum. Now the House 
must sit next week, as there must be 
Business from the Lords; and it is 
impossible that we can adjourn until 
the early part of next week. I there- 
fore do not think that anything will be 
gained by having a Saturday Sitting. 
I do not mean that this must neces- 
sarily be a final answer, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman thinks it un- 
satisfactory I shall be prepared to give 
him a finai answer to-morrow. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian): I wish to say a 
single word in reference to what te 
fallen from the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Balfour) and from my right hon. 
Friend (Sir William Harcourt). To- 
morrow, I hope, we shall have some 
further information on the subject of 
the Bills that are to be proceeded with. 
On the question of the Saturday 
Sitting, undoubtedly we thought that 
for the sake of the greater security of 
expediting Public Business it might 
be wise ; but ifthe right hon. Gentle- 
man sees his way quite clearly without 
it, it is not our duty to endeavour 
to force it upon him or upon the 
House. I do hope that when we have 
further information about the Bills we 
shall likewise have further information 
on the subject of the day of the Dissolu- 
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tion. The arrangements of everyone, 
or of those who intend, or who have 
youth and vigour sufficient, to submit 
themselves anew to the constituen- 
cies, are to a considerable extent de- 
pendent upon a knowledge of the day ; 
and it undoubtedly would be a matter 
of very great and real convenience, 
with a view to fixing a number of 
necessary arrangements, if the right 
hon. Gentleman could give us some 
further light upon that subject to- 
morrow. I am quite in the hope that 
he will do so. I believe that he has 
had some information conveyed to 
him to-day on the part of the London 
trades with respect to a question which 
was raised here a few days ago as to the 
day of polling, and if he has had that 
information I have no doubt it will 
receive from the right hon. Gentleman 
his best attention. I am certainly in 


the hope that to-morrow we shall be 
put in a tolerably clear position as to 
the expectations of the Government 
for the final winding up of the Business 
and the discharge of the necessary 
preliminaries before the Dissolution 


takes place. 

Mr. PICTON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say that Order No. 9 will 
not be taken this evening ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: It will not be 
taken this evening. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): 
I wish to ask the Postmaster General 
whether official notice has been issued 
by the Post Office Authorities with re- 
gard to the acceptance of polling cards 
with the name of the voter only 
written on them at the halfpenny rate ? 

THe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Ferevusson, Manchester, 
N.E.): Official notice has been issued. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 234.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read. : 

THzt CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.) : 
I understand it would be more con- 
venient that the Bill should be re-com- 
nitted. 


{COMMONS} 
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Order discharged. 
Bill re-committed. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast. W.): If 
there are any Amendments to be made 
in the body of the Bill, shall we have 
to take the body of the Bill first, or the 
new clauses first and the body of the 
Bill afterwards ? 

Toe CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (Mr. Covurtyey, Corawall, 
Bodmin): The Bill being re-committed, 
generally the procedure will be the 
same as ordinarily in Committee. We 
shal! have to go through the clauses as 
they stand before taking the new 
clauses. 


Clause 1. 


Mrz. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
think the most convenient way will be 
for me to move the rejection of this 
clause in order to refer to the statement 
made yesterday by the Chief Secretary. 
An Amendment was moved by the hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton), 
and upon the Debate which then took 
place my right hon. Friend suggested 
that he saw a way of meeting the diff- 
culty that the hon. Member for West 
Belfast felt in agreeing to this clause. 
The proposal he made to the Com- 
mittee was to the effect that, the hon. 
Member for West Belfast having sug- 
gested that the Christian Brothers were 

repared to accept a form of Conscience 

lause, he was on his part ready to 
make ®& recommendation to the 
Commissioners of National Eduea- 
tion in Ireland to reconsider the 
rule which prevents the Christian 
Brothers becoming a portion of the 
national system of education in Ireland. 
When that statement was made by my 
right hon. Friend I felt constrained to 
say that I could not give my consent 
to it, and that I must, on behalf of my- 
self and my friends, hold myself and 
them perfectly free as to any future 
action we may feel compelled to take 
upon this suggested alteration of the 
rule of the National Board. That 
action had been commented upon in & 
way that I think is somewhat unfair 
both to myself and to my hon. Friends. 
It has been suggested in some impor- 
tant quarters in the Press that we who 
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were present here yesterday had adopted 
an attitude that differed more or less 
materially from the attitude adopted 

my hon. Friend the Member for 
South Tyrone a T. W. Russell), on 
the First and nd Reading of the 
Bill. That I entirely contest. The 
view which was expressed yesterday by 
the hon. Member for East Down (Mr. 
Rentoul) appears to me to be precisely 
that expressed by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone on the First and 
Second Reading of this Bill. I venture 
to remind the Committee of the opinion 
expressed by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. He said, speaking on 
the First Reading— 

“The right hon. Gentleman drew attention 
to the fact that, although this system of 
national education was a mixed system, yet 

the consent alike of Protestant and of 

atholic it was rapidly becoming denomina- 

tional. I challenge the fact itself, and I chal- 
lenge the description of the fact” ; 


and then he went on to say— 


“TI am agreeably surprised that the right 
hon. Gentleman a to have taken a little 
bit of everybody's advice, and the only persons 
left out in the cold are the Christian Brothers. 
The answer to that is, let them do as the 
monastery schools do and the convents do, and 
they will come under the national grant at 
once; but sc long as they insist upon a 
Catholic atmosphere in the schocls, they can- 
not end the rules of the National 
upon w! this system is founded tobe broken 
down to suit them.” 


Then, upon the Second Reading of the 
measure, my hon. Friend the Member 
for South Tyrone alluded to this 
peculiar aspect of the case, and drew 
attention to some evidence given by the 
Director of the Christian Brothers’ 
Schools before the Commission of 1867, 
not only with regard to the general 
character of Catholic denominational 
education, but also with regard to the 
character of the emblems. Then he 
went on to say— 

“I say that to introduce these schools into 
the national system of education would be to 
break _— oundation principle of that sys- 
tem. at may be a proper thing to do, but it 
should be done with fair ag ifn A and 

no- 


squarely, There is noreason why ev 
minational school should not be admitted if 
the Christian Brothers are admitted, and there 
is BO reason why the Church should not pro- 
eeed traightway to endow religious teaching 
of all kin 


. . But we in I have disesta- 
blished a Protestant Church, and we are not 
willing to endow another Church by this in- 
direct but thoroughly effective means.” 


{16 Jun, 1892} 
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The hon. Member for East Tyrone (Mr. 
Reynolds) said he objected to touch 
the question of denominational teach- 
ing; but that if it were touched at all, 
it should be dealt with as a new prin- 
ciple, and not by introducing the thin 
end of the wedge. It seems to me that 
his remarks were founded onthe same . 
a as those of the hon. Member 
or South Tyrone, and I would say that 
I and my hon. Friends draw a very 
strong distinction between denomina- 
tional teaching and the system of mixed 
education. I admit absolutely and 
frankly that the principle of mixed 
education in Ireland has been very 
seriously invaded not only by Members 
of the Roman Catholic Church, but by 
members of the Episcopalian and other 
Churches. The principle that now exists 
in Ireland is that of mixed and un- 
mixed education, but denominational 
teaching is excluded from all the 
schools under the Board. A member 
of the Board stated before a Royal 
Commission in 1870 that the intention 
of the founders of the system was to 
prevent any of the children going to 
schools under the Board from being 
subjected to any religious teaching to 
which their parents could object, and 
he went on to state that that principle 
was carried into effect by positive and 
absolute rules. Now, the right hon. 
Gentleman yesterday said he was 
willing to recommend to or to lay 
before the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland a fresh form of 
Conscience Clause. I have since com- 
municated with many gentlemen who 
would be in a position to form an 
opinion on this subject, and I have 
asked them to let me have their views 
with regard to it. They have done so ; 
and their view is that any alteration of 
the Conscience Clause which exists at 
the present time is objectionable, and 
would be a departure from the principle 
of this Bill. That being so, it is impos- 
sible for me to assent to the proposition 
of my right hon. Friend. Ihadno oppor- 
tunity yesterday, nor shall I have to- 
day, of taking the opinion of the House 
upon the question,so I simply state 
that the proposal is one which, so far as 
I can ascertain, is objectionable tothose 
who are best fitted to speak with 
authority on the subject of education 
in that. portion of Ireland which I 
\ 
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represent. I wish to point out that 


the form in which the right hon. | posed 


Gentleman made the proposal—I refer 
to the report of it in the Times—has led 
intelligent and competent authorities 
to entertain a dislike to it. I would 
here again refer to the evidence given 
_by the member of the Hducation 

Board in Ireland before the Commis- 
sion in 1870. When asked— 


“ Are the emblems in the schools such as 
would be objectionable to Protestants ?” 


his reply was ‘Yes, I think so.” 
Now, having regard to the various 
objections which the Christian Brothers 
have had to coming under the system of 
the National Education Board in 
Ireland, it may be imagined that the 
proposal made yesterday by my right 
hon. Friend (Mr. Jackson) went further 
than it really did. I will read what 
the Pall Mall Gazette says upon the 
subject— 


“ The schools of the Christian Brothe 
Mr. Jackson agrees, shall participate in the 
additional grants now to be made. Some 
form of Conscience Clause is to be introduced, 
but the Catholic emblems are not to be re- 
moved, nor of course is Catholic religious 
instruction during hours not devoted to 
secular teaching to be interfered with.” 


It goes on to say— 
“ And thus it remains true to say that every 


glass of whisky drunk during the Belfast 
Convention will contribute something to the 
maintenance of Catholic emblems in the 
schools of the Christian Brothers.” 


Now, I do not think that the words 
of my hon. Friend bear that meaning ; 
but if the interpretation given to them 
by such an important organ—at all 
events, in Radical circles—as the Pall 
Mall Gazette isa true one, and they 
mean something very different from what 
my right hon. Friend intended, it can 
be understood that I and my hon. 
Friends are anxious to have a definite 
statement from the right hon. Gentle- 
man as to the real extent of 
the offer he made _ yesterday, 
and which was accepted by the hon. 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton). 
This is a matter of very great import- 
ance, upon which’ Iand my hon. Friends 
have the strongest possible opinions, 
and I trust, therefore, it will not be 
considered that I have unduly taken 
up the time of the Committee. 


Mr. Macartney 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question pro- 
, ‘* That the Clause be omitted.” 
—(Mr. Macartney.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause 
stand part of the Bill.” 

(4.44.) Coronet NOLAN (Galway, 
N.): The hon. Gentleman, who, I be- 
lieve, is a large shareholder in the 
Pall Mall Gazette, has certainly 
advertised that paper uncommonly well 
in the House of Commons. The 
leading article he has quoted appears, 
to a certain extent, to express triumph 
over some of the Ulster Members. As 
for the statement that 

sag ee be of whisky 
Belfast Convention will contribute something 
to the maintenance of Catholic emblems in the 
schools of the Christian Brothers,” 
no doubt it is true in a sense, as it 
would also be true that every glass 
drunk would help to maintain other 
schools in Ireland, or that every 
glass drunk at a meeting held for the 
overthrow of the British Government 
would tend to the support of the British 
Army and Navy. Now. what is the 
present position of affairs in the towns 
of Ireland? The boys of the schools 
are getting no help whatever from the 
State, simply because the Christian 
Brothers only receive assistance from 
the Science and Art Department, which 
is very small and inconsiderable. I 
cannot understand why Protestants in 
the North of Ireland should care so 
much about the education of Catholics 
in other parts of Ireland. I would 
point out that the Conscience Clause 
suggested by the Chief Secretary will 
thoroughly protect all Protestants. It 
appears to me that the hon. Member for 
South Antrim has referred to the 
article in the Pall Mall Gazette merely 
in order to show that his Parity are not 
beaten. But we do not consider 
his Party at all; we only want 
to get a share of taxation for the edu- 
cation of boys in Ireland. We believed 
that the result of the compromise sug- 
gested by the right hon. Gentleman 
would be that the Christian Brothers 
would get a fair share of the fee grant, 
and it was upon that understanding 
that we withdrew our opposition to the 
Bill. On the whole, I think it is a 
fair and straightforward arrangement, 
and the article read by the hon. Mem- 
ber ought not to interfere with it. 


drunk during the 
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Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Antrim made a speech 
with the object of getting a declaration 
from the Chief Secre , and the dis- 
cussion ought to be confined to that. 

(4.49.) Mz. SEXTON : The question 
at issue yesterday was whether schools 
should be included in the Bill unless 
they were declared by the State to be 
inefficient. I withdrew my Amendment 
and agreed to accept the concession of 
the right hon. Gentleman. The hon. 
Member for South Antrim, on no better 

than some racy and humorous 
remarks in an article in an evening 
newspaper, invites the House to re- 
n the question. I trust that the 
ouse will be satistied with the full De- 
bate which has taken place with regard 
to it, and not agree to go over the same 
ground again. Had the schools of the 
Christian Brothers been excluded from 
the Bill, it must have proved abortive 
in the towns and cities of Ireland, as it 
could never have been carried into 
effect. As to the form of the Conscience 
Clause, I would point out that that 
which is enforced in the primary 
schools is one which was devised by 
the Board itself, and that it has never 
received the sanction of Parliament. 
It is one also that has been constantly 
objected to, and twenty years ago it 
was condemned by a Royal Commission 
consisting equally of Protestants and 
Catholics. I challenged hon. Members 
yesterday to say in what respect the 
Conscience Clause under which the 
schools of the Christian Brothers work 
differs from the Conscience Clause en- 
forced in the primary schools of Eng- 
land and Scotland. There was no 


It is substantially the same. 
We desire not only that the Christian 
Brothers’ schools, but that the schools 
of the Church Education Society and 
other Protestant voluntary schools in 
Ireland should benefit by the Bill. 


answer. 


There was no suggestion to override 
the rules of the National Board, or 
that any schools should be brought 
under the Bill unless they complied 
with those rules. The s sticn made 

terday was that it should be re- 
erred to the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland to consider a re- 
vision of their rules, so that they may 
be better applied to the primary sys- 
tem of education in Ireland. The posi- 
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tion taken up by the hon. Member 
for South Antrim was that the 
Commissioners should not be allowed 
to consider the revision of their own 
rules. But surely you would have 
established a new state of thi 
Under the Bill as it stood you would 
have had neither free nor compulsory 
education. The parents could not have 
been fined if they sent their children to 
the Christian Brothers’ schools, and 
the managers of those schools could not 
be compelled to receive them without 
payment. Therefore, I rs that the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for 
South Antrim is not entitled to serious 
consideration. 
*(4.55.) Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE 
(Stockport) : The hon. Member who has 
just sat down states that the Con- 
science Clause is an absolute security. 
I agree with him, and, therefore, I ask 
what is the necessity for the clause 
relating to the religious objection of 
parents to send their children to a 
school? If the Conscience Clause is 
an absolute protection, why is anything 
more required? The insertion of this 
provision is an admission of the prin- 
ciple that it is not a protection, and 
opens the door to the argument that 
there must be a Board School in every 
English parish, and ‘the effect of them 
in Ireland may be to do away with 
compulsory education. 

(4.59.) Mr. JACKSON: The hon. 
Member for South Antrim has quoted 
a newspaper article, but anyone who 
heard the statement I made yesterday 
must know that it could aot be inter- 
preted as it has been interpreted in 
that article. The question raised by 
the hon. Member for West Belfast 
Mr. Sexton) was as to the Conscience 

lause in the Intermediate Act of 1878, 
which he said the Christian Brothers 
preferred to the clause in the rules and 
regulations of the Education Board. 
The question I was asked was whether 
I would consent to refer to the 
National Education Commissioners 
whether that clause might be substi- 
tuted in the rules and regulations of 
the Commissioners in place of the 
clause which now exists. I tried to 
clearly express my opinion, and I be- 
lieve my actual words were, ‘I decline 
to make any recommendation to the 
Education Commissioners.” I still 
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hold that opinion, and I say that the 
proposal made to me was one that I 
not reasonably resist. I shall not 
diseuss the question as to whether or in 
what respect the Conscience Clause in 
the Intermediate Education Act of 1878 
differs from the Conscience Clause in 
the rules and regulations of the Com- 
missioners, because I do not desire to 
express any opinion upon the relative 
merits of these two clauses. The 
simple question was that certain 
schools in Ireland which objected to 
the Conscience Clause in the rules 
and regulations of the Education 
Commissioners were willing, and in 
fact were working under the clause 
which has been prepared by Parlia- 
ment, and embodied in the Act of 
1878. I thought, and think still, 
that the proposal was not in itself 
unreasonable, and I certainly did 
assent to the question being referred 
to the National Education Commis- 
sioners to say whether they were able 
to accept that clause in lieu of that 
ineluded in the rules and regulations. 
And, as was stated by the hon. Member 
for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton), of course 
no grants will be made to either the 
Christian Brothers’ Schools or to the 
Church Educational Schools, or to any 
of the other schools, without con- 
forming to the rules and regulations 
of the Education Commissioners. I 
must say that I consider the inter- 
pretation which has been given one 
entirely unwarranted by anything I 
said, and I hope, after this expression 
of opinion, my dy Friend will feel that 
there is no justification for the con- 
struction which has been put upon it. 
*Mr. BARTON (Armagh, Mid): I 
desire to associate myself with my hon. 
Friend the Member for South Antrim 


in reference to this concession, 
which I quite understand my 
right hon. iend gave, with the 


object, perhaps, among others, of 
ensuring that this valuable measure 
should not be lost. While joining in 
the protest, I fully recognise that, and 
Iam sure the House will agree with 
the wish that the* Bill which will un- 
doubtedly confer great benefits on Ire- 
land should pass. My right hon. Friend 
will fully understand the position in 
which we are placed. We are the only 
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Ulster constituencies, and those con- 
stituencies feel deeply on this question. 
From the first, one of the peints they 
have insisted on is the one now in 
question. I have received this reso- 
lution from the Free Education Com- 
mittee— , 

“The Committee desire to express i 
unshaker adherence to the Conscience Homo 
as at present enforced in National Schools.” 
Thus I am only performing my duty in 
saying we regret that the right hon. 
Gentleman has in any way relaxed that 
rule. As I understand, my right hon. 
Friend has spoken of referring one 
matter only to the Commissioners for 
consideration—namely, the question of 
substituting the Conscience Clause in 
the Intermediate Act for the Conscience 
Clause at present enforced in the 
national schools. I did not hear any- 
thing further in his speech. He said 
that he was only going to refer that 
matter to. them, and thus he cannot 
be misunderstood as pressing on the 
Board a course of action. While 
I think the explanation of my right 
hon. Friend has fully disproved the 
unfortunate construction which certain 
newspapers have placed upon his state- 
ment, my right hon. Friend will recog- 
nise that my hon. Friend and I are 
only representing the views of the 
Protestant community of Ireland in 
saying that we do object to “y relaxa- 
tion of the rules. Wecannot, however, 
push that objection to the length of in 
any way stopping a measure which will, 
I have no doubt, not only confer great 
benefits upon Ireland, but also great 
credit on the right hon. Gentleman. 

Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I am afraid that I 
am partly responsible for the in- 
convenience to which my hon. Friend, 
or, rather, the other Representatives 
from Ulster, have been placed by not 
being able to be present here at the 
discussion of 2 measure in which they 
take great interest. My hon. Friends 
will recognise that the course of Busi- 
ness during the present week has been 
difficult to manage so as to suit the 
convenience of everybody, and that 
really the Government had no choice 
but to take the Bill on the day we did 
take it. I had less reluctance in 
coming to that arrangement, as I am 
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onvinced that in reality no question 
been raised either yesterday or to- 

y which can legitimately arouse the 
gusceptibilities of any section of the 
otestant ng erage of Ireland. 
Vhat my right hon. Friend has done 
to promise that the National Board 
Education should consider two 
ternatives to the Conscience Clause. 
do not wish, of course, to express an 
ppinion upon this clause, but I think 
may say that no one has contended 

hat the Conscience Clause embodied 
the Act of 1878—a Conscience 
lause accepted by all the sections of 
ish opinion at that time, and it never 
been criticised, so far as I know, 
any body of Irish opinion since— 
will, I think, pretend to 
gontend that that Conscience Clause is 
stringent in its character or less 
pable of affording adequate protec- 


DDOU 


tion to all children, to whatever deno- 
mination they may belong, in Ulster 
lor any other part of Ireland. The 
@uggestion has been made that my 
fight hon. Friend went much further 
than that—that he proceeded not 
merely to suggest the consideration of 


two alternatives to the Conscience 
Clause, but that he alsodesired to have 

he other rules and regulations of the 
d of Education overhauled with a 
view to modifying the present system 
by which education is regulated in 
Treland; and suggestions have been 
‘made that my right hon. Friend desired 
either directly or indirectly to open 
vexed and most controversial questions. 
That is not a legitimate conclusion to 
poything my right hon. Friend said; 
it does not express either the views or 
intentions of the Government, and that 
being so, I hope my two hon. Friends, 
who are the only Representatives of 
Ulster present, will feel that we have 
not in any way attempted to carry into 
this Bill any question to which parti- 
cular objection can be taken by any 
section of Protestant opinion in Ulster 
or any other part of Ireland. 


Mr. SEXTON : I only wish to add 
my deliberate opinion that any arrange- 
ment which may be made which does 
hot result in the admission of the volun- 
tary schools will render this Act, so far 
&s compulsion is concerned, a dead 

r. 


Bo 
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Mr. BARTON: I admit that the 
statement of the First Lord of the 
Treasury has done good, to my mind, 
and while recognising that my right 
hon. Friend has made a statement 
which it would be disrespectful not to 
accept, I regret myself that any relaxa- 
tion was made. 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: In refer- 
ence to this clause I would point 
out that if no school suitable for the 
education of children exist in a neigh- 
bourhood, it is only necessary to make 
representations to the Education De- 
partment, and a School Board district 
can be formed. It seems to me these 
words are really unnecessary. If you 
say that no employer shall compel a 
child to attend a school to which the 
parent objects, the meaning is that an 
employer can compel a child to attend 
school if the parent does not object. 
That, however, is not the case. An 
employer cannot, either under the 
Factory Act or under this Bill, compel 
a child to attend school. I consider 
the words are unnecessary and incon- 
sistent with the rest of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed, 


In e 2, lines 18 and 19, to leave out after 
on 1801 the words “but no employer shall 
compel a child to attend a schoo! to which its 
parent objects on religious ,rounds.”—(Mr, 
Sydney Gedge.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappben, Dublin 
University) : The words proposed 
to be left out were vienna sug- 
gested from the opposite side of the 
House, and they met with very general 
support. I do not myself apprehend the 
disastrous consequences which my hon. 
Friend assumes. I submit to the Com- 
mittee that the Amendment should not 
be accepted. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Yesterday I 
opposed the insertion of these words, 
and I venture to suggest to the Com 
mittee that neither the Government nor 
the Front Opposition Bench knew 
exactly what the positions of the em- 
ployers and half-timers were under the 
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Factory Act and under this Bill. M 
advice was not taken, and I discove 
almost immediately after the decision 
that the view I took that Irish em- 
ployers were guilty of no action peculiar 
to themselves was perfectly correct. 
They have done precisely what is being 
done in England, and in Scotland, at 
the present moment, and has been done 
for some years—that is, they make ita 
condition of the employment of chil- 
dren as half-timers that they shall go 
to a particular school. That is all that 
has n done in Ulster, and that is 
what is going on at the present 
moment in England. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Leicester (Mr, Picton) put a 

uestion to the Vice President of the 

uncil for Education (Sir William 
Hart Dyke) to the following effect :— 

“Whether he is aware that in the town 
and district of Rochdale, when children are 
taken from a Board School for employment 
as half-timers, it is frequently the practice 
of their employers to insist that the children 
should be taken from the school preferred by 
the parents and sent to some other school 
selected by the employer, and most commonly 
of a denominational character; and whether 
parents who send their children into employ- 
ment as half-timers thereby lose the right to 
the free choice of a school; and, if not, 
whether he can take any means to prevent the 
inaction of this right in Rochdale and the 
neighbourhood ? ” 


The Vice President replied— 


“ So far as I am aware, no complaint of the 
kind s' ted has reached the Diepevhnent, 
and I do not know of any practice in the 
matter calling for interference. It is obvious 
that a parent's right to select a school cannot 
be affected by the fact that a child attends as 
a half-timer, but it may be the case that a 
school is sometimes maintained in connection 
with a factory in which a child is at work, 
and the child ig@gxpected to attend that school 
as a matter of convenience.” 

What the Vice President said with 
regard to England is precisely the 
operation of the law in Ireland. Nor 
are there any means in Ireland more 
than in England which can deprive the 
parent of the right to select a school 
for the education of his child. What 
happens is this—that in Ireland, as in 
England, the employer says: ‘If your 
child is to be employed in my factory 
or mill as a half-timer, then I make it 
a condition of employment that he or 
she should go to a certain school”; 
and this is not only for the convenience 
of the child, but also for the benefit 
of its education. It is convenient that 


Mr. Macartney 
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the children who are half-timers in a 
SS factory should go to the 

alf-time school, where every arrange- 
ment is made for their convenience and 
for the benefit of their education. What 
did the Committee do yesterday? 
While permitting in England @ system 
which enables the employers to make 
it a condition of employment that the 
child should go to a particular school, 
you decided to penalise the Irish em- 
ployer if he should observe that pro- 
cedure. I think the Committee were 
in a great hurry, and that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland is taking a very light view 
of the effect of the clause. Either 
it has no effect, and so is absolutely 
unnecessary, or else it will have some 
effect upon the employer in Ulster and 
in other parts of Ireland, and does make 
this a condition of the employment of 
half-timers. If that isso, itis an unjust 
interference with the conditions an em- 
ployer ought to be able to impose, and 
the words, therefore, ought not to be 
introduced into the clause. I hope 
the Committee will acsept the Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEXTON : No doubt the Com- 
mittee were in a hurry at half-past 
five, but at the hour at which these 
words were adopted they were not in 
a hurry. The question was debated 
at leisure by the hon. Member and 
others, and the Committee, after hear- 
ing all that was said on both sides by 
Gentlemen who were under no obliga- 
tion to consult their sentimenis, 
divided upon the question, and in the 
Division 106 Members of all parties 
voted for the insertion of the words, 
and ten Members voted against it. Of 
the ten Members, we have learned that 
four got into the wrong Lobby. There- 
fore, it really was a Division of 110 
against six. That having been the state 
of opinion in the House of Commons, 
after the simple question had been 
clearly explained, it argues hardi- 
hood on the part of the hon. Gentleman 
to raise the question again to-day. The 
abstract reasoning of the hon. Member 
for Stockport (Mr. Gedge) has little to 
do with the case. The hon. Member is 
a fine example of the Englishman who 
knows more about Ireland than the 
men who have lived there all their life. 
He considers his abstract reasoning 18 
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superior to their knowl of the 
en ame conditions of life ; ae submit 
that knowledge of the actual conditions 
of life is more important than the 
abstract reasoning of the hon. Member 
for Stockport. I endorse what I said 
yesterday, upon the authority of a 
gentleman who was formerly President 
of the National Teachers’ Associa- 
tion, and upon the authority of a 
gentleman responsibly connected with 
education, that in many parts of Ulster 
the employers do compel Catholic chil- 
dren in their employment on pain of 
dismissal to go to a school taught by 
Protestant teachers, although there is 
a Catholic school taught by a 
teacher available. I 1 that an 
outrage on fair play; I call it 
an unjustifiable assault on con- 
science; I call it tyranny. The hon. 
Member yesterday challenged me to 
give particulars. I did not wish to give 
the names, nor will I now. But since 
yesterday I have had telegrams assur- 
ing me upon the authority of well- 
known gentlemen that there is an 
important firm in Belfast which deducts 
school fees from the wages of children 
who attend the Catholic school. If a 
child, Catholic or Protestant, attends 
the Protestant school there is no 
deduction of school fees; and further, 
the firm pays the Protestant teacher 
£30 per year, and the Catholic teacher 
nothing. That is the sort of thing 
going on. I do not refer to Belfast 
ps ae gy The words I proposed 
embrace employers all over Ireland, 
whether Protestant or Catholic; and 
if I were a Magistrate, and a Catholic 
employer were brought before me for 
compelling a Protestant child to go to 
a Catholic school or deducting school 
fees from it because it went to a Pro- 
testant school, nobody would be more 
ready than I would to inflict a penalty. 
All I ask for is fair play and no allow- 
ance of tyranny by any man, whether 
Catholic or Protestant. I hope hon. 
Members will not delay the House 
much longer on a subject which pro- 
voked, I think, the most overwhelming 
Division I have known in my time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment negatived. 


Clause agreed to. 
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(Ireland) Bill. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5. 


Mr. MADDEN : I move to leave out 
the word “‘ wilfully,” in line 21. If the 
word remained in it would be necessary 
to prove that the employer wilfully 
employed a child which was under age. 
If the word were omitted no employer 
would then take in his employ a child 
under age. 

Amendment proposed, in page 3, line 
21, after the word “ fact,”’ to leave out 
the word “ wilfully.”—(Mr. Madden.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 6. 


Mr. MADDEN: I beg to move, in 
line 7, to insert the word ‘“‘and”’ after 
‘‘ metropolis,” 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 7 to 12, inclusive, agreed 
to 


Clause 13. 

On Motion of Mr. Mappen, the 

following Amendment was agreed to :— 
Page 6, line 30, after the word “the,” insert 

“ third,” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 14 and 15 agreed to. 


Schedule. 


Mr. SEXTON:: According to the 
first provision of the Schedule, the 
grant is to be applied in augmenting 
by twenty per cent. the existing rate of 
salaries of class teachers and of salaries 
of assistant teachers, and by three 
shillings and sixpence the capitation 
grant to schools receiving such grants and 
not having teachers paid by class 
salaries. Now, this augmented capita- 
tion grant is the amount to be paid chiefly 
to convent school teachers in order to 
render their treatment equivalent to 
that which the ordinary national 
teachers receive by the addition of 
twenty per cent. to their salaries. I 
am sensible that it would be very 
difficult to urge a case for a larger 
grant to the convent schools out of 
this icular sum of £210,000 a year ; 
but I desire to most seriously represent 
to the right hon. Gentleman the 











abt Agar ws malas 9S le NN a 





311 National Education 


unequal position of the convent schools 
of "Tedend in comparison with the 
national schools. By the most con- 
clusive test, that of inspection and 
examination, these convent schools 
are acknowledged to be the most 
efficient schools in Ireland. I lately 
cited some figures from the last annual 
Report of the Commissioners, which 
showed that the percentage of results 
in the convent infant schools was 
three per cent. better than that of 
the national schools, and that in the 
higher class the percentages were 
correspondingly better, until in the 
highest classes the percentage was 
sixteen per cent. better than in the 
other schools. The teachers in the 
convent schools are not classified, and 
they are therefore paid by a capitation 
grant which is for ordinary merit ten 
shillings per head per annum, and for 
special merit twelve shillings, 
r og result being that their 
salaries are forty-five per cent. 
lower than the corresponding salaries 
paid to the national school teachers for 
work that is not so good. Now, Sir, 
by this Schedule you increase by twenty 


per cent. the existing rate of class 
salaries of teachers and of the salaries 
of assistant teachers, and you give an 
increase of the capitation grant, which 
I admit is slightly larger than that 


given by salaries. How does the case 
now stand? As I have said, the exist- 
ing capitation giant for the convent 
schools is forty-five per cent. less than 
the present salaries of the national 
teachers, and therefore, in order to put 
the teachers in the convent schools on 
an equal footing with those in the 
national schools, you have first to 
increase the existing grant by forty-five 
per cent. and then to increase that by 
twenty per cent. Ithink the right hon. 
Gentleman will admit that I have put 
the case fairly and accurately as to 
facts, and J trust he will take care, 
although this matter may in his judg- 
ment be outside the purview of the 
Bill, that it does not escape the attention 
‘of the Education Board. 

(5.38.) Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, 
N.): I should like-to say a word on 
behalf of the national teachers in 
Ireland. We who suppurt them, not 
as against the Sisters or Brothers, but 
as the servants of the people, are placed 


Mr. Sexton 
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in an invidious position by the argu- 
ments of the hon. Member. “The hon. 
Member ought to recognise that the 
convent schools have the choice of 
children. For the most part their 
scholars are children belonging to the 
superior class of artisans and shop- 
keepers, and their attendance at school 
is regular; whereas the national schools 
have difficulties of climate, of poverty, 
and of the distances of the homes of the 
children from school. They are also 
handicapped in the matter of having 
to be trained and to have some ex- 
perience before they get their certifi- 
cates. These difficulties have been 
recognised by the hon. Member in the 
yet. I have heard him in this House 
escant upon the work of these national 
teachers, and compare them favourabl 

with any body of teachers in the British 
Empire. But to-day he takes up the 
cause of the Sisters against them. I 
feel on somewhat delicate ground in 
referring to these Sisters; but let me 
say at once that I respect both them 
and their work. These Sisters, how- 
ever, are simply acting teachers. They 
go through no course of training, but 
as teachers they have splendid oppor- 
tunities for earning handsome grants. 
Then they live in communities; they 
do not live in the world. But the 
teachers belonging to the national 
schools live in the world, and en- 
counter pecuniary difficulties unknown 
to the Sisters; and until the Sisters are 
placed on an equality with the national 
teachers as regards certificates and 
some other matters, I am not prepared 
to agree with the hon. Member for 
West Belfast on the question of their 
pay, although I am told by the hon. 
Member for North Longford (Mr. 
Timothy Healy) that my seat has been 
provided for, and that I shall not again 
have the opportunity of standing up for 
the national teachers in this House. If, 
however, this House does not afford me 
that opportunity, there are other means 
one can utilise; and I shall, whenever 
this matter is debated, take up my 
stand on behalf of the national 
teachers, and if comparisons have 
to be instituted I shall undertake to 
prove that the services of these 
teachers deserve more than the recog- 
nition accorded them in this Schedule 
I deprecate the tone which has been 
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into this Debate by the hon. 
Member for West Belfast. We hoped 
to have 


passed this Bill without an 
uestion being raised with 
regard to Sisters or lay teachers, with 
to monks or national male 
teachers. I would almost say it is 
unworthy of the hon. Member to raise 
these distinctions, and to thereby excite 
aconsiderable amount of ill-feeling in 


Treland. 

Mr. SEXTON: I think, Sir, my 
action in this House has shown whether 
or not I respect the national teachers. 
I am not against them, as the hon. 
Member seems to imply. I shall be 
happy to assist them to obtain further 
benefits, and I do not admit that any 
argument I have advanced in the 
interest of other schools prejudices in 
any degree the provision as to national 
teachers. The course of progress on 
this Bill has shown where the friends 
of the national teachers are. I think 
I may claim that by my exertions 
yesterday I saved this Bill; and I 
think I have shown for many years 
that I am one of the foremost, 
and perhaps one of the most judicious, 
friends of the national teachers in this 
House. 

Mr. JACKSON: No doubt the ex- 
amination of the convent schools shows 
asatisfactory state of things; but it 
must be borne in mind, in justice to the 
other schools with which a comparison 
has been made, that the convent 
schools have the advantage of more 
regular and continuous attendance on 
the part of their scholars. That un- 
wanes 4 makes a great deal of dif- 
erence with regard to the results. It 
should also be recollected that the con- 
vent schools may come under the clas- 
sification if they like, and claim all the 
advantages given to the national 
schools. I think the tendency ought 
to be in that direction. As far as I 
understand, the hon. Member for West 
Belfast does not propose to move any 
Amendment, because he admits that, 
as regards this money with which we 
are now dealing, we have given as 
fair a proportion to the convent schools 
as to the others. 

(5.45.) Mr. SEXTON: The Amend- 
ment I now have to pro relates to 
that part of the Schedule which fixes 
the h of service entitling an assis- 
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tant teacher to a bonus. It is ~~ 
posed that no assistant teacher of less 
than seven years’ service shall be 
entitled to any bonus. Sir, this is not 
& question of service ; it is a question 
of sharp necessity and mere subsistence. 
The assistant teacher in Ireland, 
although he may by hard study have 
passed his examination and reached the 
highest class, only receives the 

of the third class, and his whole 
average income is not more than £l a 
week ; while the female teacher in the 
same position only receives sixteen 
shillings a week. The right hon. 
Gentleman may think that these low 
salaries will have the effect of induci 
them to become principals, but I woul 
— out that there must always be a 
arge number of assistant teachers in 
Ireland. I would press upon the right 
hon. Gentleman the desirability of not 
insisting upon this seven years’ service 
as the qualification of the bonus of £9 
to each male and £7 10s. to each 
female, because the effect of that will 
be to shut out from its benefits a large 
number of teachers. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will see his way to 
accept my Amendment, because it 
involves a sum so trifling in comparison 
to the satisfaction which it would give 
to this humble but important body of 
public servants. 


Amendment proposed, in page 7, 
line 23, to leave out the word “ seven,” 
and insert the word “ three.”—(Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the word 
‘seven ’ stand part of the Schedule.” 


Mr. JACKSON: I am afraid I 
cannot accept the Amendment of the 
hon. Member. In addition to this 
bonus of £9 to each male teacher and 
£7 10s. to each female teacher, there is 
the additional salary of twenty per 
cent. to be id under the first 
paragraph of this Schedule, and there- 
fore the total increase is £16 10s. to 
the male teacher, and about £12 10s. to 
the female teacher. It is not necessa: 

I should again go over the ground, an 

I do not think it is desirable to 
stereotype or encourage teachers to 
remain as assistant teachers. I think 
we should make such a difference 
between the salaries of the principal 
teachers and the assistant teachers as 
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will induce the latter to do their best 
to qualify themselves as principals. I 
would point out that the addition we 
propose to make to the salary of the 
assistant teachers is considerable, con- 
sidering their number. When I 
received a deputation of assistant 
teachers some time ago in Dublin they 
pressed upon me strongly that there 
should be some improvement made in 
their salaries. Well, I went carefully 
into the matter, and I came to the con- 
clusion that some increase should be 
given them; but, as I have said, I do not 
want to remove any inducement that 
might urge them to qualify themselves 
as principal teachers, and we think 
seven years is not an unreasonable 
period to entitle them to receive the 
bonus, bearing in mind that these 
assistant teachers when they enter the 
service are young men. But I am 
really very anxious to give satisfaction 
to this class of teachers, and therefore 
I will agree to five years instead of 
seven. I think the hon. Member will 
consider that a reasonable concession. 

Mr. SEXTON: I recognise the 
reasonableness of the concession made 
by the right hon. Gentleman, and I am 
happy to agree to it. 

Mr. CONWAY: If the right hon. 
Gentleman can see his’ way, having 
fixed five years for the present assistant 
teachers, to reduce the time to three 
years for future assistant teachers, I 
think it would be of great advantage. A 
large number of men and women are 
now being trained yearly, and as they 
come into the market the difficulty of 
assistant teachers becoming principals 
is naturally increased. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: There are three 
thousand assistant teachers in Ireland, 
and only 176 of that number have 
reached the first class. These men and 
awomen suffer in a very peculiar sense 
in the matter of pay, and I will there- 
fore propose that a bonus of £18 be 
given to each male assistant teacher 
and a bonus of £15 to each female 
assistant teacher of five years’ stand- 
ing in any class higher than the seccnd 
class. Considering the small sum that 
would be required to make this con- 
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Amendment proposed, 
In page 7, line 24, at end, add the words, 
“An © Seam eee ds to each 
male, and fifteen Pe to female, assis- 
tant teacher of years’ standing who is 
classed higher than the second class.”—(Mr, 
Seaton.) 

Question pro , 
words be there eeded.” 

Mr. JACKSON : I am sorry I cannot 
accept the Amendment now proposed 
by the hon. Gentleman. The conces- 
sion I have made will berefit all those 
in the first class, and I think, too, that 
it will be found on examination that 
assistant teachers in the first class are 
only a short time before they become 
principals. It will be complicating 
matters very much to separate the dif- 
ferent classes. The cost would not be 
great ; but, at the same time, I think 
there is not sufficient justification for 
it, and I hope the hon. Member will 
not press it. 


‘That those 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SEXTON: I have already 
pointed out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that there are cases in which the limit 
of the capitation grant to ten shillings 


will work great hardships. Although, 
generally speaking, the capitation 
ant should be sufficient to compensate 


r the loss of the school fees, yet there 
are cases when, owing to the good at- 
tendance at the school and the rate of 
fee paid, the teacher will lose 
money, even allowing for the in- 
crease of his salary under this Bill. 
I am afraid, therefore, that a large 
number of teachers will suffer injury, 
and I would suggest that the right 
hon. Gentleman should allow school 
managers the option of receiving the 
capitation grant in lieu of school fees. 

Cotonet NOLAN: I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will take care that 
education should be really free over 
the whole of the country, and that 
there should be no collection of fees. 

Mr. FOLEY (Galway, Connemara) 
I certainly think the right hon. Gentle 
man might make some concession in 
this matter. 

Mr. JACKSON: I recognise that 
the hon. Member (Mr. Sexton) does 
not press this very strongly; but, on 
looking at this matter, there are two 





cession, [ + the right hon. Gentle- 
man will see his way to make it. 


Mr. Jackson 


considerations which ought to be borne 
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in mind. But first let me say that I 
have had a careful examination made, 
and I think it would be very difficult 
to prove that, in any case, the teachers 
would absolutely lose. It has been 
asserted that such is the fact, on the 
assumption, which I think is a very 
large assumption, that all the children 
who attend school pay. Butin this Bill 
the payment would be given on the 
average attendance, and thus, so far 
as the teacher is concerned, there would 
be no bad debts. At present it cannot 
be doubted that all the children do not 
pay, and allowances are very properly 
made in some cases. Under the 
Bill the teachers will get paid for every 
time a child attends. There is another 
consideration also by which the teachers 
will benefit, and that is from the in- 
creased average attendance at school. 
I am confident that the passing of 
this Bill, and application of compulsion 
and the freeing of the schools from 
fees, will increase the number of 
children in the schools, and that will 
materially tend to benefit the teachers. 
Taking all these considerations into 
account, it may be stated with great 
confidence that not only will no teacher 
suffer, but all the teachers will largely 
gain. 

Sechedule, as amended, agreed to, 
and ordered to stand part of the Bill. 


New Clause — 


Page 2, leave out Clause 3, and insert 
the following clause :— 


(Sehool Attendance Committee.) 

“(1.) In every place to which this section 
applies there be a School Attendance 
Committee consisting of six, eight, or ten 
persons,as the Local Authority of the place 
may determine, one-half of whom shall be 
appointed by the Local Authority and the re- 
mainder by the Commissioners, and one-half 
of whom shall, where practicable. be school 
managers, patrons, or trustees, and the Local 
Authority shall make regulations subject to 
the approval of the Commissioners as to the 
time and mode of appointment of the Com- 
mittee, the term for which members of the 
Committee shall hold office, and the conduct 
of their ings. 

(2) e Local Authority of any place may 
for the purposes of this Act divide the place 
into districts, and in such case a School 
Attendance Committee shall be inted for 
— in manner hereinbefore pro- 


(3) The School Attendance Committee, 
with the approval of the Local Authority, may 
appoint and remove officers, fix their remunera- 
tion, and prescribe their duties. 
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(4.) Im the event of the Local Authority 
failing to exercise any power, or orm any 
duty conferred or imposed on them by the 
preceding part of this section, the same may 
be exercised or performed by the Commis- 
sioners, 

(5.) The ey of a School Attendance 
Committee, and the salaries and of 
their officers, shall be defrayed by the Local 
Authority out of the local rate,”—(Mr. Jack- 
son,) 


—brought up, and read a first time, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


(6.5) Mr. SEXTON: This is a 
new clause, which relates to matter 
which we have not before discussed, 
and I think it requires very careful 
revision. The original proposal was 
that the Local Authorities should 
appoint the School Attendance Com- 
mittees ; but according to this clause 
one-half are to be appointed by the 
Local Authorities and the other half 
by the Education Commissioners. I 
think it is desirable that one-half of 
the Committees should be persons con- 
nected with the management of schools, 
and having some experience and taking 
some interest in the matter. I think 
the right hon. Gentleman will agree 
that that is desirable. 


Motion agreed to. 


Clause read a second time. 


Amendment proposed, in line 5, after 
the word “one,” to insert the words 
“not less than.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: In the same line 
occur the words “‘ where practicable.” 
There are plenty of school managers 
in Ireland, and I think it is desirable 
that these words should be omitted, so 
that there may be no excuse for 
leaving them out. 


Amendment proposed, in line 5, to 
leave out the words ‘“‘ where practi- 
cable.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part -of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. JACKSON : These words were 
put in because we were a little un- 
certain whether in some districts there 
might be so many persons available. 





For instance, suppose in some district 
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where a Committee of ten was formed 
it was impossible to find five persons 
available as school managers, what 
would happen? I think the words do 
no harm, and they might be useful in 
preventing a deadlock under circum- 
stances to which I have referred. They 
may afford some protection in the case 
of small districts. 

Mr. SEXTON: Suppose, then, you 
say ‘‘ where such persons are in the 
district.” 

Mr. MADDEN: “Where such 

rsons are available.” 

Mr. SEXTON : Yes, that will meet 
the point. 

Amendment amended, and agreed 





to. 
Mr. SEXTON: These patrons and 
trustees who are mentioned in this 
sub-section may be people who do not 
live in the district or even in the 
country. There is no security that 
they would attend to the work of the 
Committee, and I would suggest, 
instead of the words used, the 
words ‘“‘ managers of schools in the 
place.” 

Amendment proposed, 

In lines 5 and ny Bone al out ; school 
managers, patrons, or ,” and insert 
“ managers of schools in the place.”—(Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The patrons, 
as a rule, are energetic in 
their attention to the details of 
educational subjects, and many of 
them take a great interest in the 
management of schools. Much the 
same can be said of trustees. I have 
no doubt where a patron or trustee did 
not interest himself largely in the 
question of education he would not 
care to take part in the work of the 
School Attendance Committee. But I 
cannot conceive any legitimate reason 
why a patron, who is interested in 
the subject and attends to the manage- 
ment of a school on his estate, should 
be deprived of the right to sit on the 


Committee. ‘ 
(6.12.) Mr. JACKSON : These 


words were put in because it was felt 
that in restricting the Committee to 
school managers there might be too 
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however, that if the words were struck 
out it would not prevent such persons 
being appointed. 

Mr. SEXTON : Suppose we leave 
out trustees. 

Mr. JACKSON : Very well. Then 
the Amendment will read ‘managers 
or patrons of schools in that place.” 


: Amendment amended, and agreed 
0. 


Mr. SEXTON : With respect to the 
remainder of this sub-section, I have an 
objection which I think the right hon. 
Gentleman will share. It is proposed 
that the Local Authority shall make 
rules and regulations such as are left 
to ne other Local Body in Ireland. I 
think there ought to be a Schedule 
which should state what number of the 
Committee forms a quorum, and what 
is the length of the term of office. It is 
obvious that Parliament could not 
properly delegate questions of this kind 
to a Local Authority. It would cer- 
tainly be much more convenient to 
settle the matter now. 

Mr. MADDEN: I understand that 
the hon. Gentleman desires to have 
those matters settled by Parliament. 

Mr. SEXTON: That is what I 
want. 

Mr. MADDEN: Probably a better 
course would be that the Local 
Authority “shall make regulations 
subject to the Commissioners of Edu- 
cation,” and the term for which 
they are appointed and the number to 
form a quorum can be stated in the 
Schedule. 

Mr. SEXTON : What term does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose ? 

Mr. MADDEN: Three years. 

Mr. SEXTON : For both classes of 
Commissioners ? 

Mr. MADDEN: Yes. 


Amendment proposed, 

Leave out from “ and,” in line 6, and insert 
“the term for which members of the Com- 
mittee shall hold office and the quorum of the 
Committee shall be as prescribed in the 4th 
Schedule of the Act.”--(Mr. Madden.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: In Sub-section 2 it 
is provided that the Local Authority 
may divide a place into districts. I 
think that is a very undesirable power 
to entrust solely to a Local Authority, 
and it might be used in a very im- 





on i ie 


ra ts, A. oe 


reais sts wm 


tl 
ir 


|\Seuzuages 


| 





ns 
ive 


len 
ers 


ed 


she 


ike 
eft 


ule 
she 
rat 
; is 
10t 
ind 
er- 


hat 
ve 


ter 
cal 
ns 
ich 
he 


the 


; of 


it 
‘ity 

I 
ver 


ity, 
im- 





1321 National Education 


proper way. I would suggest that it 
should be exercised under the super- 
vision of the Education Commissioners 
after public inquiry. 

Amendment proposed, 

In line 10, after “(2),” insert “subject to 
the approval of the Commissioners after 
public inquiry.”—/( Mr. Sexton.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. SEXTON: The third sub- 
section provides that the Committees 
may appoint officers and remove them, 
er fix their remuneration with the 
consent of the Local Authorities. It 
would be undesirable to make the 
School Attendance Committees too 
entirely dependent on the Local 
Authorities, and it would not do to 
trouble the Local Authorities too much 
with details. It is reasonable that the 
Local Authorities who raise the money 
should have to do with the salaries, 
but I think the Committees might be 
trusted to appoint and remove teachers 
without supervision. 

Amendment proposed, 

After “Committee,” in line 14, to insert “may 
appoint and remove officers and prescribe their 
duties, and with the approval of the Local 
Authorities fix their remuneration.” — (Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

(6.25.) Mr. SEXTON: As the 
section now stands, I should like to 
move some words which will give pro- 
tection to the feelings of the different 
religious denominations. I think it is 
very necessary that some provision ofthis 
kind should be inserted. I do this in 
the interests of the Protestant minority 
in the South as well as of the Catholic 
minority in the North. 

Amendment proposed, 

_ At the endof the words which have just been 
inserted, to add “ Provided that where such 
appointment is made the Commissioners, hav- 
ing regard to the number of each religious de- 
nomination in any place or district, may direct 
that there shall be at least one Protestant and 
one Catholic officer for such place or district.” 
—(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question proposed, 
words be there added.” 

Mr. JACKSON: I think we might 
have left this question to the School 
Attendance Committee. Of course I 
have no objection to the appointment 
of either Catholics or Protestants, but I 
feel some doubt about theadvisability of 
specifying it inthe Act. Is it desirable 


“That those 
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in this one instance to raise the ques- 
tion of denominationalism ? If we left 
this matter to the Committees they 
would in all probability make the 
appointments as the hon. Member 
desires ; but I feel that there is some 
difficulty in introducing the words into 
an Act of Parliament. 

Mr. SEXTON: I shall be satisfied 
if the right hon. Gentleman will intro- 
duce words to the effect that the Com- 
mittees shall have regard to the 
numbers of the religious denominations 
in the place. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : The Committees 
would certainly have regard to the 
numbers of the religious denominations, 
but I think it is most undesirable to 
introduce this question in the Bill. 
The religious element is now introduced 
for the first time, and I do not believe 
it will tend in the slightest degree 
either to facilitate the proceedings of 
the Committees or to assist them with 
regard to the appointments. I ho 
the hon. Member will not press the 
question, because on grounds of public 
policy it would be inexpedient to 
introduce matter of this kind into the 
Bill. 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I would 
point out that there is a difference 
between the North and South of Ire- 
land in this matter. The Catholics in 
the South will have a majority on the 
Committee in almost every case ; but it 
is quite the other way in Belfast, where 
the representation of the Catholics 
among the school attendance officers 
would be the same as that among the 
public officials—none atall. I think 
there should be in the clause some in- 
dication of the intention of Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. JACKSON: I hope the hon. 
Member will not press the Amendment, 
as I think it would lead to mischief 
rather than anything else. 

Mr. SEXTON: People who are 
entitled to speak assure me that some 
such provision is necessary, and I think 
Parliament should in soine mode sug- 
gest that the denomination should be 
considered. I cannot forget the case 
of Belfast, where the Town Council 
has not appointed a Roman Catholic 
official for years, and the Local 
Authority is to appoint half the School 
Attendance Committee, and there is 
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great danger that there will not bea 
single Roman Catholic officer. I cannot 
say that I feel sufficient confidence in 
the Committee to leave it to them. I 
really feel grave and serious apprehen- 
sion as to the working of the Act in 
Belfast and other places, particularly 
in the North of Ireland. If penalties 
are secured against Roman Catholic 


‘children by Protestant officers, who 


also look after the Protestant children, 
a feeling would be generated which 
would not conduce to the smooth 
working of the Act. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: These officers 
cannot take any action without the 
authority of the School Attendance 
Committee. If the hon. Gentleman’s 
argument is worth anything, we must 
g° back on the Bill, and introduce 

irections that the Committee shall be 
appointed on the basis of religious 
belief, and nothing else. 


Mr. SEXTON: We can trust the 
Commissioners to act fairly with re- 
spect to the School Attendance Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Then why not 
trust the Committee to do their duty 
also? 

Mr. KNOX: There may be a fair 
representation of the minority on the 
Committee, but they may be out-voted 
on the question of the appointment of 
the officers, and no action can be taken 
by the Department to prevent the 
minority being out-voted in the matter. 
I think some indication of the inten- 
tion of Parliament should be given. 


Coronet NOLAN: I do not appre- 
hend any difficulty in the country dis- 
tricts under this head, but in Belfast I 
think there might be. There the Local 
Authority appoints half the Committee, 
and the Catholics would have little 
representation on it. Perhaps the 
Attorney General will consider the 
matter with a view to its alteration in 
another place. 

Mr. JACKSON : I will consider it, 
but I feel that it is a matter of great 
difficulty. ° 

Mr. SEXTON: I cannot consent to 
withdraw the Amendment, as a prin- 
ciple is concerned, but I cannot hope 
to carry it. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Mr. Sexton 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: The Commis- 
sioners have power to carry out an 
duty which the Local Authority fail to 
perform, and I think it desirable that 


they should have the same power with 
regard to the School Attendance Com- 
mittee. I, therefore, propose to insert 
after ‘‘ Local Authority,” in line 17, the 
words ‘‘or School Attendance Com- 
mittee.” 


Amendment proposed, in line 17, 
after the word “‘ Authority,” to insert 
the words “ or School Attendance 
Committee.”—(Mr. Macartney.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. SEXTON : This would bea serious 
matter, and would greatly embarrass 
the working of the Act. If the Com- 
mittee were wholly appointed by the 
Local Authority there might be some 
ground for the provision, but half the 
Committee is to be appointed by the 
Commissioners. The quorum may be 
fixed, and no doubt is, so that the 
Commissioners’ nominees will always 
be sufficiently numerous to form a 
quorum, and so you have security that 
nothing prejudicial shall be done. I 
think, on the whole, the wiser course 
would be to leave the School Attend- 
ance Committee a free hand within 
the limits of the Bill. 


Mr. JACKSON: I think my hon. 
Friend will see that the ag 
of half the Committee by the Educa- 
tion Commissioners does alter con- 
siderably the necessity for the control 
originally in the Bill. He will see 
that half the Committee is appointed 
by the Commissioners, and that half 
the Members must be present to form 
a quorum ; so that if half the members 
appointed by the Local Authority 
pee themselves, the members a 

inted by the Commissioners would 

a quorum. I think we may take it 
that the Committee would discharge 
its duties properly ; and having pro- 
vided for the failure in duty on the 
rate of the Local Authority, I think we 
ave sufficient control of the Com- 
mittee. | 

Mr. MACARTNEY: If my right 
hon. Friend is satisfied with the clause 
as it stands, I do not wish to press the 
Amendment ; but I think there should 





20 | Re ee am . 2k ee See 


a = = 


iw -i oh aon a a. ae. a 


s 


ee ous 


wort aoo fF wa Oo ete 





is- 
ny 


aut 
th 
m- 
art 
he 


7, 
art 
ice 





1325 National Education 


be some provision for a case which I 
hope may not arise. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SEXTON: I wish to secure 
that the Board shall not come down 
on the Local Authority like a thief in 
the night, but that the latter may have 
some notice of their action. I suppose 
it is not intended that the Board 
should suddenly discharge some duty 
which the Local Authority may have 
unintentionally omitted to perform. 


Amendment proposed, in line 17, 
after the word ‘“ authority,” to insert 
the words “after warning or reason- 
able notice.”—(Mr. Sexton.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to move 
before ‘‘ expenses,”’ in line 21, to insert 
“half of.” We have given so much 
power to the Government and the 
Commissioners that I think if half the 
expenses come on the local rate that 
would be ample, and that the rest 
should be found by the Government. 
That is done in the case of Poor Law 
officers, doctors, and sanitary officers, 
and the system works well because the 
Local Authority keeps down the ex- 
penses. The rate is a new one, and 
will in some cases be felt severely, and 
it is only fair that the Imperial Ex- 
chequer should bear half the expenses. 

Amendment proposed, 

In line 21, before “ expenses,” to insert 
* half of.”—(Colonel Nolan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. JACKSON : Iam sorry I cannot 
meet the hon. and gailant Gentleman’s 
desire, as I think it would be most likely 
to lead to extravagance on the part of 
the Local Authority. 

Cotonen NOLAN: I must say I 
feel the point very deeply, and it is a 
flaw in the Bill, and I protest against 
this part of the Bill as strongly as I 
can. You are putting on a new rate 
without any request from the locality, 
and if the Commissioners are kept in 
order by the Chief Secretary they will 
be able to resist any increase of expen- 
diture. There is no fear of the 
expenses being run up if the local rate 
bears only half. I must press the 


-point asstrongly as I can, but I do not 
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think we are strong enough to go toa 
Division, 

Mr. SEXTON : I should be glad if 
the Government could see their way to 
accept the Amendment, but I join with 
my hon. and gallant Friend in re- 
cognising that it would be useless to 
go to a Division. 


Mr. CONWAY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the point between 
this and Report ? 


Question put, and negatived. 


On Motion of Mr. Sexton, the 
following Amendment was agr 
to :— 

At the end of the Clause to add the words 
“but amy revenue from penalties under this 
Act in any district shall applied in relief 
of local rates.”"—(Mr. Sexton.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the New Clause, as amended, 
be added to the Bill.” 


CotoneL NOLAN: I protest against 
this new rate. We have not got our 
share of the Education Grant, and if I 
am a Member of the next Parliament, 
I shall feel myself at liberty to press 
that point. Irish Members have 
resisted the rate as much as they can, 
and it must not be said that we are 
consenting parties to it. 


Mr. SEXTON: I protested against 
it as strongly as I could on the Second 
Reading. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


New Clause— 


Page 6, after Clause 13, insert the 
following Clause :— 


(Power to acquire land for school-house or 
teacher’s residence) 

“(1.) If the Commissioners are satisfied, by 
persons desirous of establishing or improving 
a national school, that a site is required for the 
school or for the residence of a teacher of the 
school, and cannot be obtained except under 
the powers conferred by this section, and if 
security to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioners is given to them for the probable - 
amount of the purchase-money, and the costs 
of carrying this section into effect, they may 
authorise persons approved of by them as 
trustees to purchase a site for such school or 
residence to be held by the trustees on trust 
for the purposes of such school or residence. 

(2.) For the purpose of the purchase of land 
in pursuance of this section, section two 
hundred and three of ‘The Public Health 
(freland) Act, 1878,’ shall apply as if it were 
herein re-enacted, and in terms made applic- 
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able to such trustees instead of to the sanitary 
authority, and section two hundred and four- 
teen of the same Act shall apply to Provisional 
Orders made for the purposes of this section. 


Provided as follows :— 


(a.) References in the said section two hun- 
dred and three to a newspaper circulating 
in the district of the sanitary authority 
shall be construed as references to a news- 
pew circulating in the Poor Law 

nion where the land proposed to be taken 
is situate ; 

(b.) If a memorial is nted to the Local 
Government Board within one mouth 
after the making of a Provisional Order 
by owner, lessee, or ——- of lands 
proposed to be taken compulsorily, stating 
that the memorialist requires that such 
Order shall not be acted upon until it is 
confirmed by Parliament, then the Order 
shall be of no force unless and until it is 
confirmed by Parliament; but if no such 
memorial is presented, then the Order 
shall come into force at the expiration of 
cne month from the making thereof ; 

(c.) The Order may contain such provisions 
as the Local Government Board may deein 
necessary for securing that, in case the 
said trustees acquire iand asa site for a 
school or residence under this Act, other- 
wise than by agreement, the schooi or 
residence shall be built to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioners, and shall be crave | 
maintained, and be at all times conduc 
as a national school or used for the re- 
sidence of a teacher of a national school. 
under the regulations of the Commis- 
sioners for the time being in force ; and 
for providing for the appointment of new 
trustees from time to time ; and, generally, 
for all such matter and things as the Com- 
missioners may think expedient,”— (Mr. 
Jackson,) 


—brought up, and read a first and 
second time. 


Mr. SEXTON: There are 8,000 
principal teachers, and only 2,000 
of them have residences; the re- 
mainder live in huts and hovels unfit 
for anybody giving instruction to live 
in. The have also frequently to travel 
many miles in all weathers. We want, 
as far as possible, to provide residences 
for teachers of existing schools. The 
Bill says— 

‘‘ If the Commissioners are satisfied, by per- 

sons desirous of establishing or improving a 
national school.” 
These schools are established already, 
and may not require to be improved, 
and you put in a condition which makes 
the clause nugatory with regard to 
them. I move to leave out the words 
having that effect. 


{COMMONS} 
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Amendment proposed, 

Line 1, to leave out the words “ 
desirous of establis or meg 
national school.”—(Mr. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed, line i, to 
leave out ‘‘the,” and insert the 
words ‘‘ a national.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment ey prt line 3, to 
leave out the second “ the,” and insert 
the words “a national.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON : The clause provides 
that, unless the Commissioners are 
satisfied that the land cannot be ob- 
tained under the present law, they are 
not to allow the new law to be exer- 
cised. That would put a weapon in the 
hands of an occupier who wished to 
reduce the clause to a nullity. He 
might ask for one hundred years’ pur- 
chase, and it could not then be said that 
the land could not be obtained under 
the present law. The process must be 
made as easy and the force as certain 
as possible. I would suggest that in 
line 4, after ‘“‘ obtained,” the words “‘ on 
fair terms,’ or similar words, be in- 
serted. 

Mr. MADDEN: I think the words 
‘*on reasonable terms”’ would meet the 
case. 


Amendment proposed, in line 4, 
after ‘‘ obtained,” to insert ‘on 
reasonable terms.” —(Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Cotonrt NOLAN: In line 9, after 
“ residence,” I should like to put in— 


“And the site for & residence may include 
such an amount of land as the Commissioners 
may think suitable for a garden, a small 
tillage field, or grass for a cow.” 


I know nothing more melancholy in 
country sinasa tal to see a house put 
down without any ground round it. 
You cannot make the teacher comfort- 
able unless you give him one or two 
acres of land, and it would bea t 
convenience if grass for a cow could be 
given the teacher if he were married, as 

suppose he would be in many cases. 
I merely wish that the words “site of 
residence ” should be qualified in some 
manner by providing that the Com- 
missioners should be allowed to include 
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a suitable amount of land for the 
residence. I hope the right hen. 


Gentleman may see kis way to accept 
that. 


Amendment proposed, 


In line 9, after “ residence,” to insert “The 
site of a residence may include such an amount 
of land as the Commissioners may think suit- 
able for a garden, a small tillage field, and 
the grass for a cow.” 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. JACKSON: I think we have 
heard already in this House of “ three 
acres and a cow.” But in a clause of 
this description, which was really 
assented to only for the purpose of 
dealing with extreme cases, and 
admittedly cases occurring here and 
there, where a site was unreasonably 
refused, I do not think we could give 
compulsory power for taking ‘the 
grass for a cow.” 

CotoneEL NOLAN: I am quite 
willing to sacrifice the cow if neces- 
sary. I would be quite wiiling to 
adopt the words suggested by the hon. 
Member for Hackney and stop at the 
word “ suitable,”’ and allow the amount 
of land which the Commissioners may 
think suitable to be taken. But what 
do you mean by a “site”? What you 
mean by a site for:a residence ought, 
I think, to be defined. It certainly 
ought to include a garden, which should 
not be less than an Irish acre—you 
7 say a statute acre if you like; but 
I think this is of great importance. 
I do not think it would be worth while 
giving any residences to the teachers 
unless they have a little bit of land. 
I do not want it to be too much, be- 
cause I do not want their energies to 
be devoted to the land. But if they 
had gardens, having a great amount of 
spare time, they might very often teach 
a little agriculture to their scholars. 
The Chief Secretary sneers at a‘‘ cow.” 
It is all very well sneering at this 
thing till it comes home before the 
electors; and I think they wili per- 
fectly understand it, if the Government 
refuse this very modest and humble 
provision of mine. 

_ Mr. SEXTON: In the correspond- 
ing clause in the Scotch Act the word 
“garden” is mentioned, and in Eng- 
land I think there is nothing to pre- 
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vent Local Authorities attaching a 
small portion of land to a teacher's 
residence. What I wish to ask is 
whether the Commissioners would be 
bound under this clause not to attach 
such land as they thought proper for 
the residence of a teacher? 

CotoneEL NOLAN: I am always 
ready to take the view of the Chief 
Secretary on lay questions; but on 
questions of law I would prefer the 
view of the Attorney General for Ire- 
land. Perhaps the Attorney General 
for Ireland would give us his opinion 
whether under the present clause the 
promoters would be able to take, with 
the sanction of the Commissioners, an 
acre or two of land to be attached to 
the teacher's residence. 

Mr. MADDEN: According to the 
words of this clause a certain amount 
of land would have to be taken com- 
pulsorily. This land would be what 
would be suitable for a site for a resi- 
dence. That would not include land for 
agricultural purposes, but it would in- 
clude whatever would be necessary or 
suitable for the convenient occupation 
of the house. 

Coronet NOLAN: Would that go 
as far as a garden ? 

Mr. MADDEN : I do not like to 
bind myself to the amount. But it 
would go as far as what would be suit- 
able for the enjoyment of the house. It 
would include the curtilage. 

CotonEL NOLAN: Does curtilage 
include a garden ? 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby) : It does include a garden. I 
hope my hon. and gallant Friend will 
not divide the Committee upon his 
Amendment. 

Coronet NOLAN : After the opinion 
of the Attorney General for Ireland 
that it includes a curtilage and what 
would be necessary for the convenient 
occupation of the house, and after the 
legal opinion of the right hon. Genile- 
man the Memberfor Derby (Sir William 
Harcourt) that curtilage includes a 
garden, I think that is quite enough for 


my purpose. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. SEXTON: I wish to ask the 

right hon. Gentleman if he thinks these 


words at the end of the clause relating 
to the cost necessary? I think the 
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right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Midlothian (Mr. W. E. Gladstone) 
would call them very large and loose 
words. They would have the effect 
of frightening promoters from under- 
taking such schemes. I should be glad 
if these words were ieft out. 

Mr. MADDEN : I would really ask 
the hon. Gentleman not to interfere 
with these words. I cannot possibly 
agree to omit them. 

Mr. SEXTON : I wish to point out 
that in Clause 14 in the old printed 
Bill—I do not know what the number 
is in the new printed Bill—it is provided 
that the compulsory powers should not 
come into operation till the Ist 
January, 1894. I think it would be very 
desirable if it could be arranged that 
this clause relating to residences should 
come in where the restrictive effect of 
Clause 14 would not apply to it. 

Mr. JACKSON: I deem it my duty 
to call the hon. Member’s attention to 
the fact that in the printed Bill which 
-has been issued to-day, the date on 
which the Bill is to come into operation 
is the lst January, 1893. 

Mr. SEXTON: It may be corrected. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: As I 
understand, a correction of that kind 
might be made elsewhere. 

Mr. JACKSON : It is an error in the 
printing. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The “3” was 
altered by the Committee to “4.” It 
must be an error of the printer. 

Mr. SEXTON: Which will be cor- 
rected, no doubt ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Amendment proposed, 

“That this New Clause shall be recited after 
Clause 13, and subsequent to the provision that 
this Act shall not come inte operation till 1st 
January, 1894.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to, and 
added to the Bill. 


New Clause— 

(Certificates of birth for purposes of Act.) 

“ Where the age of any child is required to 
be ascertained or proved for the purposes of 
this Act, or for any purposes connected with 
the elementary education or employment in 
labour of such child, any person, on presenting 
a written requisition in such form and contain- 
ing such particulars as may be from time to 
time prescribed by the Commissioners, and on 
payment of such fee, not exceeding sixpence, 
as the Commissioners from time to time fix,, 


Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 
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shall be entitled to obtain a certified copy, 
under the hand of the registrar or 
dent registrar, of the entry in the regi 


under 
the Births and Deaths i eager 
Acts, 1863 to 1880, of the birth of chile 
named in the requisition,”—(Mr. Sexton,) 
—brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


New Clause— 

(Authority to prosecute.) 

“ No legal proceedings for non-attendance 
ori jar attendance at school shall be com- 
menced in a court of summary jurisdiction by 
any person on behalf of a school attendance 
committee, except by the direction of not less 
than three members of the said committee,”— 
(Mr. Sexton,) 
brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The next clause 
which stands in the name of the hon. 
Member seems to be outside the pur- 
view of this Bill, as it deals with the 
Amendment of the law of reformatory 
schools. 

Mr. SEXTON: it may be outside 
the purview of the Bill, but my object 
is to provide that where a child is found 
wandering about not under parental 
control the School Attendance Com- 
mittee might send it to a certified in- 
dustrial school. 

Mr. JACKSON : That may be done 
already. 

Mr. SEXTON: Yes I know the 
police can at present take up a child 
found wandering in that way and have 
it sent to an industrial school ; but I 
wish to have it provided that the School 


Attendance Committee should beinvited — 


to deal with such cases. I think that 


would be well within the objeci of the | 


Bill. 
Mr. JACKSON: I am afraid I 
cannot accept this clause. The hon. 


Member wishes to set up some day in- } 
dustrial schools in Ireland similar to 


those in England. There are no such 
schools in Ireland. I venture to sug- 
gest that if there should be any 
necessity for such schocls when the 
Act has come into operation, it will be 
easy by an Amendment in a year or 
two hence to provide for it. I would 
ask the hon. Member not to press the 
clause at present. 

Mr. SEXTON : I shall not press the 
clause at present. I wish to say, after 
full consideration of what has been said 
by the Bishops, and after the fullest 
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uiry on the subject, I am convinced 
that this scheme of compulsory educa- 
tion can never work well in Ireland 
until you make provision not only by 
industrial schools, but by day industrial 
schools, for the case of children in 
cities who have no parents, or who are 
not under the full control either of 
parents or anybody else. 


New Clause — 

(Return of registrars of births and deaths to 
school attendance committees.) 

“ Every registrar of births and deaths, when 
and as required by a school attendance 
committee, shall transmit, by post or other- 

ise, a return of such of the particulars regis- 

by him concerning deaths and births of 
children as may be specified in the requisition 
of the committee. 

The committee may supply a form, approved 

the Commissioners, for the purpose of the 
return, and in that case the return shall be 
made in the form so supplied. 

The committee may pay, as part of their 
expenses under this Act, to the registrar 
making such return such fee as may be agreed 
upon between them and the istrar, not 
exceeding one penny for every b: and death 
entered in such return,”—(Mr. Sexton,) 
--brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


Mr. JACKSON: I beg to move, 
in page 7, after line 11, to insert— 
First Schedule. 


“(1.) The minimum number of attendances 
for the of the first section of this 
Act be seventy-five complete attendances 
in each half gd ending respectively the 
thirtieth day of June and the thirtieth day of 
oe at any national or other efficient 

00 ” 


Schedule brought up, and read a first 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Schedule be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. SEXTON: The word “ mini- 
mum,” I think, should be omitted. 
There is no question of maximum or 
minimum. The only question is as to 
satisfying the law. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word “ minimum.” 
Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. SEXTON: Having regard to 
the calendar, I think the word 
“thirty” should be “thirty-one,” as 
December, I believe, has thirty-one 


days. 


{16 June, 1899} 
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Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word “thirty,” and insert the 
word ‘“ thirty-one.”—({Mr. Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Schedule, as amended, added to the 

Bill. 
Second Schedule. 

“(2.) The certificate of proficiency for the 
P of this Act ehall be a certificate of 
coal proficiency in reading, writing, and 
elemen arithmetic as is now prescribed for 
the fourth class in the programme of instruc- 
tion of the Commissioners, or such higher 
proficiency as may hereafter be prescribed by 
them.”—(Mr. Jotieen) 


—brought up, and read a first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Schedule be read a second 
time.” 

Mr. SEXTON: I beg to move to 
insert, after 

“ Certificate,” the words “issued b 
princi teacher of the school whic 
child has last attended.” 

Amendment proposed, 

After the word “ Certificate,” to insert the 
words “issued by the principal teacher of 
the school which the child has last attended.” 
—(Mr, Sexton.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Schedule, as amended, agreed to, 
and added to the Bill. 


Schedule 3 agreed to. 


Fourth Schedule. 


“That the members of a school attendance 
committee shall continue im office for three 
years from the date of their appointment ; 
the quorum of the committee shall be one- 
half of its total number,”—(Mr. Madden,) 


—brought up, and read a first time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Schedule be read a second 
time.” 

CotoneL NOLAN: Make it one- 
third. 

Mr. MADDEN: I cannot make it 
one-third. 

CotoneL NOLAN: Look here, they 
never can be got together. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 

CotoneL NOLAN : You will not get 
one-half to attend, but ye may get 
one-third to attend. know local 
business, and. I daresay the Attorney 
General never considered the point. 
Out of sixty-four Poor Law Guardians 


the 
the 
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ou may get eight or ten to attend. 
The School Attendance Committee 
will not attend in such numbers. 

Mr. MADDEN: I hope the hon. 
and gallant Member will not press his 
objection. The hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber must remember that these are 
specialists, and will be brought together 
for special purposes. 

Mr. SEXTON: i should like to sug- 
gest that the quorum should be one- 
half the Committee, except where 
one-half is more than four, and then 
four should be the quorum. That 
would meet both views. 

Coronet NOLAN : Let three be the 
quorum for all the Committees. 


Mr. JACKSON : Agreed. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Fourth Schedule, to leave out “ one- 
half,” and insert “‘ three.” 

Amendment agreed to. 


Schedule, as amended, added to the 
Bill. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘ That the Bill, as amended, be reported 
to the House. 


Mr. JACKSON : I wish now to men- 
tion that there is one point, in one of 
the clauses passed yesterday which is 
very likely to be raised in another place, 
as I am anxious that there should be 
no delay. 

Mr. SEXTON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any objection to specify it ? 

Mr. JACKSON: It is on the ques- 
tion of exemption. The point is this: 
I accepted an Amendment from the 
hon. Member for West Belfast which 
enlarged the reasons for non-attendance. 
The hon. Member said that the pro- 
vision was contained in the Scotch 
Act, but I find on reference to that 
Act that there is a limitation 
for a certain time of the year. 
I think it is six weeks in the year that 
are — as the period during 
which a child might be exempt. I am 
afraid that it might be considered that 
if a boy were engaged in a fishery, for 
instance, for the whole year round, that 
that might be taken as a reasonable 
excuse ; and I only venture to suggest 
that there may be some alteration made 
in that respect. 

CotoneL NOLAN : Is it with regard 
to fisheries only ? 


Colonel Nolan 
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Mr. JACKSON : There is no limita- 
tion as to the object. It should not be 
supposed that a boy is to be excused 


| by reason of his being engaged in the 


operations of any icular indus 
the whole year om ag "y 

Mr. SEXTON: 
parents ? 

Mr. JACKSON : Of course. 

Coroner NOLAN: In England 
they only think of the harvest ; but it 
must be remembered that in Ireland, in 
addition to the harvest, there is the 
period when a child may be engaged 
in the planting of potatoes in the 
month of March. There is that 
difference in the case of Ireland. 

Mr. SEXTON: I attach great im- 


In assisting his 


portance to the clause, and I hope 
care will be taken as regards its 
amendment. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill, as amended, considered; re- 
ported ; 
passed. 


read the third time, and 


BURGH POLICE AND HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL.—(No. 230.) 
CONSIDERATION. 


As amended, considered. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithnesc): I do not 
know whether the Lord Advocate 
would consider the desirability of hav- 
ing this Bill re-committed. There are 
one or two Amendments which might 
be considered. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): I hope my hon. Friend will 
not insist that this Bill, which consists 
of some hundreds of clauses, should be 
re-committed. 

New Clause— 

Page 42, after Clause 103, insert the 
following Clause :— 


(Lighting of common stairs, &c.) 

“(1.) The owner or owners of common stairs 
or passages or private courts, or of lands or 
premises having a right of access by any com- 
mon stair or passage or private court, shall 
provide, fit up, and maintain, and renew, in 
such common stairs, , or private 
courts, all necessary lamps, brackets, and 
other means of lighting, and all “ope | 
means of extinguishing the light, and 

rovide the necessary supply of gas or other 
t therefor; and such owner or owners 
shall further, on being required by theCom- 
missioners, within seven days next after the 
service of an Order for that purpose, 
and fit up in such common stairs, passages, or 
private courts, such number of lamps, brackets, 
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and other means of ligh ing, and all such 
means of extinguishing olighte as the Com- 
missioners ma ow shor liga on the 
necessary Supply 0 or 0 t, as ma 
he aco y the mote rn and 
maintain, alter, ops and renew such lamps 
and brackets to satisfaction of the Com- 
missioners, and in default of compliance with 
any Order of the Commissioners under this 
section, such owner or ownersshall, each only 
in respect of any act or default of his own, 
be liable to a penalty not exceeding forty shil- 
lings, and a daily penalty ofa like amount ; 
Provided always that the owner or owners 80 
viding a supply of gas or other light shall 
be entitled to recover the amount expended by 
such owner or owners in providing such enpply 
from the occupiers of every such house or build- 
ing in or entering or having access by the com- 
mon stair, passage, or court, each such occupier 
being liable to pay his proportionate part of 
such amount according to the rent — by 
each such occupier respectively: Provided 
further that the occupier or occupiers shall in 
all cases clean, light, and extinguish the lights, 
at such time or times as shall be ordered by 
the Commissioners by any resolution 
by them and published once weekly for at least 
two weeks in some newspaper published or 
circulating in the burgh; and any occupier 
failing to comply with any such Order or 
Resolution shall be liable to a penalty not 
exceeding forty shillings, and to a daily 
penalty of like amount,’—(The Lord Ad- 
vocate,) 


—brought up, and read a first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


(7.28.) Dr. CLARK: There is only 
one point to which I wish to refer. I 
should like if the Lord Advocate would 
consider the advisability of leaving out 
the last twenty-five lines at the end. 
It is the present law, I admit, that the 
occupier should keep the lamps clean 
and extinguish them; but it is impos- 
sible for a man to do this who may be 
away at the coast or elsewhere with 
his family. But there have been so 
many changes made in the clause that 
most of my objections have been taken 
away. Still, 1 think it desirable that 
this burden should be placed on the 
Commissioners rather than upon the 
oceupier. 

(7.29.) THe LORD ADVOCATE 
(Sir C. J. Pearson, Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s Universities): I have 
considered this clause very carefully, 
and what is now proposed is the result 
of the compromise which was arrived 
at. I hope the hon. Member will 
allow the clause to pass as it stands. 


Motion agreed to. 
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Clause read a second time, and 
added to the Bill. 
New Clause— 


(Power to Commissioners to supply light and 
charge owner.) 

“(2.) The Commissioners may at any time, 
and from time to time as they think ft, pro- 
vide, fit up, maintain and renew, in such com- 
mon courts, passages, or private courts, as 
they may consider to be insufficiently lighted, 
all necessary lamps, brackets, and other means 
of lighting, and all necessary means of ex- 
tinguishing the light, and provide the neces- 
sary supply of gas or other light therefor, and 
by their inspector of lighting, or any other 
officer or servant of the Commissioners, clean 
any lamps and brackets, and light and ex- 
tinguish the same, and for all purposes afore- 
said the inspector of lighting, or any other 
officer or servant of the Commissioners, shall 
be entitled to require and shall have access to 
and from all such common stairs, passages, or 
private courts at all times, and the Com- 
missioners may, in such cases as they think 
fit, recover the expense they may incur asa 
debt from the owner,or if there are more 
owners than one, then proportionately from 
each owner according to the rental of the pro- 

rties of each owner in any house or build- 
ing or part thereof, to which access is ob- 
tained by such common stair, passage, or 
private court, and such owner or owners shall 
be entitled to recover the amount expended 
in providing the supply of gas or other light 
from the occupiers, each such occupier bei 
liable to pay his proportionate part of su 
amount according to the rent — by him: 
Provided always, that the said expense, re- 
coverable by the Commissioners as aforesaid, 
shall not in the case of common stair lighting 
exceed twenty shillings per burner per annum, 
and in the case of all other lighting exceed 
twenty-five shillings per burner per annum,” 
—(The Lord Advocate,) 


—brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


New Clause— 
Page 160, after Clause 426, insert the 
following Clause :— 


(Power to seize diseased cattle.) 

“In the case of cattle infected with or 
reece gb any disease within the mean- 
ing of the Contagious Diseases (Animals) 
Acts, 1878 to 1886, kept within the burgh, 
being exposed or offered for sale, or bei 
brought or attempted to be brought through 
any street or into any market or fair, any in- 
spector, collector, or constable may seize any 
such cattle, and cause the same to be inspected 
by a veterinary inspector, and may report 
such seizures to any magistrate, and such 
magistrate may, after hearing the evidence, 
either order such cattle to be restored, or 
direct the same, and also any pens, hurdles, 
troughs, litter, hay, straw, and other articles 
which he may deem likely to have been in- 
fected thereby, to be forthwith destroyed, or 
otherwise disposed of ; and any person bri 
ing or attempting to bring any cattle 
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any street, or into any market or fair, knowi 
the same to be labouring under any su 
disease, shall for every s offence be liable 
to a penalty not exceeding twenty pounds,”— 
(The Lord Advocate,) 


—brought up, and read a first time. 


On Motion of The Lorp Apvocate, 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Line 1, after the word “or” omit “ labouring 
under,” and insert “ sus of”; line 3, 
after the word “to,” omit the words “1886, 
ae the burgh,” and insert the words 


Clause, as amended, read a second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


New Clause— 


(Power to proceed against original seller of 
diseased cattle, &c. 

“ Where ary person is convicted by any 
magistrate of the offeace of selling or exposing 
for sale, or of having in his possession for 
sale, any unsound or di animal or 
diseased meat, or any animal or meat unfit 
for the food of man, and intended for such 
food, it shall also be lawful for the burgh 
prosecutor to proceed against the original 
seller of such animal or meat as if he were an 
offender art and with the convicted 
person, and as if he had committed such 
offence within the burgh, provided that such 
anima! or meat were unsound or diseased, or 
unfit for the food of man, at the time of the 
sale thereof by such original seller to the 
convicted person; and the purchase by the 
convicted person, or by any one on his behalf, 
from such original seller, wheresover made or 
earried out, shall be taken and held to be a 
sale by such original seller of the animal or 
meat in «question within the burgh, in premises 
kept and used for the sale of animals or meat ; 
and the penalty and punishment provided b 
this Act against the person convicted shail 
also be applicable to and be leviable and re- 
coverable from such original seller, and all 
the powers, authorities, jurisdiction, and forms 
of ure given and provided by this Act 

ainst the convicted person shall be a 
plicable to the prosecution, trial, and punisb- 
ment of such original seller,”—(The Lord 
Advocate,) 


—brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 


On Motion of The Lorp Apvocate, the 
following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Clause 1, page 1, line 9, leave out “and 
health.” 

Clause 4, page 3, line 5, leave out sub-sec- 
tion (10). . , 

Clause 11, 8, line 10, after “and,” insert 
“where not divided into wards to divide the 
same into wards, and.” 

Clause 13, page 9, lines 21 and 22, leave out 
“Jandowner or seholder,” and insert 


“ owner or occupier,” 
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Clause 14, page 10, line 4, leave out “ diree- 
tor of ag 
a Bay Ordnance Survey,” and 

Clause 1 10, line “ "i 
sert, “ rite ion in = of thie Aes hen 
ee wes any i interests eed shall 
and provided further that.” — as 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to move, in 
Clause 28, page 16, line 17, to leave out 
the word “male.” I object, in this 
nineteenth century, to limiting the 
choice of persons eligible for the office 
of Commissioner. Let them elect whom 
they think proper. I will not press it 
at this period of the Session, for if the 
Lord Advocate will persist in limiting 
the choice of Commissioners to males, 
then of course there is no use in saying 
anything more. I simply enter my 
protest against it. 


Amendment proposed, in page 16, 
line 17, to leave out the word “‘ male.” — 


(Dr. Clark.) 

Question, ‘That the word ‘ male’ 
stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed 
to. 


On Motion of The Lorp Apvocarer, 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Clause 30, page 17, line 17, leave out 
“August,” and insert ‘ September” ; 
line 26, leave out ‘‘ September,” and 
insert ‘‘ August.” 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: I beg to 
move, in Clause 32, page 18, line 22, 
at end, add— 

“Provided, that in the case of sny burgh 
situated in any island of Scotland, it shall not 
be necessary in the event of a double return, 
or failure to nominate the requisite number 
for election, to carry through the whole elec- 
tion procedure anew, but instead thereof 
the Commissioners at a meeting to be held at 
twelve o'clock noon on the first Friday after 
the annual election shall, in the event of there 
being an oee of votes, determine by vote 
which of the candidates shall be preferred ; 
and in the event of the whole or any part of 
the number of Commissioners not being 
elected, it shall be lawful for the Commis- 
sioners then in office, at such meeting, to 
supply the deficiency by such and the like 

eedings as are provided for in the case of 
interim vacancies.” 
It is right that, as this has not been men- 
tioned previously, I should state in a 
word or two the reason of this Amend- 
ment. It isput in at the suggestion of the 


hon. Member for Ross-shire, and he — 


mentioned a case in which the circum- 
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stances contemplated by the Amend- 
ment might occur. It is the case of 
Stornoway, and I have satisfied myself 
from the information I have received 
that the exigencies of communication are 
such that, within the time required, the 
thing eould not be carried through, in 
some cases, except under very favour- 
able circumstances. I hope the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member for Ross- 
shire, which is embodied in this proviso, 
will be adopted. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to move, in page 
18, line 22, to insert the words — 

“In any burgh where various municipal 

or police authorities are am ated or 
united under this Act, the whole of the Magis- 
trates and Councillors or Commissioners shall 
retire from office on the first Monday of Novem- 
ber after the passing of this Act.” 
This Amendment is only to come 
into foree where various Municipal 
Authorities are amalgamated under the 
Act. It will then compel all the 
Commissioners to retire, and the com- 
bined duties of both the Commissioners 
and Councillors will be performed by 
the new body of Commissioners. Itis to 
give them the choice of re-electing some 
of the old Commissioners or Coun- 
cillors to the new Board. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 18, line 22, to insert the words ‘“‘ In 
any burgh where various municipal or police 
authorities are amalgamated or united under 
this Act, the whole of the Magistrates and 
Councillors or Commissioners shall retire 
from office on the first Monday of November 
after the passing of this Act.”—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Srr C. J. PEARSON : I confess my- 
self unable to understand the reference 
in this proposal to the other clauses 
of the Bill, and I wish the hon. 
Member had expounded what he 
means by it. There are only two 
clauses in this Bill which deal with the 
matter, so far as I know, and those 
are Clause 42 and Clause 45. Clause 
45 is the only one which deals 
with amalgamation, but I gather 
from what the hon. Member says 
that that has nothing to do with it. 
Under the other clause we take awa 
the privileges of one body ve 
centre them in another body ; but that 
does not involve the retirement of any- 
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one, and therefore it does seem to me 
that this Amendment would really 
have no application at all in any 
supposed case under Clause 42. The 
clause does not sweep away one 
body and leave another, but what it 
does is to leave both bodies and to 
vest certain attributes of the one in 
the other—such as the charge of police, 
water supply, and other matters. 
Therefore, this proposal that the 
whole of one body should retire does 
not seem to have any foundation. 
It would be most unfortunate to have 
a break in the continuity of the succes- 
sion of Town Councillors, which is 
provided for under the existing law by 
the retirement of one-third of the 
Council annually. 

(7.41.) Dr. CLARK: The explana- 
tion is this. There are two barony 
burghs affected by this Amendment : 
Thurso, in my _ constituency, and 
Kirkintulloch, and there may be others. 
All the powers under the definition 
you give of a burgh boundary will be 
transferred from them to the Burgh 
Commissioners, and if they are to 
continue to exist it will be in name 
only, because all their powers are taken 
away from them. The intention of 
this clause is to wipe them out 
altogether, and under these circum- 
stances it is only desirable that these 
magistrates and members of the Town 
Council shall have a chance of being 
elected Police Commissioners; other- 
wise they will not have a chance for 
two or three years. However, I shall 
not press the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(7.43.) Dr. CLARK: My next 
Amendment is to make clear what is 
rather obscure in the case of the 
burghs of Wick, Banff, Macduff, and 
Dumfries. Some difficulty has been 
found with regard to what is supposed 
to be meant by Parliamentary burgh. 
The Lord Advocate has an Amend- 
ment which will probably carry out 
this object, and if he thinks his suffi- 
cient I shall not press mine. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 20, line 28, after the word “ burgh” 
to insert the words “ not being a Parliamentary 
burgh only.”—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, “ That 
words be there inserted.” 


those 
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*(7.44.) SmC. J. PEARSON: The 
hon. Member is quite right that there 
ought to be some Amendment in this 
clause, and I have been in communica- 
tion with the hon. Member for the 
Elgin Burghs and the hon. Member for 
the Wick Burghs, and the result of our 
consultation is embodied in the next 
Amendment standing in my name. I 
therefore hope the hon. Member will 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(7.45.) Amendment proposed, 

In page 20, line 38, leave out all after “Com- 
missioners,” to end of Clause, and insert, 
“ Provided always that where a royal burgh, 
ora police burgh, or part thereof is included 
within the Parliamentary area of a burgh, this 

, section shall not apply to the effect of uniting 
such burghs or pn + hwnd the administra- 
tion thereof, but without prejudice to any 
application for. such amalgamation under the 
provisions of Section forty-five of this Aci.”— 
(The Lord Advocate.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That 
words be there inserted.” 

Mr. McDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.): I believe my constituents 
are satisfied that this Amendment will 


those 


carry out their views. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


On Motion of The Lorp ApvocarTe, 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

In page 21, at end, add, “ Provided that 
nothing contained in this Act shall prejudice 
or affect the provisions of Section eighty-one 
of ‘The Local Government (Scotiand) Act, 
1889, and if any question shall arise under 
this proviso, the same, failing agreement, may 
be rmined by the Secre for Scotland 
after such inquiry as he shall think fit, and the 
provisions of Section ninety-three Sub-section 
three of the last-mentioned Act shall apply to 
such inquiry.” 

Page 21, line 6, leave out “royal or Parlia- 
mentary.” 

(7.48.) Dr. CLARK: My next 
Amendment is to the effect that the 
Provisional Order for union between 
burghs shall determine not only the 
condition as to costs, but also the 
conditions under which the union of 
adjoining burghs shall take place as to 
a differential rate in each district for a 
sn period or otherwise. Unless 
there be some such power the union of 
adjoining burghs may be deferred for 
some time, and I think this power 
ought to be given to the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


{COMMONS} 





Health (Scotland) Bill, 1344 


Amendment proposed, 

Page 22, lime 28, after the word “the,” to 
inact the wonte * eseditinns somos ate the 
union of adjoining burghs shall take place as 
to a differential rate in each district for a 
special period, or otherwise, and to the.”— 
(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted.” 


(7.49.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I 
have considerable sympathy with this 
Amendment, and would accept it were 
it not that I think the hon. Member is 
under a slight misapprehension. He 
rightly said that it was his desire that 
the Secretary for Scotland should have 
power to put in the Provisional Order 
such a stipulation. But Sub-section 3, 
which he proposes to amend, has no 
relation to the Provisional Order, 
because the Order there mentioned is 
not the Provisional Order, but an 
Order under the hand of the Secretary 
for Scotland with regard to the costs of 
the Provisional Order. Therefore, the 
Amendment would empower the Secre- 
tary for Scotland to deal with the costs 
of the Provisional Order, and also, out- 
side the Provisional Order, to deal 
with a differential rate. That would 
be most inappropriate. I would refer 
the hon. Member to the first sub-sec- 
tion of this clause, paragraph 3, which 
says— 

“ Thereafter it shall be lawful for the Secre- 
tary for Scotland to issue a Provisional Order 
either in accordance with the prayer of the 
erm or with such modifications or 

terations as may appear to him to be 

requisite.” 
Under that I have no doubt that the 
Secretary for Scotland would impose 
such conditions as those desired by the 
hon. Member with reference to differen- 
tial rating, and I hope the hon. Mem- 
ber will be satisfied with that assur- 
ance. 

Dr. CLARK: Do you think the 
Secretary for Scotland has the power I 
desire him to have ? 

Sir C. J. PEARSON: Yes. 

Dr. CLARK: Then I withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

On Motion of The Lorp ApvocaTE 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to:— 

Page 23, line 36, leave out ‘‘them,” 
and insert ‘‘it.” 
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Page 27, line 34, leave out “ land- 
owner or householder,” and insert 
“ owner or occupier.” 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to move, in page 
98, line 14, after ‘‘ court,”’ insert “ nor 
as an election agent in any Parliamen- 
tary election.” I think if you are 
going to give your clerk a good 
salary he ought to devote his entire 
time to the work. At any rate, he 
ought not to undertake political work. 


Amendment proposed, in page 28, 
line 14, after the word ‘ court,” to 
insert the words “‘nor as an election 
agent in any Parliamentary election.” 
—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


“That those 


Sir C. J. PEARSON: [should have | 


liked more time to consider this Amend- 
ment ; but after the best consideration 
Ican give, I think it is a reasonable 
one, and I am prepared to accept it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


On Motion of The Lorp ApvocaTE 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 


Page 32, line 18, leave out from “legally,” to 
“be,” in line 20, both inclusive, and insert 
“medical officer of health who shall be a 
registered medical practitioner, and who shal] 
also be registered on the Medical Register as 
the holder of a diploma in sanitary science, 
public health, or state medicine, under section 
twenty-one of “ The Medical Act, 1886.” 

Line 20, before “to,” insert “(2) It shali 
be the duty of the medical officer.” 

“ ay 30, before the first “The,” insert 

(3).” 

Page 34, line 8, after “1857,” insert “and the 
provisions of the said Act as regards consoli- 
dation shall apply to all burghs which, at or 
after the passing of this Act, have, or are en- 
titled to have, a separate police force.” 


Page 34, at the end of Clause, insert “For 
the purposes of this section the burgh of Ren- 
frew, and the police burgh of Lerwick, shall 
be deemed each to have had at the date of the 
last census a population of not less than seven 
thousand.” 


Dr. CLARK : I beg to move, in 
page 37, line 16, to leave out all the 
words after ‘‘ respectively,” to the end 


of Clause 83. This is an Amendment 
we got into the Local Government Act, 
and it was in the Bill four years ago. 
This provision has been struck out so 
far as the counties areconcerned, and I 
think it ought to be struck out as regards 
the burghs also. When the police are 
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sent, for coercion purposes, into the 
Highlands, you require to get the consent” 
of the Local Authority of the town. 
from which they are taken. This gives: 
arbitrary power to the Secretary for 
Scotland without the consent of the 
Town Council of Glasgow to send. 
Glasgow policemen on an expedition to- 
Skye. I trust the Lord Advocate 
will be content with the powers in the. 
first portion of the clause. 


Amendment proposed, in page 37, 
line 16, to leave out ali the words after 
the word ‘‘ respectively,” to the end of 
Clause 83.—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sm C.J. PEARSON : I have looked 
into this matter so far as I have had 
time to do so, and I find that these 
words were inserted in the early copy 
of the Bill when it was being promoted 
by the Government of which the right’ 
hon. Member for Clackmannan (Mr. J.B. 
Baifour) was a Member. It is con- 
sidered necessary in a time of emer- 
gency that the Secretary for Scotland 
or a responsible Minister should have 
power to order a portion of any police 
force to a district for temporary: 
service without first having obtained 
the. consent of the Local Authority. 
Taken on the whole this clause is 
likely to operate most beneficially, and 
therefore | hope that the House will 
agree to it as it stands. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On Motion of The Lorp ApvocateE, 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Page 45, line 36, after “ streets,” insert 
“including the foot pavements.” 

Page 51, line 23, leave out “1885,” and 
insert * 1889,” 

Page 51, line 38, after “flagged,” insert 
“together with the footways thereof.” 

Dr. CLARK: I begto move, in page 54, 
line 10, to leave out ‘‘ Commissioners,” 
and insert ‘‘ owners.”’ I did not press 
this Amendment in Committee, but if 
the Lord Advocate wishes to be con- 
sistent he will now accept it. It is 
optional for the Commissioners to have 
a special rate for the purpose. Why 
should there be any change? I have 
three Amendments on the subject, but 
they all amount to the same. 


3 D 
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Amendment proposed, in 54, 

line 10, to leave out the word ‘“‘ Com- 

missioners,” and insert the word 


“ owners.” —(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
**Commissioners”’ stand part of the 


Bill.” 


Sir C. J. PEARSON : We do not 
propose to make any alteration in the 
incidence of assessments. Under the 
law as it stands the Commissioners are 
unable to take over the footways— 
which in itself is a desirable thing— 
unless they do it as owners. The 
clause, therefore, will enable them to 
get over the difficulty, and the Amend- 
ment is not necessary. 


Dr. CLARK: I will withdraw the 
Amendment now. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. CLARK : I now move, in page 
54, line 15, to leave out from the word 
*‘ footways,” to the end of Clause 139. 
The clause will make a very consider- 
able change, which I do not think we 
ought to permit. Two-thirds of the 
cost of making the pavements 
will at once fall upon the Com- 
missioners, and I say that if we begin 
to make payments like this for the 
owners, we have soon have to roof 
their houses for them. 


Amendment proposed, in page 54, 
line 15, leave out from the word “‘ foot- 
ways” to the end of Clause 139.— 
(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


(8.10.) Sm C. J, PEARSON: I can- 
not agree with the account which the 
hon. Member has given of this proviso. 
I think it is perfectly fair that the 
Commissioners should in the first 
instance levy only one-third of the cost 
of the improvement on the owner, and 
pay the two-thirds out of the local as- 
sessment. 


Dr. CLARK: With interest. 


Simm ©. J. PEARSON: Does the hon. 
Member suggest that interest should be 
added ? 

Dr. CLARK: No, I only wish to 
make the clause perfect. 
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that it is a perfectly reasonable 
clause, and I hope that it willbe agreed 
to. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment negatived. 


Dr. CLARK: I wili next move, as 
an Amendment— 


Page 54, at end of Clause 140, add 
“ Whenever the Commissioners shall resolve 
to undertake the maintenance and repair of 
the foot pavements in any by means of 
a general assessment, it be lawful for 
them to charge all owners of lands or pre- 
mises within such burgh with a special paving 
assessment equal to but not exceeding two- 
pence in the pound of the gross yearly .value of 
such land or premises over and ve any 
other assessment or rates to which such per- 
sons may be liable under this Act.” 


Mr. SPEAKER: I observe that 
there is a clause dealing with this 
question. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


On Motion of The Lorp Ap- 
vocaTE, the following Amendments 
were agreed to :— 


Clause 201, page 74, line 23, at end, insert 
“Providedalways,that nothing herein contained 
shall alter, prejudice, or affect the existing 
constitution, rights, or privileges of any Dean 
of Guild Court existing at the commencement 
of this Act, the members, lyners, or assessors 
whereof are not, under the existing constitu- 
tion, wholly appointed by the town council 
of the burgh.” 

Clause 210, 76, line 31, leave out “Com- 
missioners of Her Majesty's Works and Public 
Buildings,” and insert “Board of Agricul- 
ture.” 


Line 39, leave out “Her Majesty's 
said Commissioners,” and insert “the said 
Board.” 

Clause 217, page 79, line 20, leave out “of.” 

Page 92, leave out Clause 256. 

Clause 284, as amended, after “ Provided 
that where, before the passing of this Act,” 
insert “ or within one year thereafter.” 


Dr. CLARK : I beg to move, in page 
116, line 33, to leave out Clause 329. 
You are giving the Commissioners, in 
this clause, power to harry the un- 
fortunate occupier. I think the wiser 
plan would be to sell the property of 
the owner and not that of the occupier. 
I do not see why the occupier shoul 
be compelled to pay his landlord's 
debts. I think we should leave out 
this clause and also the next one. 
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(8.15.) Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen,; (8.26.) Mr. SAMUEL SMITH 
N.): I also hope that the Lord Advo- | (Flintshire): I think it desirable that 
cate will agree to leave out these two this word should be left out, but that 
clauses, because they would be of no’ some other word should be substituted 
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value to the Local Authority. 
Amendment proposed, in page 116, 
line 33, to leave out Clause 329.— (Dr. 
Clark.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That Clause 329 
stand part of the Bill.” 

*(8.16.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I have 
been informed that these clauses are 
regarded as useful clauses. They are, 
I believe, verbatim as they stood in 


the Act of 1862. This is a short plan | 
for enabling the Municipality to recover | 


what is due. It appears to me that 
‘this clause and the next one provide 
imple and sufficient safeguards. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment negatived. 


for it, such as ‘‘ blasphemy.”’ 
| (8.27.) Mn. HUNTER: I am afraid 
‘that the attempt to insert that word 
would provoke a great deal of discussion 
| in the House. It is most undesirable to 
| give to unlearned magistrates the inter- 
—— of a clause which makes 
lasphemy an offence. I have con- 
sulted the Criminal Law of Scotland, 
and I find only two offences specified— 
brawling in church and breaking the 
Sabbath. Therefore I think the 
clause should be amended as I propose. 
It would require a very strong case 
to be made out for an indictment for 
breaking the Sabbath to lie, and it is 
most undesirable that a term should 
| beretained which hasno legal meaning, 
| and is liable to be construed accord- 





Amendment proposed, in page 117, | ing to the caprice of the magistrates. 
to leave out Clause 330.—(Dr. Clark.) | My recollection in connection with the 


Amendment negatived. 


On Motion of The Lorp Apvocarte, 
‘the following Amendment was agreed | 
40 :— 


Clause 345, page 122, at end of Clause, as 
amended, insert “and on and from the owner 
of such lands or premises the proportion of 
‘such assessment, if aay, corresponding with 
the period during which such lands or pre- 
mises were occupied during the said year by 
‘any other occupier.” 

_ Amendment proposed, in page 136, 
line 24, to leave out all after “ pro- 
stitutes,” to end of sub-section.—({ Mr. 
Hunter.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: I will accept 
the second of the hon. Member's 
Amendments if this one is withdrawn. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed, in page 136, 
Tine 29, to leave out the word “ pro- 
fane.”—(Mr. Hunter.) 

Question pro , “ That the word 
‘profane ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


*(8.25.) Sm C. J. PEARSON: I 
acce >: this Amendment; but, to prevent 
mis : onstruction, I may explain that I 
do so only to save the time of the 
House, and because such cases can be 
dealt with under the ordinary law. 





word “profane” is in relation to his- 
tory. When at schcol I remember 
being taught the difference between 
profane and sacred history. The his- 
tory of the two great and noble 
peoples of antiquity—the Greeks 
and the Romans—were described as 
profane, while the history of the Jews 
was called sacred. 

Question put, and negatived. 

On Motion of Mr. Hunter, the follow- 
ing Amendments were agreed to :— 

Page 136, line 34, after “ recites,” insert “ in 
public.” 

Page 136, line 34, leave out “ profane or,” 

Page 137, line 32, leave out “ profane.” 


On Motion of The Lorp Apvocats, 
the following Amendments were agreed 
to :— 

Page 197, line 30, leave out “ three months,” 
and insert “ sixty days, except as hereinafter 
provided.” 

Page 197, line 42, leave out “ three months,” 
and insert “ sixty days, except as hereinafter 
provi 

Schedule 1. ° 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to move in 
Schedule 1, after the word “Act,” the in- 
sertion of the words “except Section 
101.” That section is the one by which 
the burden is left on the landlord if 
the footways are taken over. If you 
repeal Section 101 you repeal the bur- 
den, and I object to that being done. 
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Amendment proposed, 


In Schedule 1, page 190, line 22, after the 
word “Act,” to insert the words “ Section 
101.”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Sm C. J. PEARSON: This Amend- 
ment raises a point already disposed of 
by one of the hon. Member’s Amend- 
ments. 

Dr. CLARK: The Forms of the 
House prevented me raising it; there- 
fore I am now bringing it forward. 

*Sir C. J. PEARSON: On the merits 
of the question I have nothing to add 
to what has been said on this and pre- 
vious occasions. This matter has come 
up twice already in reference to the 
incidence upon owners of the assess- 
ment for maintaining footways taken 
over. I can conceive nothing more 
awkward than to repeal the whole of 
the Public Health Act except a single 
clause. 

Mr. HUNTER: We take note that 
the Government have been very care- 
ful to omit one of the few rates which 
are very properly landlords’ rates and 
to place the burcen upon the occupier. 


Question put. 


(8.40.) The House divided :—Ayes 
22; Noes 49.—(Div. List, No. 191.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: So faras I 
can gather, I believe that the Scotch 
Members would agree to the insertion 
of the word ‘‘ blasphemous”’ in place 
of the word “ profane,” when the Bill 
is in another place. 

Mr. HUNTER: I can assure the 
hon. Member that the word “ blas- 
phemous”’ would not pass this House. 
The offence of blasphemy is already an 
indictable offence. It would be im- 
proper and inexpedient to give a 
magistrate who has no legal knowledge 
the power of construction. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrew’s, 
&c.) : Before we pass this Bill I should 
like to congratulate my right hon. and 
learned Friend on*the skill with which 
he has piloted it through the House ; 
and I think tribute ought also to be 
‘paid to the hon. Member for Caithness 
(Dr. Clark), who has endeavoured to 
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by clause. -Yet, in spite of the 
character of his attention, we may 
congratulate ourselves that the Bill 
has survived. 

Dr. CLARK: I beg to thank the: 
hon. Member for his words, and to say 
that the bulk of my Amendments have- 
been accepted and have improved the- 
Bill, which, however, is still crude and’ 
undigested, and is not much better 
than the law of 1862, which it repeals. — 
But a number of police burghs desired 
the honour of having provosts and 
bailies, and to the possession of that 
honour I do not object. Otherwise I 
do not think the Bill is much required 
in Scotland. It will soon have to be 
modified ; indeed, one of the reasons 
urged why this Bill should go forward 
was that it might have a trial and later 
be amended. The Bill has _ been 
thrashed out and reformed so much 
that very few people understand it. I 
doubt very much whether even the 
right hon. Gentleman himself under- 
standsit. The Rating Clause, especially, 
will soon require alteration. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


THURSO AND SCRABSTER HaRrBouRS. 


(9.20.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I 
regret the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is not in his place, because, as I notified 
tohim yesterday, I have to make aserious 
charge against his action on this stage 
of the Vote. Last year we had a grant 
before this House of £50,000 for certain 
piers and harbours in Scotland. I 
then moved the reduction of that grant 
to £47,000, and the reduced sum was 
put from the Chair and carried, the 
right hon. Gentleman assenting to it. 
My. reason for moving to reduce the 
Vote was this: A Commission went to 
Thurso Bay to report as to the 
comparative merits of two harbours 
there, which, with assistance from 
the Government, could be utilised for a 











a ro ee ee fe 


oe Beye?’ 


favour 











1353 Thurso and 


new fishing station in that part of 
Scotland. The Commission arrived in 
Thurso on Saturday night, and they 
left on Monday morning. The Trustees 
of Thurso har and the fishermen 
there were desirous of giving evidence, 
‘but the Commission heard no evidence 
from anybody, but they reported in 

Scrabster harbour and dis- 
paragingly of Thurso harbour. I 
pointed out to the House that probably 
these gentlemen had not seen the 
Thurso harbour, except from a dis- 
tance ; and, from information I could 
gather in Thurso, it appears that some 
person had met them and that they went 
and had some liquor in a hotel, and that 
upon the information given them by a 
local laird they reported. In reply to 


-my hon. Friend the Member for 


Orkney and Shetland (Mr. Lyell), the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer promised 
to consider the question of obtaining 
further evidence with regard to these 
two harbours, but, as far as I can find 
-out, he has not done so. The pier at 
Scrabster belongs toa private company, 
‘and it would be impossible to make a 
proper harbour there except at great 
cost, because the ciiffs are two hundred 
feet high and run right down into the 
sea. Altogether, from lack of room for 
curing stations and being two miles 
‘away from any station, the place is 
utterly unsuited for the purpose of a new 
harbour or fishing station. At Thurso, 
-on the other hand, there is a railway 
station; and if £3,000 or £4,000 more 
were expended on the harbour there, it 


could be made useful for all purposes. 


The harbour at Serabster, without 
great improvement, would be perfectly 


-useless, and the Company who own it 


would lose their dividends ; but, as the 
members of that Company are good 
Unionists, something was required to 
be done for them. The Unionist 
candidate has been doing his level best ; 
-and the Seotch Office not being able of 
itself to make an inquiry, and not 
looking into the Report already made, 
have agreed to give £3,000 towards 
improving this miserable harbour, 
notwithstanding that Parliamant last 
“year refused to grant the money. 

ersonally, I do not care whether the 
money goes to one harbour or. the 
sother. All I want is that the fishermen 
cand other local men should have the 
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opportunity of giving evidence on the 
matter before any tribunal ; and I told 
Lord Lothian, when I spoke to him on 
this matter, that I did not care who 
was sent down to hold the inquiry. 
My object all along has simply been 
to prevent Parliament voting the 
money on _ inadequate grounds. 
I regret that I am not able to take any 
effective action with respect to this 
matter. There is no Vote of which I 
can move the reduction, and of course 
I cannot go against the Second Reading 
of this Bill. All I can dois to protest 
against the course taken by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. We 
virtually carried a reduction of this 
Vote, and an inquiry was promised, and 
now, without any inquiry, this thing 
has been done. The only way in which 
the money can be obtained is by saving 
it out of the Votes for Harbours. They 
have got £10,000 for Provisional Orders 
for harbours, and they may save £1,500 
out of that ; but why is it not put on 
the Estimates of the House in astraight- 
forward manner so that we can dis- 
cuss it ? 

*Tae LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities): The hon. Member has 
put his case forward under several 
aspects, and the way in which he has 
dealt with the question renders it neces- 
sary for me to remind the House that 
he is hardly accurate when he represents 
that last year’s reduction of the Vote 
committed the House to any particular 
application of this money. The hon. 
Gentleman represented that this sum 
of £1,500 would be lost to Thurso, but 
Thurso is now engaged in spending a 
considerable sum of money, £13,000, 
advanced by the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners. Of this sum only 
£6,000 or £7,000 has been spent, and 
the present object is to render the 
harbour available in all conditions of 
the tide and to give a depth of four feet. 
But there is now a proposal to make 
the depth eight feet, and a considerable 
further sum will be required. There- 
fore this sum of £1,500 is not in ques- 
tion at all, because there is oat at 
the disposal of the Local Authorities 
more. money than they are likely to 
want for the authorised purpose in the 
present financial year. Thurso has 
credit with the Public Works Loan 
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Commissioners for the remainder of the 
£13,000, and therefore it is not in any 
sense fair to put the case as one between 
Thurso and Scrabster. When Thurso 
has used up all the money that has 
been advanced on certain securities, 
then will be the time to raise this 
— and to make inquiry whether 

urso ought or ought not to get a 
grant. It does not, however, seem 
very pertinent to the question before 
the House. With reference to what 
he hon. Member said about the 
indertaking to make an inquiry, I 
have only to say that the West High- 
lands Commission, after such investi- 
gation as they on their responsibility 
thought sufficient, pronounced for aid 
to Scrabster much on. the lines which 
the Government are now proposing. 
There was absolutely no question 
as between Thurso and Scrabster, 
because Thurso was already pro- 
vided for so far as the present financial 
reer was concerned. It was a question 

tween Scrabster or nothing. Either 
this £1,500 was to be granted to 
Scrabster or it must go back into the 
balances. It seems to me that the 
Commission have sufficiently considered 
the matter to warrant the Government 
in devoting this money to the improve- 
ment of the harbour at Scrabster. The 
Government are not likely to go back 
on their decision, and I think the 
hon. Member in pressing the case of 
Thurso makes a mistake. Thurso 
has ample credit to go on with, and 
when they have finished the present 
loan then will be the time to raise the 
question. At present I hardly think 
this is a subject for discussion. 


Dr. CLARK: You will consider the 
matter, then, when this money is 
finished ? 


Sim C. J. PEARSON: Certainly ; it 
will then be open for consideration. 


Tue Epucation GRANT. 


*(9.40.) Tue VICE PRESIDENT 
or THE COUNCIL (Sir Witu1M 
Hart Dyke, Kent, Dartford): I do 
not think it would, be fair to accept 
these sparsely filled Benches as indi- 
cating the interest which this Parlia- 
ment during the last six years has 
taken in elementary and higher educa- 
tion. It is well known to all of us that 


Sir C. J. Pearson 
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there is a certain period in the history 
of all hon. Members when they 
are subjected to a kind of chronic 


complaint, which takes the form of the- 


education of their constituents. The 


vast majority of hon. Members have- 
been inoculated with this election, 


virus lately, and this furnishes sufficient 
excuse for the state of these Benches.. 
The other day I was challenged as to 


whether I was or was not prepared to. 


make any statement with rd to 
the Education Estimates, and in re- 
demption of*a promise I then gave I 


now propose to make a few remarks;;: 
and it would be unfair alike to this. 
House and the constituencies, and the- 
taxpayers of this country, considering. 


the very large sum which we are now 
called upon to pay on behalf of educa- 
tion, if these Votes this year were 


allowed, on account of the approaching. 


Dissolution, to pass sub silentio an 

without any explanation of the position 
in which we stand to-day as compared 
with the position, from an educational 
point of view, of six or seven years ago.. 
I propose, therefore, to give to the 


House some statistics with reference- 


to what has been done in the last 
educational year, and at alater period: 
I will deal with the current financial 
year, and with the position in which we- 
stand generally with regard to the 


question of education. First ofall, the- 
sum granted in the financial year 1891-2. 


was £4,725,357. The sum actually 
expended was considerably less; it 
was £4,659,269, leaving a balance in. 
favour of the Exchequer of £66,088. 
The sum allotted for annual grantsto- 


day and evening scholars’ was. 


£3,539,183, and the sum actually ex- 
pended was £3,498,078. The grant 
for day scholars was 18s. 5d. per head, 
or one penny less than the estimate; 
the result being an increase of four- 
pence as compared with 1890-1, 


when the grant was paid partly under 


the old Code of 1889 and partly under 
the new Code of 1890. The surplus in, 
the annual grant above the sum voted 
was owing, in the first place, to the: 
average attendance having increased at 
a somewhat lower rate t we esti- 
mated; and, in the second place, to the 
fact that the payment under the Act 
of 1891 for free grants was not equal to- 
the sum that we estimated. The 
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payments made under that Act for a 
portion of the financial year were 
£775,222, or £31,000 less than the esti- 
mate, which was framed, of course, on 
data which was very difficult to arrive 
at with any degree of certainty. So 
much for last year from a monetary 
aspect. Coming to the Estimates for 
1892-3, which will obviously be more in- 
teresting to the House and to those out- 
side who take an interest in education, 
these Estimates of course include the 
payment ofthe fee grant under the Act of 
last year, and provide for no less a sum 
than £5,946,213,a sum of nearly six 
millions, which shows an increase of no 
less than £1,220,856 over the Estimate 
of the previous financial year. That in- 
crease is mainly due to the payment for 
fee grants under the new Act, which 
amounted to £1,111,275. I was chal- 
lenged the other day to give some 
statistics with reference to the working 
of the new Act. That Act came into 
operation on the Ist Sey; tember last, 
and we find that ov. of 1),600 schools 
in England and Wales, only 165 have 
declined to accept it, and it is estimated 
that out of the total mentioned fourteen 
thousand or fifteen thousand schools are 
to-day absolutely free. The number, of 
course, it is difficult to accurately 
ascertain, and will be difficult until we 
have arrived at the end of the school 
year in August next. Since the Act 
came into operation the Department 
have also sanctioned an increase of fees 
in the case of thirty-one schools under 
Section 4 (11) of the Act of last year, 
and have refused in nineteen cases 
similar applications. The remainder 
of the increase in the Estimate is 
owing to £90,163 extra for grants 
for day and evening scholars, and 
also £6,700 for annual grants to 
training colleges, which are mostly 
day training colleges. The increase for 
day scholars owing to the advance of 
one penny per head has now reached 
eighteen shillings and sevenpence per 
head, and there is an estimated in- 
crease of 73,000 in the average attend- 
ance of scholars. During the year 
which concluded on the 31st August 
the increase in the average attendance 
was at a much slower rate than we 
anticipated—only at the rate of one per 
cent., or thirty-two thousand scholars ; 
but for the present year the increase is 
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estimated at 2:2 percent. On the sub- 
ject of the Free Education Act I should 
like to say one or two words with 
regard to the challenge thrown out to 
me the other evening as to what has 
been the immediate result of the Act. 
The Act has not been in operation many 
months, but I think it is important that 
the House should know, and that those 
who have paid so heavily out of their 
pockets should know also, thatso far as 
has been ascertained this Act has been 
in all its operations a most conspicuous 
success. The returns from our ine 
pectors show this, and we took par- 
ticular pains to ascertain from ail our 
inspectors the immediate operation of 
the Act. The result of our inquiries 
points to the fact that during the first 
two months of the operation of this 
Act there was a great influx of children 
in our schools ; and, therefore, I ask 
the House to understand that the 
estimate of 2°2 per cent. does not 
nearly represent what we estimate to 
be the increased attendance under the 
new Act. As hon. Members will ob- 
serve, this is only an estimate and not 
acalculation under the Act. The school 
year varies in different schools, and 
therefore in a vast number we shall 
only pay on the results of the new 
Act for a portion of the financial year, 
varying from seven to eleven months. 
Therefore it is only in the 1893-4 Esti- 
mates that we shall be able tosee the full 
results of the increased attendance 
under the Act. I do not think there 
is much reason for regret that our in- 
spectors have noticed that the large 
increase in the attendance is amongst 
infants, for all those who are acquainted 
with school management are aware that 
if you once get achild into the school it is 
not difficult to retain it there. It is 
therefore a very hopeful sign as regards 
the future attendance in our schools if 
we can get the infants who will sub- 
sequently go on to the higher standards. 
Some of our inspectors estimate the 
increase in the attendance at five per * 
cent., and some as high as eight per 
cent. There is also a considerable in- 
crease noticeable amongst the older 
scholars, and in one respect especiall 

we find that the new Act has worke 

admirably as regards attendance. 
Under the old system, where the 
scholars paid their fees on Monday 
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morning, if they missed on Monday 
they generally missed school for the 
whole week, whereas under the new 
Act a child may miss on Monday and 
perhaps on Tuesday, but still attend on 
the succeeding days, and thereby we 
find a serious advantage gained as 
regards attendance. With respect to 
the work of inspection, the schools 
inspected by the Department last year 
numbered 19,508, an increase of eighty- 
nine. The scholars on the registers 
numbered 4,824,000, or 20,000 more 
than in 1890. The average number in 
attendance was 3,750,000, or 32,000 
more than in the previous year. I 
think the statistics I have given 
will prove conclusively that the 
operation of the new Code has 
been eminently successful, and I 
need hardly allude to the increase 
in the grant per child to show what 
results the new Code has borne. I 
need not remind hon. Members of the 
changes embodied in the new Code—the 
examinations by sample instead of by 
individual examination, the freedom of 
‘ elassification of scholars and the substi- 
tution of principal, and organisation 
and discipline grants for fixed and 
merit grants and those upon individual 
examination. The average rate of the 
grant per child in infant schools was 
15s. 5d., as compared with 15s. 3d. in 
the previous year, thus showing a 
steady increase in the grant. The 
average rate for the older scholars is 
48s. 114d. as against 18s. 7}d. in the 
‘previous year. To this we must add 
also the grants to pupil teachers for 
schools in small districts, and the 
allowance for half-time scholars; and 
the net result per head for all scholars 
is 18s. 4d. as compared with 17s. 103d. 
in the previous year. This shows con- 
elusively that it is only for the Depart- 
ment to secure that the sum paid is 
adequately earned, and it is clear that 
the new Code is doing a great work in 
furthering the cause of education in our 
‘ elementary schools. As regards the 
financial results of these vast changes 
the schools must have largely benefited, 
for a grant of id. per head per child 
represents £16,000$ therefore the in- 
erease which I have already noted is 
really not far short of £100,000 per 
year. I have now nearly done with 
statistics. With regard to the state- 


Sir William Hart Dyke 
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ment that I have usually made with re- 
spect to the progress of the children in 
standards, now that the examination 
is made chiefly by sample, I have no 
statement of the kind to make this 
evening. Another important matter I 
should like to allude to is the steady in- 
crease in class and extra subjects going 
on in our schools. As has been fre- 
quently stated in the course of the Edu- 
cation Debates, what we are endeavour- 
ing to do is to give a more practical 
and more useful education to our 
children: that our education should 
be less essentially bookish, and that 
we should not turn out these 
children overcrammed with learn- 
ing exclusively, but endeavour to 
give them an education which will 
make them practical and useful sub- 
jects of the Queen in whatever part of 
the country they may be employed. 
Therefore it is satisfactory to note that 
there is a steady increase in the num- 
ber of schools teaching class subjects. 
We find that 16,149 departments have 
been examined in two class subjects 
and 4,413 in one class subject. With 
respect to the teaching of cookery to 
girls, which Ijthink is a most important 
part of their education, I may state that 
the number of girls qualified in 1886 
for the grant was 24,500 in the ele- 
mentary schools. In the year with 
which I have been dealing, 1891, the 
number was 68,291, which shows a 
very extraordinary and steady increase 
in the numbers. But in spite of the 
figures which I have given to the 
House, I must say we have arrived 
only on the threshold, as it were, of the 
result of the changes which I expect 
will be produced in our educational 
system. But before I leave these 
statistics there is one point of vital 
importance which I ought to allude to, 
and that is that whatever future 
changes may be made we should keep 
steadily before our eyes the question of 
securing at all hazards the attendance 
of children in our schools, Consider- 
ing the large sum now charged to the 
taxpayers for the education of these 
children, I think it is of the utmost im- 
portance that every effort should be 
made to see that we get as much as 
we can in the way of attendance for the 
money that we spend. For myself, it 
may be that I am prejudiced, or it may 
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‘be that I am taking a sanguine view of 
the increase of the attendance ; but if I 
am disappointed it will be for the 
House at some future date to look after 
‘the large gaps now existing between 
‘the accommodation provided for child- 
ren and the children who enter the 
schools ; and, in the meantime, it will 
be for us to bring proper pressure to 
bear on Local Authorities, with a 
view of improving the attendance. 
Before I leave statistics I should like 
to say one word with regard to the 
Science and Art Department and its 
incidental reference to technical educa- 
tion. There has been a steady increase 
in the good work done in this Depart- 
ment. In the year 1890-1 the number 
of papers worked in science was 
179,549, and the next year showed an 
increase of 20 per cent., the papers in 
1891-2 being 214,603. In art during 
the same period, 1890-1, the number of 
papers worked was 107,438, and here 
again there is an increase of 15 per 
eent., the number for 1891-2 being 
123,708. These figures I have given 
show that not only is elementary 
education pure and simple advancing 
by considerable strides, but that 
throughout the waole country, so 
far as England, Wales, and Scot- 
land are concerned, a similar suc- 
ess is attending the operations 
of the Science and Art Department. 
I should like to say a few words with 
reference to the position of education 
generally, and especially with reference 
to what we have been doing to improve 
the education of the children in the 
‘elementary schools. One word with 
reference to the Free Education Act. 
I see an hon. Member opposite who 
made a very fair demand of me the 
other night as to whether I had any 
evidence that I was not taking an over- 
‘sanguine view of the Act when I said 
that, so far as I could discern, the first 
result of it was to increase the attend- 
ance steadily, and that it was teaching 
thrift to the children. As regards the 
-attendance, I need hardly say that I 
am content to point to the fact 
that we are estimating for an 
increase of attendance during the 
‘current year of 2-2 per cent.; but that 
only represents a portion of the true 
attendance, because it is only an 
estimate, and in the case of many 
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schools will deal with only a portion of 
the year. As far as I can gather from 
the Inspectors and observations I have 
made myself, I believe that the Act will 
result in a very large increase of attend- 
ancein the elementary schools. Several 
hon. Friends of mine in the Debates on 
the Act prophesied very evil things of 
education and the future effect of the 
Act. I should like to assure them and 
the House, and I have offered sufficient 
proof, that those predictions have been 
falsified so far as we can discern at 
present. It is a curious point that, so 
far as this Act is concerned, there has 
been only cne complaint to the Depart- 
ment with regard to it, and it occurred 
in this way. In the first three or four 
months of the working of the Act there 
was an enormous increase in the 
attendance in elementary schools— 
itself a very satisfactory indication of 
the success of the Act—and what 
happened was this. The Department 
believed, and, I think, rightly believed, 
that in assessing the grant they should 
deal with the attendance of the whole 
year. Inconsequence of that consider- 
able complaint has been raised in 
several schools, especially in Lancashire, 
that they were assessed for the whole year 
instead of for the three or four months 
only. Itis important to notice that the 
only complaint arose in consequence of 
the immediate enormous increase in 
attendance. I should like to say a 
word in reference to the thrift, to 
which I alluded the other night. In 
these days we hear a great deal about 
the so-called pauper question, about 
workhouses; and schemes for old age 
pensions are promulgated. I am one 
of those who think that the right way 
to deal with that difficulty is to go to 
the root of the matter and inculcate 
thrift among the children of the 
country while we have them in our 
schools. It was with that view— 
finding how well the Act was working 
—that I thought it a fair and right 
opportunity for the Department to 
issue a Circular to all schools in the 
country pointing out how easily a 
penny bank system might be adopted, 
and our Circular was seconded by one 
from the Post Office of a _ like 
description. I will tell the House 
what has been the experience of a few 
months in reference to thrift. I have 
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had a Return carefully prepared for me 
in the Post. Office, dealing with equal 
periods before and since the Act came 
into operation. It shows that the new 
penny banks opened in 1890-1 were 
230; during the same period of 
1891-2 that number has risen to 2,806, 
representing an increase of no less 
than 1,120 per cent. The deposit 
books supplied for the use of penny 
bank depositors in 1890-1 were 


151,500, and in 1891-2 they had 
increased to 610,050, an increase 
of 302 per cent. This is not 


all. By the co-operation of the Post 
Office we find that in connection 
with the schools there has been brought 
into operation a stamp deposit slip 
scheme, and no less than 1,350 of our 
schools had adopted that scheme up to 
the 1st May. There have been supplied 
386,000 stamp deposit slips, repre- 
senting 275,000 new accounts, for a 
sum of £13,750. That represents the 
success of five months only ; and as the 
number of schools is increasing at an 
enormous rate, it is estimated that by 
the end of the year 1,200,000 slips will 
be sent in, representing over £60,000. 
[ may be told that that is a very small 
sum considering the vast amount of the 
reduction of fees, but I venture to assure 
the House that it is no light matter as 
regards its influence on the future 
thriftiness of the people of this country. 
If we can popularise thrift by bringing 
the children to practise it under the 
guidance of their parents in connection 
with the elementary schools we shall 
have made a vast stride in regard to 
the comfort, happiness, and well-being 
of our people, and we shall get into the 
banks the pennies which might other- 
wise be spent in the public-house. 
There is one incidental advantage of 
this Act to which I should like to 
allude ; it is this, and I regret that we 
have not had time to pass a short Act 
in reference to the matter. We find 
that a large number of funds have been 
freed by the Act which were previously 
applied by schemes under the Endowed 
Schools Acts in providing free places. 
It is held that these sums which have 
been freed can still be used for educa- 
tional purposes ; they might be utilised 
in freeing the evening schools and 
classes in the locality, or in providing 
prizes and awards for proficiency, or in 
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establishing scholarships tc retain 
children at school who have reached the- 
standard of exemption. I should like 
to say a word or two about con- 
trol over voluntary schools. It is g 
very thorny matter, and I shall say 
very few words about it. I am glad to. 
find that parental control is spreading 
largely in our voluntary schools. I 
know personally many cases in which 
the parents have been invited by the. 
managers to select a certain num- 
ber of themselves to assist in the 
management. I have always been 
in favour of this addition to the 
managers. I know that many hon, 
Members opposite are anxious for 
the control of the ratepayers; but it 
has often been urged—and cannot be 
too often urged—that the control of the 
ratepayers means the annihilation of 
the voluntary system. That is a ques- 
tion on which we are here as supporters 
of the voluntary system, and we will 
fight it to the death. I shall be inte- 
rested to know how far hon. Members 
opposite will place in the forefront of 
their election addresses this question of 
the ratepayers’ control of voluntary 
schools. One of the greatest luxuries, 
from an electioneering point of view,. 
would be their taking such a course as. 
would enable us to show the country 
how many millions, in a capital 
sum, it would involve, and how 
many millions a year the annual 
charge on the country would be. It 
has been often urged that by the fee- 
grant we should pour money into the 
laps of the managers of voluntary 
schools without obtaining adequate 
results. I think the figures I have 
given will show that as far as education 
is concerned there has been an improve-~ 
ment all down the line. Since the Act 
of last year and the new Code we find 
that voluntary contributions have beem 
steadily increasing, and that meets the 
allegation that we are paying the tax~ 
payers’ money to save the pockets of 
those who voluntarily contributed. 
The voluntary contributions have in- 
creased by no less than £21,000. 
Further than that, the reductions 
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odd which has been usually deducted 
under the limit, we must take off no 
less than £4,700. Putting these two 
sums together I think we have a good 
and healthy augury, not only for the 
future of our voluntary schools, but for 
the future of our whole educational 
system. Another point of great value 
is the large increase in the number of 
scholars examined in specific and extra 
subjects. In 1890 the increase was 
only 5,830, or 8 per cent.; whereas in 
1891, though the new Code had only 
just come into operation, that number 
was more than doubled, and the in- 
erease reached 11,476, or 14 per cent. 
[ should now like to say a word or two 
with reference to teaching. With all 
these changes in our educational sys- 
tem, one of the first and most promi- 
nent reforms which we urged as neces- 
sary was the improvement of our 
teaching staff, and the securing of a 
good staff of teachers in our schools. 
I am not here to say for a moment 
that in every school there is a satisfac- 
tory staff, but there is a steady im- 
provement from day to day. I would 
also remind the House that one of the 
most difficult reforms we proposed to 
carry out by the new Code was to 
secure the real efficiency of our teachers 
by weeding out from the pupil teachers 
the more inefficient at an early stage, 
and so giving them a chance of taking 
up some other mode of life. No less a 


1,479. I have heard from time to time 
that there is a dearth of assistant 
teachers. It is impossible to carry out 
large changes of this kind without 
friction or difficulties here and there, 
but Ithink it will be found that this 
is only a temporary difficulty, and 
that before many months are over 
itwillhave disappeared. With regard to 
the schools warned for inefficiency, 115 
have been so warned, and it may be 
thought that is a small number con- 
sidering the number of schools which 
receive grants. But the system we 
have adopted under the new Code 
8 something of this kind : besides 
these 115 schools, a large number 
have been informally warned. We 
thought it better to give informal 


Warnings in the first year before 
proceeding to give formal warning in 
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grant in the third year. I should like- 
to quote several of the inspectors’ re- 
ports with regard to the improvement 
under the new Code. Mr. Routledge 
says— 

“* Since the introduction of the last Code- 


I have spent a considerably larger number of 
hours in school than I ever did before.” 

That is an important point, as it points 
to those unexpected visits which are so 
valuable. Mr. Brodie, another inspec- 
tor, says— 

“T have no hesitation in saying that the 
Code of 1890 has produced a most salutary 
effect all round on children, teachers, 
managers, and inspectors. The abolishing of 
the fallacious percentage system alone is am 
immense benefit. While the teacher is not so 
hard pressed to produce a maximum of mini- 
mum results, he is much more at liberty as 
aa methods, choice of subjects, and classi- 

cation.” 


Mr. Barry, another inspector, says— 


“ Certain advantages of the new Code have 
been well explained by Mr. Brodie. Other 
advantages are freedom of classification, 
which, as far as I have observed, has not been 
abused—the fact that now the mass of the 
grant is fixed, and does not fluctuate with the 
varying results of inspection, thus giving a 
certain amount of financial stability to all 
schools of fair efficiency.” 


I may point out that an incidental 
result of the managers knowing what 
their income was likely to be has been 
the increase of subscriptions. Mr. 
Barry also says— 

“ The financial results of the Code of 1890 in. 
the Bath district is that 203 departments, or 
79 per cent. of the total number, have received 
larger grants than they did in the previous. 
year.” 


Mr. Coward, another inspector, says— 


“If the nation compels its children to go to. 
school, it incurs the responsibility of seeing 
that they are provided with accommodation in 
which their health can be maintained in 
vigour. The new Code has in this matter 
taken great strides ahead.” 


With regard to classification, 
says— 

“The new principle ot complete freedom 
within very moderate and reasonable limits 
enables the teacher to consider the scholar's. 
interest as the main motive of his classifica- 
tion. It enables him to weigh fully his health, 
physical and mental development, and other 
circumstances before determining his place 
in the school. My own experience in the 
Marchester district, wi its 100,000 
children, enables me to say confidently that it 
has been used, on the whole, moderately and: 
wisely; and the experience of my colleagues - 


he 





the second year, and suspend the 


agrees with mine.” 
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So much for the reports of the in- 
spectors as regards the new Code. 
Now I should like to pass to the ques- 
tion of drawing in our elementary 
schools, with regard to which extra- 
ordinary strides have been taken. I 
may remind the House that we are 
asking under the Science and Art De- 
partment Estimate for an increased 
sum of £48,050 in connection with 
drawing in elementary schools. In 
1881 the number of schools examined 
in drawing was 5,907; in 1891 it was 
-6,210; but in 1892, under the new 
Code, it had increased to 18,693, out of 
a total of 19,600 schools. I think it is 
now admitted that pen and pencil should 
go together in our schools, and one 
-of the first objects of our system 
is to train hand and eye together. 
Considering the great interest in 
technical education, it must be admitted 
that drawing lies at the root of all 
progress, and it is a matter of congratu- 
lation that we have practically secured 
the teaching of drawing in our ele- 
mentary schools. Questions have been 
raised with regard to the older teachers 
in our schools and the position they 
hold, and I have to-day answered a 
question on the subject. There seems 
to be some impression abroad among 
teachers that we intend to bear hardly 
-on some of our older teachers who are 
not able at once to teach drawing. I 
may take this opportunity of saying 
that we are so satisfied with tho 
splendid results we have already 
achieved that there is no intention on 
the part of the Department to bear 
hardly on these teachers. Provided 
steps are being taken to teach it, we 
shall be satisfied to wait for results. 
In the evening school system, however, 
lies the largest field for educational 
reform. We must all ask ourselves, 
What becomes evening after evening of 
the great mass of our youth in 
London and other large towns? The 
question has often been referred to be- 
fore in this House, and it should be a 
matter of great concern to us to en- 
deavour to bridge over the hideous gap 
between the passing of the fifth stan- 
dard at eleven years of age and the 
time when the youth is able to take up 
some useful employment. That is the 
problem we have been trying to solve 
during the last six years. We have 
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tion, and we have adopted reforms and 
changes which will secure what we 
want in course of time. In 1880 the 
average attendance in evening schools 
was 46,069 ; in 1885 it had dwindled to 
24,233 ; in 1886 it was 26,089; but in 
1891 we had precisely doubled those 
figures—they had reached 51,974. That 
is good, so far as it goes, but I believe 
we are only at the beginning of the 
change we shall achieve by having freed 
the curriculum of our evening schools, 
It is observable that since we have pro- 
vided that any child who has passed 
standard five may learn any subject, 
we have founda considerable increase in 
the attendance. We have also hada 
large increase in the number of those 
who have taken extra subjects— 
in 1890 only 15,000 were examined 
in extra subjects; in 1891 the 
number was 27,546, an increase of 
83 per cent. But we hope we have 
taken the best step of all in connectioa 
with the evening schools by publishing 
and circulating an Evening Continuation 
School Code. That has not been issued 
many weeks, but hon. Members will 
observe that it gives far greater facilities 
for evening schools, and has a syllabus 
large enough and wide enough to suit 
the exigencies of any body of managers 
avid any teacher. We believe by the 
adoption of this Code we shall be able 
to secure the attendance of a satisfac 
tory number of pupils. I should like 
to say a few words with reference to 
the working of ourschools hitherto under 
the Technical Education Act of 1890. 
With regard to the important subject 
of technical education, a Return ob 
tained in another place shows that ia 
a great number of cases the County 
Councils in England and Wales have 
applied the whole of their share of the 
residue under the Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, 
technical education ; and only in fow 
instances, in England, has the money 
been applied solely in aid of the rates; 


while in some instances the grant has | 


been supplemented out of the rates. 
Well, so far as it goes, that is eminently 
satisfactory, as it shows that this new 
system of technical education has been 
spread like network throughout the 
whole of our counties in England and 


Wales. But I think I would be doing 
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wrong if I were to pretend that I am 
perfectly satisfied with the actual 
education given and with the present 
adoption of the Act. I am nothing 
of the kind. In many cases I believe 
ow County Councils have had the 
greatest difficulty in knowing what to 
do with this sum which was allocated 
to them for technical education. This 
is not to be wondered at. In the great 
industrial centres, in Lancashire and 
Yorkshire and elsewhere, they have 
splendid practical institutions in which 
technical education has been carried 
on for years; but there is no doubt 
that in many places in the rest of 
England it has been a new thing 
altogether ; and it is not to be wondered 
at that in some cases the County 
Councils have gone astray in the 
application of this fund. If I might 
urge one thing of the greatest import- 
ance it is this—that there is no use 
in spending this money on lectures, 
going around from place to place to 
different halls and __ institutions, 
unless you have antecedently, or 
accompanying the lectures, pro- 
vided practical teaching. Therefore, 
I would urge this at all events: that 


this money had better be spent for | we have in this country. 


some other purpose than spent upon 
lectures. I think what we ought to 
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that is to endeavour, as speedily as 
possible, to fill up the gap which now 
exists between our elementary system 
of education and our University educa- 
tion by establishing a proper system of 
secondary education. In urging this 
at the very end of a Parliament, it may 
be said that I am recanting what I 
urged some years ago ai an earlier 
period of this Parliament with reference 
to secondary education; but whether 
I am recanting the opinion which I 
expressed before on this subject or not 
is a very small matter indeed. What is 
a matter of importance is that those 
of us in this House who have been at 
work on this great — for six years 
past are not afraid to say what they 
think would be best for the educational 
future of the country. That, after all, 
is the important matter. I hope the 
new Parliament, when it is elected, 
will consider how best to bring into focus 
and to co-ordinate all these scattered 
efforts and place them all under one 
Department, which shall be responsible 
for the whole of our educational system ; 
and, in considering how best that can 
be done, will frame some scheme to 
utilise the great endowments which 
Wales out of 
her poverty has set a great example. 
Wales out of her poverty came to. 


supply first is practical teaching, and | Parliament, said her endowments were 


then, after practical teaching has been 
provided, lectures may be supplied with 
the greatest success. Having said so 
much, this criticism as to the applica- 
tion of this Customs Fund to technical 
education leads me to consider another 
topic upon which I should like to 
touch, and it is a very important one. 
It brings to view one thing which 
demands very serious consideration, 
and it is this: Considering all that 
has been done during the past six 
years for our elementary system of 
éducation, not only as regards the sums 
which we have spent, but the large 
alterations which we have made in 
regard to our whole system of 
teaching, I think it would be well if we 
were to leave our elementary education 
alone, so as to test the reform we have 
made thoroughly, and allow our ele- 
mentary system to fructify as it stands; 
and if we were to turn our attention to 
what I consider a subject of. the 
greatest importance to all of us, and 





few, and asked for assistance in 
establishing a system of secondary 
education. Parliament came to the 
rescue, and very late one night some 
years ago passed a scheme of 
secondary education for Wales. From 
all I can gather from all parties in 
Wales, both from those who are 
engaged in working it and from those 
who are reaping benefits from it, that 
Act has been already, and will be in 
the future, of enormous benefit to 
Wales. Well, having tested it in 
Wales, why should not richer England 
diffuse the benefit of her rich endow- 
ments for the cause of secondary 
education? I should like to read one 
short paragraph from.the Report of 
the Charity Commissioners, in which 
they state what they think ought to 
be done. The Charity Commissioners 
say :— 

“In our dealings with the County Councils 
with regard to moneys placed at their dis-- 
posal for educational purposes under the Local 
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Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890 | are all subjects which will have to be in 


(53 and 54 Vie., c. 60), we are still checked | dealt with in the near future; and I 
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This evidence only shows that, in all | cause of education, ote this great in 
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have the effect of diminishing the 


_attendance ; but experience shows that 


all such fears have been found to be 


, entirely visionary; and I think we may 


congratulate my right hon. Friend both 


on the increased attendance which he 
-anticipates on such good grounds, and 


also on the fact that this very great 


_ «change has been carried through with 


remarkably little friction. My right hon. 
Friend has said that one of the defects 
.of our educational system hitherto 
was that it has been too bookish, and 
not sufficiently practical, and I am afraid 
‘that is the case still. My right hon 
‘Friend referred to the increase in the 
number of children who are going in 
for the special subjects, but I think 
that those who will look through the 
figures will agree with me _ that, 
‘although no doubt there has been a 
.considerable increase, still that increase 
has been rather with reference to the 
‘bookish subjects than to the more 
practical ones to which my right 
hon. Friend has referred. So far 
as elementary science in our 
schools is concerned, last year 
-only between thirty and forty schools 
presented children for examina- 
tion on these subjects; and when we 
consider that there are some twenty 
thousand schools altogether, I think we 
must feel that this is a very unsatis- 
factory position in which to find our- 
selves. On the other hand, it is no 
‘doubt true that science schools in con- 
nection with the Science and Art 
Department are making most satis- 
factory progress. That is a matter 
in which we must all rejoice. At the 
same time I should very much like 
to see more attention given to 
that subject in the elementary schools 
As regards evening schools the 
increase in the attendance during the 
— year has been very considerable ; 
ut at the same time the total number 
-of children in the evening schools is 
still very small in proportion to the 
whole of the country, so that I hope 
my right hon. Friend will continue to 
‘direct his attention to that most impor- 
tant part of the subject, and that whoever 
makes the educational statement next 
_year—whether my right hon. Friend or 
anyone else—will be able to tell us 
that the number of children in the even- 
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ing schools has continued to increase: 
So far as drawing is concerned, 
the statement of the Vice President 
left littie to be desired. But the 
particular point to which I beg to draw 
my right hon. Friend’s attention, 
especially because he said that we 
might leave the Code to stand fora 
time and make no further change as 
regards our elementary schools, is the 
exclusion of elementary science to 
such an extent. I, for one, could 
not altogether subscribe to that hope 
so long as I find that elementary 
science is so much excluded from our 
schools. I hope my right hon. 
Friend will direct his attention to that 
point, which I cannot but think isa 
very great blot upon our system as it at 
present stands. Until some change is 
made in this respect we cannot say 
that our elementary schools are in 
a satisfactory position. 

*(10.50.) Sm RICHARD TEMPLE 
(Worcester, Evesham): I join with 
the right hon. Baronet who has just 
sat down in offering my congratulations 
to my right hon. Friend the Minister 
of Education upon the statement he 
has made. No doubt I am one of 
those few who do not always agree 
with the educational policy of my 
right hon. Friend. Still, I must admit 
the general excellence of the educa- 
tional administration. No doubt there 
has been a great increase of popularity 
as well as of efficiency. Our schools 
are improving all along the line. There 
has been an increase of the actual attend- 
ance and an increase of the average 
attendance ; and the House will know 
that there is a great difference between 
these two things. There is also a satis- 
factory increase in voluntary subscrip- 
tions, and also in the numbers of, and 
the attendance in, evening schools. 
There is, no doubt, a great improve- 
ment alsoin the teaching of elementary 
science —I can answer for that at 
all events within the Metropolitan 
area. But there is one particular point 
of the greatest interest to practical 
educationists, to which I venture to 
direct the attention of my right hon. 
Friend. The House is aware of the 
great interest which parents in the 
working classes attach to the manner 
in which their children shall be able to 
leave school in order to go to work. 
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Accordingly the existing law prescribes 
that a child must have passed the 
fourth standard before it can go to 
half-time work, and the sixth standard 
before it is allowed to work full 
time. It will be observed that the law 
prescribes that a child must pass these 
standards; and that means: that it 
must pass them in all the subjects 
which are included in these two stan- 
dards. Now, that might have worked 
extremely well so long as there was 
a system of individual examina- 
tion; but other hon. Members and 
myself impressed upon the Government 
the importance of modifying the system 
of individual examination, and in the 
year 1890 my right hon. Friend was so 
good as to modify that system. He did 
not go certainly so far as practical 
educationists desire, but still he went a 
considerable length, and in so far has 
conferred a signal benefit on all those 
who are interested in the work of 
education as well as upon the scholars 
themselves. But now this benefit is 
seriously threatened, and if a remedy is 
not applied much of the advantage 
which my right hon. Friend desires 
and has actually secured to the cause 
of education will be lost. Now that the 
system of individual examination is 
done away with, we have an ex- 
amination of the general condition 
of the schools by Her Majesty's 
Inspectors, and we have superadded 
to that what is called ‘‘ sample ex- 
amination.” A scholar is moved from 
one standard to another, not upon 
individual examination but upon 
a general classification arranged by 
the master according to the system 
which I have mentioned. Now, 
when a working man finds that 
his child has been promoted from 
the fourth to the fifth standard, he 
naturally says, “‘ Why, the child can 
now work half-time.” But not so. 
There is an objection thereto—namely, 
that the child has not actually sana ; 
though he has been promoted from the 
fourth standard to the fifth upon the 
general system now arranged, he has 
not technically passed, and therefore 
cannot go to work. Thisis becoming a 
very serious grievance among the 
parents ; and there is but one mode of 
rectifying it. It isnot a question of im- 
proving the Code; it is a question of the 
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law. There are several Acts concerned 
in this matter which mustall be modified 
or repealed ; and this is a matter which 
can only be dealt with by the Govern- 
ment, and it is worthy of the considera- 
tion of my right hon. Friend. I may 
remind him, as he properly lays so 
much stress upon attendance, that this 
would be a means of improving the 
average attendance — because what 
form should the remedy take? We 
shall have to prescribe by the law that 
the children shall be considered to 
have passed these standards, and to 
have been promoted from one standard 
to another, not upon individual exami- 
nation, but upon attendance plus the 
general tests of the inspection. I 
think everybody concerned in teaching 
will admit that the true test in these 
cases is attendance. Here, then, 
would be a potent motive supplied 
to every parent to secure the 
attendance of his child so that it 
might fulfil the prescribed attend- 
ance, and so qualify to obtain 
that certificate which is necessary in 
order to enable it to go to work and 
earn wages. I hope I have not unduly 
laboured this matter, but I assure the 
House and the Government that it is 
one of pressing importance. I should 
like to say one word about the drawing. 
I entirely concur with everything 
which has fallen from my right hon. 
Friend regarding the importance of 
this branch of art for practical purposes. 
Having practised it all my life, I should 
be the first to magnify its importance ; 
but there is no doubt that in the 
country a great number of elderly 
schoolmasters and schoolmistresses are 
being sorely troubled in this matter 
because they cannot teach drawing; 
and all these elderly—I will not say 
antiquated—schoolmasters and school- 
mistresses who cannot teach draw- 
ing are exactly the people who 
ought to be superannuated; and I 
earnestly hope that this matter of 
superannuation will be seriously taken 
up by the next Parliament. Already 
a full and complete Report by the Com- 
mittee, mostly experts in education, 
has been presented to this House, and 
I earnestly commend it to the con- 


sideration of Parliament and of the . 


country. I am sure it is a subject 
which is regarded with the utmost 
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anxiety by the 50,000 teachers who are 
now employed in England and Wales. 
As regards the evening classes, I was one 
of those who hoped that once the new 
Code was liberalised in respect of the 
evening class schools, and we had a 
popular curriculum, then all would go 
well, and our evening classes would 
advance by leaps and bounds. But 
such, I grieve to say, is not the case. 
Of course they are growing; we were 
increasing gtadually before the new 
Code, and are still increasing, but 
somehow or other the best intentions 
of the new Code have not quite 
answered expectations. We seem 
tojhalt somewhat, and I am afraid 
some other measure will have to be 
devised. I know this is a subject in 
which the Member for Flintshire takes 
the greatest interest, and I hope he 
will be able to enlighten us upon it this 
evening; but I am sure weishall have 
to take some additional step in 
this behalf. It is absolutely essential, 
as my right hon. Friend admits, 
that something further should be 
done in this respect, and I fear 
that something in the shape of com- 
pulsion will have to be adopted if 
evening classes are to be rendered 
efficient. But, on the other hand, if 
there is to be a disadvantage of that 
kind, we shall have to offer some cor- 
responding advantage or facility 
or easement, if I may use that 
term, which shall reconcile the work- 
ing classes to any such change. I 
must express my regret that the Bill 
for relieving the voluntary schools from 
rating has somehow fallen through. We 
had hoped that, if the schools were to 
be thrown oper to political meetings 
and used for all sorts of electioneering 
purposes, at all events they might be 
excused from the payment of rates. 
That was our hope, and it has been 
disappointed, and I must express 
m t that this measure has 
fi ugh. The right hon. Gentle- 
man properly alluded to the bridg- 
ing over of the gap—of the interval 
between our elementary education and 
our University system. Surely that 
refers to meen, Sh education. I would 
remind the House that in this matter 
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of secondary education a measure for 
the registration of teachers—a measure 
which is fraught with the direst con- 
sequences both to the qualification and 
the status of the teachers—bas been 
before the House now for two Sessions. 
A Select Committee, presided over by 
my right hon. Friend himself, sat last 
Session. In accordance with the 
Report of that Committee, a Bill has 
been drafted and introduced by me 
this Session. It was supported by two 
educational authorities on the other 
side—the hon. Member for Eccles and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Leeds—and I think it had the ap- 
proval of the Education Department 
itself. This has been brought repeatedly 
before the House, and to my t 
regret it has been impossible to obtain 
a Second Reading. I have to thank 
the House for listening to these prac- 
tical observations, and to express my 
thankfulness to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for the statement he has been 
able to make, and my confidence that 
it will greatly strengthen the cause of 
education in the country at large. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


GALWAY INFIRMARY (re-committed) 
BILL.—(No. 350.) 
COMMITTEE. 


Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment. 


Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappey, Dublin 
University): I hope the House will 
allow the Third Reading to be taken. 
This Bill has passed through a Select 
Committee. It deals with a matter of 
great urgency, and there is barely time 
to pass it through. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I was 
just about to make an appeal in the 
same sense, and I hope the House will 
agree to it. 

Bill read the third time, and 
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WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL.—(No. 365.) 
CHANGED FROM 
WITNESSES (ROYAL COMMISSIONS 
AND PARLIAMENT) PROTECTION 

BILL.—(No, 287.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

As amended, considered. 

New Clause— 

(Application to Scotland.) 

“In the application of this Act to Scotland 
the following modifications shall have effect :— 
(1.) A court of summary jurisdiction means 
the sheriff; (2) If ee _ 

charged, as in section three of this Act 
Peslioned. objects to the case being dealt 
with poenan Ihe , it shall be sent for trial by 
the sheriff with a jury, or by the High Court 
of Justiciary,as Her Majesty’s Advocate shall 
direct; (3.) Judgment debt means a civil 
debt, and such debt may be recovered in any 
competent court,”—(Sir C. J. Pearson,) 
—brought up, read a first and second 
time, and added to the Bill. 

Bill read the third time, and 


passed. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL INSTI- 
TUTIONS BILL [Lords.] 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2. 

On Motion of Sir Atsert Rott 
(Islington, 8.) the following Amend- 
ment was agreed to :— 

Page 1, line 10, leave out all after “instruc- 
tion,” to end of Sub-section (1), and insert 
“within the meaning of ‘The Technical 
Instruction Act, 1889.’” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 3 to 11, inclusive, agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL.—(No. 396.) 
CONSIDERATION. 
As amended, considered. 
(11.17.) Mn SEXTON (Belfast, 
W.): The Bill proposes that the 


Purchase Commissioners shall not 
receive their increase of salary until 
the Fair Rent Commissioners have 
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cleared off their arrears of work. 
That is a very indefinite period ; and as 


the right hon. Gentleman has expressed 
the opinion that the arrears might be 
cleared off in nine months, I would 
propose that the equalisation of the 
salaries should come into force on the 
Ist January of next year. I therefore 
move— 

In page '1, line 9, after the word “ of,” to 
insertthe words “or after the first day of 
January, one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-three, whichever date shall first 
occur. 


Question proposed, “That those’ 
words be there inserted.” 


(11.19.) Taz CHIEF SECRETARY 
ror IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, 
N.): What was contemplated in regard 
to this arrangement was that there 
should be an equalisation of work as 
well as an equalisation of salaries. I 
think it was also intended that ‘the 
equalisation of salaries should take 
place from the date when the duties of 
the Commissioners should become 
interchangeable, or rather when the 
arrears had been overtaken both by 
the Fair. Rent and the Purchase 
Commissioners. I would suggest that 
lst June, 1893, would be a better 
date than Ist January. The Ist 
June is perhaps a somewhat san- 
guine estimate as to the period 
when the whole of tlie fair rent 
appeals will be cleared off, although 
they may be overtaken in less 
time ; but there can be no doubt that 
the purchase arrears, as now shown 
by the Return which has been made to 
the House, are such that even by that 
date the Purchase Commissioners will 
be behind with their work. I think 
the suggested alteration is one which 
the hon. Member will accept, for it will 
give a considerable advantage to the 
Purchase Commissioners, as it antici- 
pates the date probably by some 
months, if not by a year, when their 
work will have been brought up to 
date. I think the hon. Member will 
agree that I have not only considered 
his suggestion, but that I have met it ina 
reasonable and fair manner. I would 
venture now to suggest that it would 
perhaps be better, looking to the wording 
of = clause, if the Amendment should 
re — 
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“Or from or after the first day of J 
one thousand eight hundred and alncty-tiven, 

whichever date first 
Perhaps the hon. Member will with- 
draw his Amendment, or alter it as I 
have suggested. 

Mr. SEXTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman, in referring to “ arrears,”’ 
has introduced a new term which is 
not covered by the Bill. I doubt 
whether his Amendment will confer 
all that it ought to confer on the senior 
Commissioners; but it is better than 
nothing, and I will therefore withdraw 
my Amendment in its favour. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. SPEAKER: I will now put the 
proposition in its amended form— 


“Or from or after the first day of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and ninety-three, 
whichever date should first happen.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY LANDS CONSOLIDATION 
(re-committed) BILL.—(No. 184.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
Clauses 1 to 23, inclusive, agreed to. 
Clause 24. 


On Motion of the Frnancian Secre- 
taky to the War Orrice (Mr. Brod- 
rick, Surrey, Guildford) the following 
Amendment was agreed to:—Leave 
out, in page 11, line 17, “ et cetera.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 25 to 27 agreed to. 
Clause 28. 


On Motion of Mr. Broprick, the 
following Amendment was agreed to :— 


Page 13, at the end of Clause, insert “and 
any bye-law made under any enactment shail 
be deemed to have been made under this Act.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 29 agreed to. 
Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL.—(No. 418.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Order for Committee read. 


Tue SECRETARY to toe TREA- 
SURY ‘(Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham) : 
This Bill has not yet been printed. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): If the 
right hon. Gentleman wishes to take 
the Bill off-hand, I have no objection. 

Sm JOHN GORST: It is a Bill of 
great importance, and I think it should 
first be printed. 

(11.29.) Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): I think we have great reason 
to complain that a Bill of this kind 
should not have been printed when the 
Second Reading was taken last night. 


Committee deferred till to-morrow. 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL—(No, 213.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Dr. ag y ogrprd (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to move that the 
Order be discharged and the Bill with- 
drawn. In consequence of the legis- 
lative activity of the Government 
supporters and the persistent opposi- 
tion with which this Bill is met, 1 have 
been obliged with great regret to take 
this course. I express sincere regret 
that, in the interests of the landlord 
class—to which I myself belong—and 
in the interest of what I call really a 
legitimate sport, it has not been found 
possible to legislate in some way to 
meet the wants and wishes of a large 
section of the people of Scotland. The 
course I am obliged to take will not, 
I am sure, do us who represent the 
northern constituencies any harm, 
because when we talk to our people we 
should have to lay before them what I 
may call a very interesting drama. 
The first act was the Motion of my 
hon. Friend the Member for Aberdeen 
(Mr. Bryce) and the apparent a 
ance of it by the Government in order 
to avoid an inconvenient Division. Act 
No. 2 was the introduction of this Bill 
which I am now obliged to withdraw ; 
and act No. 3 was the Bill introduced 





by the Lord Advocate, which everybody 
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who understood the subject must have 
seen really made matters a great deal 
worse than before by su Lagoon he 
close time for tourists and the bye-law 
preventing people doing what they are 
now permitted to do unless prohibited 
by interested parties. That Bill was 
eventually withdrawn because, bad as 
we thought it, it was even too much 
for the squeamish stomachs of hon. 
Members opposite, and with this act I 
will let down the curtain. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“ That the Order be disch , and the 
Bill withdrawn.””—(Dr. Farquharson.) 
Motion agreed to. 
Order discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


SCHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL.—(No. 96.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): I object. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The objection is 
not sufficient. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND: Con- 
sidering the great sums which are paid 
to the teachers in connection with this 
School Board in comparison with 
other teachers in other rts of 
Middlesex and the United King- 
dom, I do not think there should be 
a Superannuation Bill in their behalf. 
The Bill is strongly opposed, and 
it is considered that they have suffi- 
cient means of providing for them- 
selves. 

Motion agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


WATER COMPANIES (REGULATION 
OF POWERS BILL [Zords.]—(No. 4.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 
“Sm JOHN ELUBBOCK (London 
University): I beg to move the Second 
Reading. It is a Bill which places 
some impediment in regard to the 
Water Companies cutting off the 


Dr. Farquharson 
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(Regulation, de.) Bitl. 


supply of water. It passed through 
the other House with general epproval, 


and without any serious opposition. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Sir John Lubbock). 

Baron DIMSDALE (Herts, Hitchin): 
i hope the right hon. Baronet will 
psere the Second Reading, as I 

lieve there are many gentlemen who 
oppose it. They are not here to-day ; 
but if the Second Reading is taken, 
there is no doubt but that they will 
take every opportunity at a future 
stage of opposing it. 

*Sm JOHN LUBBOCK: At any 
other period of the Session I would 
agree; but it would be useless to 
attempt to pass the Bill unless I 
took this stage now. 

THe FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovur, 
Manchester, E.): I am afraid we are 
now attempting to take Bills possibly 
of a very controversial character with- 
out warning. The understanding was 
that the Government would cease to 
oceupy the time at twelve o’clock, and 
the consequence is that Bills which 
come on before that hour, and which 
are not Government Bills come on 
quite unexpectedly, and when it is not 
possible for the gentlemen interested 
tocome down and make their observa- 
tions at this stage. I should put no 
obstacle in the way of unopposed Private 
Bills being taken before twelve o'clock, 
but I think my hon. Friend will see 
that it is not desirable to take a Bill at 
this time to which I gather there is 
considerable opposition without giving 
sufficient warning. I hope, therefore, 
that my hon. Friend will not press his 
Motion. 

Viscount GRIMSTON (Herts, 
St. Alban’s): I join in asking the right 
hon. Baronet to postpone the Second 
Reading of this Bill. Although a large 
amount of sympathy must be extended 
to him for his efforts to give to the Lon- 
don County Council powers which they 
desire, still this Bill excites a + deal 
of controversy, and it would: be to the 
ee of his own views to postpone 
this stage. 

*Sm JOHN LUBBOCK: This Bill 

ives no powers to the London County 

uncil; the advantages it gives are to 
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Sittings of 
the users of water. After the right hon. 
Gentleman’s expression, however, I 
cannot press the Motion, and I 
will, therefore, put the Bill down for 
To-morrow. 

Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER] [INVERNESS] BILL.—(No. 
403.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL.—(No. 346.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 10) 
BILL.—(No. 375.) 


As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL.—(No. 341.) 


As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


CORN SALES, 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read [Inquiry not completed]. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 279.] 


WATERMEN’S AND LIGHTERMEN’S 
COMPANY BILL.—(No. 144.) 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment, with Minutes of 
Evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 280.] 


TELEGRAPHS BILL.—(No. 377.) 


Special Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Minutes of Evidence, 


‘brought up, and read. 


Bill reported, with Amendments. 
Bill, as amended, to be printed [Bill 
23] ; re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
4 Tie and to be printed. No. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, 


Returns ordered— 

“ Of the number of Private Bills introduced 
in and brought from the House of Lords, and of 
Acts in the Session of 1892, classed 

ing to the following subjects :—Rail- 
ways; Tramways; Tramroads; Subways ; 
Canals and ape ; Roads and Bridges ; 
Water; Gas and Water; Lighting and Im- 
rovement ; — and Sani — ij 
orporations, &c. (not relating to Police an 
Sani Regulations or to Ligh and Im- 
provement Schemes) ; Ports, Piers, Harbours, 
and Docks; Churches, Chapels, and Burying 
Grounds; Inclosure and i ; Estate ; 
Divorce; and Miscellaneous.” 


“ Of all the Private Bills, and Bills for con- 
firming Provisional Orders, which, in the 
Session of 1892, have been treated as 
Bills ; rae those which have been 
classi in Groups by the Committee of 
Selection, or by the General Committee on 
Railway and al Bills; together with the 
names of the Selected Members who served 
on each Committee ; the first and also the last 
day of the sitting of each Committee; the 
number of days on which each Committee 
sat; the number of days on which each 
Selected Member has served; the Bills the 
Preambles of which were reported to have 
been proved ; the Bills the Preambles of which 
were reported to have been not proved; and 
in the case of Bills for confirming Provisional 
Orders, whether the Provisional Orders ought — 
or ought not to be confirmed; the Bills 
referred back to the Committee of Selection, 
or to the General Committee on Railway and 


ions ; 


Canal Bills, as having become uno , and 
the Bills withdrawn, or not ed with by 
the parties.” 


* And, of all Private Bills which, in the 
Session of 1892, have been re by the 
Committee of Selection, or by the General 
Committee on Railway and Canal Bills, to the 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
together with the names of the Members who 
served on each Committee; the number of 
days on which each Committee sat; and the 
number of days on which each Member 
attended (in continuation of Parliamentary 
bo No. 0.142, of Session 1890-91).”— 
(Mr. M‘Lagan.) 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE, 


Return ordered— 


“Of the number of days on which the 
House sat in the Session of 1892; stating, 
for each day the date of the month, and day 
of the week, the hour of meeting, and the 
hour of yoo and the total i 
of hours occupied in the ae o e 
House, and the average time; and showing 
the number of hours on which the House sat 
each day, and the number of hours after 
mi t; and the number of entries in each 
day’s Votes and Proceedings (in continuation 
of Parliamen , No, 0.143, of Session 
1890-91).”"—(Mr. M‘ n.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, 


Return ordered— 


* Of the number of Public Bills, disti 
ing Government from other Bills, introduced 
into this House, or brought from the House 
of Lords, during the Session of 1892 ; showing 
the number which received the Royal Assent ; 
the number which were peat by this House 
but not by the House of Lords; the number 
by the House of Lords but not by this 
ouse; and dis ishing the stages at 
which such Bills as did not receive the Royal 
Assent were dro or postponed and 
rejected in either House of Parliament (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
0.164, of Session 1890-91).”—(Mr. M‘Lagan.) 


PUBLIC PETITIONS. 
Return ordered— 


“Of the number of Public Petitions pre- 
sented and printed in the Session of 1892; 
with the total number of Signatures in that 
_— (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 

o. 0.144, of Session 1890-91).’—(Mr. 
M‘Lagan.) 


DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE. 
Return ordered— 


_ “Of the number of Divisions of the House 
in the Session of 1892; stating the subject of 
the Division, and the number of Members in 


‘the majority and minority, Tellers included ; 


also the aggregate number in the House on 
each Division ; distinguishing the Divisions 
on Public Business from Private; and also 
the number of Divisions before and after 
midnight (in continuation of Parliamen 
Paper, No. 0.140, of Session 1890-91).”—(Mr. 
M‘Lagan.,) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


(Days Occuriep By GOVERNMENT AND 
BY Private MEMBERS.) 


Return ordered— 


“Showing, with reference to Session 1892 
(1) the number of sittings on Tuesdays, 
Wednesdays, and Fridays at which Govern- 
ment Business had precedence;. (2) the 
number of sittings on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, 
and Fridays at which Private Members had 
precedence ; (3) the number of other sittings 
at which, in accordance with the Standing 
Orders of the House, Government Business 
had precedence ; (4) the number of sittings 
at which Government Business had precedence 
under a Special Order of the House; (5) the 
number of Saturday sittings; (6) the total 
number of sittings at which Government 
Business had precedence ; (7) the total number 
of days on which the House sat ; (8) the total 
auner of Motions -¢ Adjournment of the 

ouse on a matter of urgent public import- 
ance ; and (9) the number of days in Supply.” 
—(Mr, M mn.) . 
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ADJOURNMENT MCTIONS UNDER 
STANDING ORDER No, IX. 


Return ordered— 


“Of Motions for Adjournment under 
Standing Order No. IX., showing the date of 
such Motion, the name of the Member pro- 
posing, the definite matter of urgent public 
importance, and the result of any Division 
taken thereon in Session 1892°(in the 
same form as, and in continuation of, 


Parliamen , No. 0.165, of Session 
1890-91)."—-(Mr. a" 


SHOP HOURS BILL.—(No. 26.) 

Special Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Minutes of Evidence, 
brought up, and read. 

Bill reported, with Amendments. 

Bill, as amended, to be printed (Bill 
424] ; re-committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House for To-morrow. 

Report and Special Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 287.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 10) BILL.—(No. 345.) 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]. 

Bill, as amended, to be taken into 
consideration To-morrow. 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) (re-committed) BILL.—(No. 275.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL.—(No. 406.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


CIVIL BILL COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. 
(No. 313.) 
Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [Lords] 
(No. 411.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 

ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 
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CASUAL WARDS BILL.—(No. 364.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL.—(No. 143.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL.—(No. 407.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


1889 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL.—(No. 416.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION 
LAND) BILL.—-(No. 262.) 
Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. , 


(SCOT- 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
BILL.—(No. 371.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


EAST INDIA OFFICERS BILL [Lords.] 
(No. 246.) 


Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1862) AMEND- 
MENT BILL.—(No. 188.) 

Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


SMALL HOLDINGS BILL.—(No, 148.) 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 

Bill withdrawn. 
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FOOTPATHS PRESERVATION BILL, 
(No. 161.) 

Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged, 
Bill withdrawn. 


SECONDARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
REGISTRATION BILL.—(No, 241.) 


Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1882) AMENDMENT BILL.— 
(No. 405.) 

Read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS (RE-ARRANGE- 
MENT OF ROOMS). 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 288.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,—Customs 
and Inland Revenue Bill, Sheriff Courts 
(Scotland) Extracts Bill, Gas Provi- 
sional Orders Bill, Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Billi. 

That they have passed a Bill, inti- 
tuled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under ‘The Tramways Act, 
1870,’ relating to Bedfcrd and Kemp- 
ston Tramway, Perth and District 
Tramways, and Somerton, Keinton- 
Mandeville, and Castle Cary Tram- 
ways.” [Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled “An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under 
‘The Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870,’ relating to Ross Water and 
Sevenoaks Water.” [Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to the county of London (a 
portion of), Southwark, and Wands- 
worth. Electric Lighting Orders 
Confirmation (No. 5) Bill [Lords]. 








1391 Adjournment. 


Clergy Discipline (Immorality) Bill, 


—That they have to the Amend- 
ments to the Clergy Discipline (Immo- 
rality) Bill, with an Amendment, and 
with Consequentia! Amendments. 

Town Holdings,—-That they do re- 
quest that this House will be pleased 
to communicate to their Lordships a 
Copy of the Report, &c. of the Select 
Committee appointed by this House in 
the present Session of Parliament on 
Town Holdings :—Lords Message con- 
sidered. 

Ordered, That a printed Copy be 
communicated. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Zords}. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 426.] 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Zords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 427.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 5) BILL [Zords]. 


’ Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 428.] 


MAURITIUS LOAN GUARANTEE. 


Resolution reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the Trea- 
sury to guarantee, on the security of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom, the 
payment of the principal, with interest at a 
rate of 3 per cent. per annum, of a loan of 
£600,000, to be raised by the Government of 
Mauritius for meeting the damage caused by 
the hurricane.” 

Resolution agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Baron Henry 
de Worms, and Sir John Gorst. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Biil 425.) 





ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That this House do now adjourn.” 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe): I should like to call the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 


{COMMONS} 
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to the undesirability of i 
further with certain Private Bills which 
might provoke some opposition. Iho 
he will adhere to the understanding that 
Bills of this nature should not be taken 
when hon. Members interested are 
absent. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, Manchester, 
E.): I feel the extreme inconvenience of 
discussing opposed Private Bills, and I 
think they should not be proceeded 
with during the remainder of the 
Session. If I find that any Bill really 
meets with opposition I will endeavour, 
even before twelve o'clock, to prevent 
it being taken. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): I would just point out 
that I think it would be extremely 
unfair if Private Bills, except those 
that are not opposed, should be 
allowed to be proceeded with at the 
present stage of Business, because 
in that case hon. Members interested 
in certain of those Bills who might 
wish to be away would have to wait 
here during the days Parliament con- 
tinues to siton the chance of these 
Bills coming on. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Mid- 
dlesex, Uxbridge) : I hope the London 
School Board Superannuation Bill will 
not be allowed to pass asa Private Bill. 
It is one that affects many thousands of 
ratepayers in the Metropolis, and I do 
not think it should be allowed to pass. 


Mr. BALFOUR: The under. 
standing is that the Government should 
oppose any private opposed Bill that 
came up after 12.30. But I entirely 
agree with the observation of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, that 
we have now reached a_ period 
of our Business when it would 
be absurd to discuss opposed Private 
Bills; and under these circumstances 
I shall endeavour, if the Business of the 
House to-morrow is concluded con- 
siderably before twelve o'clock, as I 
hope will be the case, to prevent any 
Private Business from being taken. 


Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Twelve o clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Friday, 17th June, 1892. 


HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS THE DUKE 
OF YORK. 


The Lord Chamberlain reported, That 
the Lords with White Staves had (ac- 
cording to order) laid before Her Majesty 
their Lordships’ Resolution of Tuesday 
last, relating to the place and precedence 
of His Royal Highness the Duke of York 
in this House; and that Her Majesty 
was pleased to say She would give 
directions for a chair or seat to be pre- 

for His said Royal Highness on 
the left hand of the Cloth of Estate. 

His Royal Highness Prince George 
Frederick Ernest Albert of Wales, hav- 
ing been created Baron Killarney, Earl 
of Inverness and Duke of York, was 
introduced between His Royal Highness 
the Prince of Wales and His Royal 
Highness the Duke of Connaught and 
Strathearn, the Yeoman Usher of the 
Black Rod, the Garter King of Arms, 
and the Lord Great Chamberlain attend- 
ing, and was placed in a chair on the 
left hand of the Throne. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Earl of Huntingdon, after the 
death of his father. 


TOWN HOLDINGS, 


Report, &c., from the Select Committee 
of the House of Commons: Communi- 
cated (pursuant to message of Monday 
last), and to be printed. (No. 188.) 


METROPOLITAN HOSPITALS, &c. 


Message from the Commons for Third 
Keport, &c., of Select Committee: 
Ordered to be communicated accordingly. 


JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 


Report from, that the "one hundred 
and twenty-third volume of the Journals 
(54th and 55th Vict., 1891), with an 
Index, was ready for delivery ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table; and the said 
volume ordered to be delivered in the 
same manner as the preceding volumes 
of the Journals have been delivered. 


VOL, V. 


[FOURTH SERIES. ] 


{17 June, 1892} 
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AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 

Clause 1. 

THe Marquess or HUNTLY: 
My Lords, [ suggest that two words 
should be inserted in line 12 to make it 
clear that County Councils may hire 
land. By Clause 2 they are enabled to 
hire land, but according to Clause 1 they 
are only allowed to buy. I do not know 
whether the words I move to insert are 
necessary. 

Amendment moved, page 1, line 12, 
after (“‘ buy”) insert (“or hire ”).—(The 
Marquess of Huntly.) 
| THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
Capocan): My Lords, it is quite true 
that this Bill provides for hiring as well 
as purchase, but the primary object of 
the Bill is purchase ; that is to say, the 
object being to increase the number of 
occupying owners of land, it was not 
thought necessary to insert the words 
which my noble Friend proposes, because 
the main object throughout the whole. 
Bill, as your Lordships will see, is 
purchase. There is undoubtedly one 
clause which provides for hire for letting 
under special circumstances; but for 
that reason it is not thought desirable at 
the beginning that the word “hire” 
should be putin on the same level as the 
word “ purchase,” 

Tue Earp or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, it seems to me a strange thing 
indeed that, where a Bill. gives power 
by a subsequent clause to hire, it should 
not be mentioned in the first clause. I 
have no doubt it is not essential; but 
the Bill would be greatly improved, I 
think, by the introduction of these 
words, and it cannot alter the meaning 
of the Bill, because the first clause 
states the whole object. If the County 
Council are of opinion that there is a 
demand, they may buy land for the 
purpose of providing small holdings, and 
they may also hire. 

Eart CADOGAN : There is no great 
objection to the words, but it is for the 
noble Lord to prove that they are 
necessary. The object of the Bill is, gene- 
rally speaking, purchase. Undoubtedly, 
in a subsequent clause we provide 


3 F 


SMALL 














1895 


for hiring ; but we think misunderstand- 
ing might arise if, in the first clause, 
the words that my noble Friend proposes 
to insert were added; and I think it is 
for the noble Earl opposite to show the 
necessity for them. 

Tue Eartor KIMBERLEY : I think 
the misunderstanding would be on the 
other side. Jt cannot possibly produce 
misunderstanding to mention hire ir 
the first clause, when you are going 
to give power to hire afterwards. No 
doubt the main object of the Bill is to 
buy ; but one of the objects is to hire, 
and, unless it is intended to strike out 
afterwards the clauses as to hire, I think 
it would puzzle any human being to 
explain why these words should be left 
out. 

Eart CADOGAN : It is not a ques- 
tion whether the word “ hire ” is to be left 
out, but whether the word “ hire ” is to be 
inserted. It is one of the objects of the 
Bill undoubtedly; but the primary 
object is purchase ; and, unless the noble 
Earl can show good cause, I do not see 
the object of inserting these words. 

Toe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
venture to think that I have shown ex- 
ceedingly good cause. Whether it is 
absolutely necessary from a legal point 
of view I do not assert ; but I say it is 
highly desirable, and I have heard no 
reason from the noble Earl to the 
contrary. 

Lorp THRING: It is a_ perfect 
axiom in drafting that the first clause 
should state the object of the Bill. Now 
there are two principal objects of the 
Bill, and you state one without stating 
the other. Surely that is misleading. 

Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM: I beg to 
differ from the objection taken by noble 
Lords opposite. [I do not think the 
object of the Bill is to transfer land to 
the County Council ; and surely it is not 
expedient that the County Council should 
take the place of the landowner in doing 
what the landowner can do as well as the 
County Council, and better. The object 
of the Bill is to create small proprietors, 
and, therefore, I think it would be 
trenching on the principle of the Bill to 
insert the Amendment proposed by the 
noble Marquess. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatssury): I do not think the discus- 
sion has applied itself to the real differ- 
ence between Clause 1, in which this 
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Amendment is moved, and Clause 2. 


The provision, in res of whieh dis- 
cussion has arisen, is for providing smal] 
holdings for persons desirous of buying, 
and who will themselves cultivate the 
holdings. It is true that there are 
afterwards provisions enabling them 
under certain cireumstances to hire: 
but those are separate and distinct 
altogether from the buying; and 
the hiring spoken of in Clause 2 
has reference to hiring by the County 
Council ; whereas the buying spoken of 
is the buying in Clause 1 ; and the 
subject-matter dealt with afterwards, 
described by the noble Earl as hiring, is 
only hiring under certain provisions and 
conditions. Inasmuch as this is a con- 
troversy about drafting rather than 
about substance, I would suggest that 
the clearer mode is to have each of these 
cases separately dealt with, as they are 
separately dealt with in the Bill. 

Lorp RIBBLESDALE : [ should like 
to point out that, except as regards 
purchase money, all the conditions 
applying to purchase apply also to hiring 
by express statement in the Bill later 
on. 


Eart CADOGAN : Not in the matter 
of limitation. My noble Friend will 
remember that the cases of hiring are 
limited to fifteen acres, or the value of 
£15. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : What 
the noble and learned Lord has said 
would be true, and I should entirely 
agree with him, if hiring were limited to 
Clause 2; but hiring is to take place 
under Clause 4. 

Eart CADOGAN : That is letting. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : I do 
not think the point is of great import- 
ence ; I do not think we need waste time 
upon it; but I do not see why it is 
objected to. 

Tae Earn or CAMPERDOWN: 
Your Lordships will see, I think, that 
this question of hiring is to be found in 
Clause 3, Sub-section 2. The very first 
mention there is of hiring is that the 
County Council may do certain things 
before selling or letting. Up to that 
point you have never heard of letting at 
all. For the sake of clearness surely it 
would be well to put in the words “or 
hire.” 
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Tas CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
Earl of Morey): Does the noble 
uess withdraw his Amendment ? 

Tue Marquess or HUNTLY: I 
think it is harmless to show that the 
County Council may hire the land. 
Clearly under Clause 2 they may hire 
and let it. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: I think, my 
Lords, the point is worth considering 

in, because, if you look at Clause 2, 
which deals with hiring, it provides that 
the Council may hire “the land,” which 
I suppose refers to the land dealt with in 
the earlier section. 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anv 
SECRETARY oF STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Mar- 
quess of Sa.ispury): No, the land 
mentioned in the first line of Clause 2. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: Iam not sure 
of that. 

Eart CADOGAN: It is the land de- 
scribed in the first line. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: But Clause 1 
limits the power of the Council to acquire 
land for the purpose of providing small 
holdings for persons who desire to buy ; 
that is the only power given to them ; 
and yet you deal with them in Clause 2 
on the assumption that they have got 
land and are to be allowed to hire it. If 
Clause 2 is to operate, there ought to be 
power given to them to acquire land for 
the purpose of Clause 2, which is hiring 
and not buying. My Lords, I must call 
attention to the point a little more 
minutely. If Clause 1 is looked at it 
gives the County Council power to ac- 
quire. There is no power to acquire in 
Clause 2 at all. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: It is 
“ subject to the provisions of this Act.” 

Lorv HERSCHELL: I think it re- 
‘quires a little more consideration. If 
you look at Clause 3, Sub-section 2, 
‘the County Council may let land other 
than that they hire under Clause 2. If 
they only let the land they hire under 
‘Clause 1 it is all right; but they may 
let the land they acquire under Clause 2, 
and the only power to acquire land 
under Clause 2 is for the purpose of 
selling ; and yet, as I understand, it is 
par: cfthe scheme that they may acquire 
lan’ for the purpose of letting. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
do not understand whether noble Lords 


‘Opposite wish to make an alteration of 
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form or of substance. Up to the point 
of the s of the noble Lord I under- 
stood t it was a question of form; 
the noble Lord opposite thought it would 
express the purpose of the Bill better to 
put in the word “hire.” But now I 
understand him to alter substantially 
what at present is the enactment of the 
Bill. Is not the enactment of the Bill 
that the Council may buy land in order 
to sell it, and that the Council may hire 
land in order to let it? Is there any 
provision that the Council may buy land 
in order to let it? 

Lorv HERSCHELL: I do not under- 
stand my proposal to be a proposal of 
substance, but merely for carrying out 
what I understood was the intention of 
the Bill. 

Tae Marquess or HUNTLY: My 
Lords, I am perfectly willing to postpone 
this Amendment, if the noble Karl will 
take into consideration whether it is 
necessary. I only proposed it because 
I thought it was necessary to the Bill. 

Ear CADOGAN : I am quite ready 
to consider it before the Report; but I 
do not think it is in any way necessary to 
the Bill. It may be that some explana- 
tory words might be added. I will con- 
sider it. 

Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

*“Lorpv RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
the next Amendment stands in my name, 
and it is, to alter the word “ fifty” to 
“twenty-five” in line 16, practically 
making the holdings not to exceed be- 
tween one acre and twenty-five acres ; 
and I also propose, in line 17, that the 
rateable value shall not exceed £30. I 
was glad to hear from the noble Earl in 
charge of that Bill that the prime object 
of this Bill was purchase, because that 
makes the Amendment that I am going 
to move now more important. I assure 
the noble Earl I do not move it in any 
hostility to the Bill. I am quite willing 
to think that the Bill is to do all‘we are 
promised ; and IT had a message from my 
own woodman yesterday that he con- 
sidered that this Bill was the finest thing 
that had ever been done for my estate. 
My Lords, I hope it will prove so. But 
we are always told that this Bill is an 
experiment, and because it is an ex- 
periment, which I hope and think may 
be useful and fruitful, I think we should 
subject it to a very close criticism. 
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Within certain limits I think it may be 
a good experiment; beyond certain 
limits it may be a bad one ; and I think, 
by leaving this very wide definition of 
smal] holdings, you are about to do two 
very mischievous things. In the first 
place, I think you will sanction financial 
transactions in hard cash by the County 
Councils on a very much larger scale 
than was ever contemplated under this 
Bill, by which you will limit the opera- 
tion of the Act in its useful and proper 
directions; and I also think that by 
those transactions you will establish a 
proprietary class of small capitalists on 
the land, which I do not think any of us 
ever meant to establish. No doubt your 
Lordships read the TZimes newspaper, 
and, if so, you can hardly have failed to 
notice a very long and interesting letter 
in last Saturday’s 7'imes, by Sir John 
Lawes, dealing with this whole question 
of allotments and small farms, in which 
he points out that an arable farm of the 
size proposed in the Bill cannot possibly 
be started, taking into account suitable 
land for agriculture, much under £2,400. 
I do not think the small holder, who can 
enter into the obligations which a pur- 
chase of that sort contemplates, is the kind 
of small holder you would wish to set up 
under this Bill. I think, if you had a 
valuation clause instead of an 

clause, which was proposed and received 
some very sturdy support in the other 
House from the Liberal side, I should 
never have moved this Amendment; 
but the danger you are running into is 
the possibility of very much larger 
farms than twenty-five acres being 
bought on the guarantee of the rate- 
payers’ money, and, consequently, the 
setting up of a class of proprietors 
which was never contemplated. The 
class of proprietors that you wish to 
establish is the best type of agricultural 
labourers, and also the small artisans in 
the towns; and, if you wish the operation 
of this Act to extend to that class, you 
had better keep the acreage smaller and 
the valuation lower than you have it in the 
Bill. The supply of land for the purposes 
of this Act must in the nature of things 
be limited, and if the small capitalists 
oan come in and ask for a guarantee of 
the ratepayers’ money to set them up in 
thirty, forty, or fifty acres, you, by that 
amount, diminish the quantity of avail- 
able land for the purposes of this Bill. 


Lord Ribblesdale 
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I therefore hope the size of these 
holdings may be reduced from one to 
twenty-five acres, and I think that, if 
the valuation is fixed at £30 instead of 
£50, you will at all events obviate, to some 
extent, the grisly possibilities held out 
to us in Clause 16, which the noble 
Duke pointed out to us the other night. 
I also think that if you at all offend, by 
what you are doing now, the instinct of 
self-preservation in the ratepayers, of 
which Sir John Lawes speaks, you will 
make what may be a very useful and 
very fruitful Bill unpopular. 


Amendment moved, in page 1, line 16, 
to leave out the first (“fifty”) and insert 
(“ twenty-five ”), and leave out the second 
(“fifty”), and insert (“twenty-five ”). 
And in line 17 leave out (“fifty”)'and 
insert (“thirty”).—( The Lord Ribblesdale.) 


Lorp HERRIES: I wish to support 
the Amendment proposed by my noble 
Friend. In one respect J differ from him, 
because the noble Lord said that on his 
property this Bill is supposed to be a 
great boon. I do not think myself that 
in my neighbourhood it will have very 
much effect, because small holdings exist 
toa great extent already on my own pro- 
perty; there are very few cottages to 
which there is not land enough attached 
to keep a cow. I was looking through 
the list of holdings in an adjacent parish, 
and I found that out of fifty-six, only one 
has not got three-quarters of an acre; 
the majority are from one to ten acres, 
and there are several of twenty and 
thirty acres. I think, therefore, I am able 
to speak with a certain amount of experi- 
ence on the question of small holdings, 
and my experience is that, when you 
have a holding of over thirty acres, the 
farmer begins to think himself in a better 
position than he is in when he has less. I 
think less than twenty acres would be » 
still better Amendment. When a farmer 
has less than twenty acres, he is 
prepared to do a day’s work for others, 
and so he has other means of supporting 
himself and his family ; but when he has 
a larger holding, then he considers him- 
self above doing work of that sort, and 
is obliged to support himself from 
what he derives from his own 
holding. I find that to be the case 
repeatedly. Whenever I have a holding 
below twenty acres to be let, I have a 
number of applicants ; for a larger hold- 
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ing there are very few. The answer will 
perhaps be that, if there is no demand for 
these holdings of fifty acres, then it will be 
a dead letter, and therefore we might leave 
it as it is. I would reply that there may 
be a demand in some parts of England 
for these holdings. There is always a 
tendency for men to apply for more than 
they can properly cultivate, and I feel 
sure that men, especially artisans, who 
have not had much rience in the 
cultivation of land, will be found pre- 
pared to ask for more land than they can 
properly cultivate. The result will be a 
very great danger of the County 
Councils losing their money—the land 
will be thrown upon their hands, 
and they will have to sub-divide it, and 
perhaps erect more buildings. But there 
as another reason for asking the Govern- 
ment to accept this Amendment. Under 
this Bill only a limited amount of money 
is available for the purposes of the Bill— 
a penny ratevis all that is available. In 
my own county—the East Riding of York- 
shire—that, I think, would amount to 
£140,000 or £150,000. If you were 
selling nothing but these larger holdings 
at the price of £2,000 a piece, you would 
have only some seventy-five holders ; and, 
in the interests of the masses against 
the classes, I say it is very much better 
for the small artisans and agricultural 
labourers to have more money at the 
disposal of the County Council, which 
will enable them to let smal! holdings to 
these poorer classes. It is from the 
small holdings that I believe great benefit 
will result. I am strongly in favour of 
the Bill, and I hope it will have great 
results. I do not anticipate great results 
from the purchasing clauses ; I do antici- 
pate some from the letting. I consider 
the greatest improvement introduced in 
the Bill was the power to let land to 
small cultivators, and I anticipate great 
advantage will accrue to the labouring 
classes of this country from the power 
the County Council will have to let land 
to these agricultural labourers. But, if 
you enable the County Council to spend 
money in buying land for large holdings, 
you will considerably diminish the 
amount of money which will be at the 
disposal of the County Councils for 
letting and for supporting these smaller 
a For these reasons I ask the 
Lord Privy Seal to accept this Amend- 
ment. Iam doing it in the interests of 


{17 Junz, 1899} 





Holdings Bill. 1402 


the Bill, and in the interests of the 
icultural classes. 

Lorpv NORTON: I think your Lord- 
ships must consider this Bill in connection 
with the Allotments Act, in which the 
limit is one acre. When this subject was 
first brought before Parliament by Mr. 
Jesse Collings a few years ago, one Bill 
proposed to deal both with allotments 
and small holdings; but the two are 
distinct subjects; and, though having 
already the allotment subject dealt with, 
this Bill proposes to deal with the whole 
subject, that is to say, with allotments 
in duplicate legislation, and, in addition, 
with the new subject of small holdings. 
But the two should be kept distinct in 
our minds if we wish to deal with them 
properly. Allotments are meant expressly 
for the labouring classes who can go on 
labouring and yet e a small piece 
of land. The object of this Bill is for a 
totally different class called small yeomen ; 
and I must say, in passing, that it 
seems to me a most ridiculous idea that 
any social class can be created or re- 
created by Act of Parliament. These 
holdings may be hired or bought by a 
class who are to give up labour. Now the 
Amendment pro ; to limit the area 
of small holdings I think exactly in the 
wrong way. The Allotments Act deals 
with small plots of land; and what we 
are now proposing is larger holdings 
which may be owned and which may be 
the support of a man and bis family, 
passing away altogether from labour into 
a farmer class. What the limits of both 
should be is a difficult question. When 
& man can cease to be a labourer and 
begin to support himself entirely by 
land depends to some extent upon 
the nature of the land; and t 
has not been sufficiently borne in mind 
in considering this subject; because 
either an allotment or a small holding in 
pasture is a different consideration from 
the same quantity of landinarable. An 
allotment in pasture is easily managed 
by the wife of the labourer ; the labourer 
continuing at his labour and the wife 

ing the dairy. And the same may 
be said of these larger holdings the 
size may safely be a larger one if in 
pasture. But it is the transition point 
between labour and ownership that is the 
difficulty. The Allotments Act limits the 
area for the labourer to hire at one acre; 
but, though that is the limit of the Act, 
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the limit in practice is much larger. I 
have hundreds of allotments myself, 
varying from a quarter of an acre to 
fifteen acres, and I know exactly the 
difficulty of that transition point. 
There is a point at which farmers 
begin to complain that their- labourers 
are out of the way when they want 
them, going to market to buy or sell a 
cow. e labourers also begin to com- 
plain at that particular transition point 
at having to pay rent for their cottages, 
use they say the farmers never pay 
anything for houses or buildings. But, 
my Lords, upon considering this ques- 
tion whether the limit of fifty acres is 
the right limit or not, let us remember 
that we are dealing with a larger hold- 
ing than that contemplated by the Allot- 
ments Act, and let us bear in mind that 
the very complicated machinery of this 
Bill will not apply to very small 
allotments, nor to holdings of such a size 
as would justify, in any way, the intro- 
duction of a mischievous sort of middle- 
man in the form of the County Council 
which will be an elected body. I can 
assure your Lordships, with my rather 
large experience of allotments, that I 
have found electioneering quite enough 
to deal with on the part of allotment 
leagues; and, when we come to small 
holding leagues, I fancy it will be a much 
more difficult, if not more dangerous 
action in the country to deal with. 
*Eart FORTESCUE : Notwithstand- 
ing the very lucid and able speech of 
the noble Duke on the Second Reading, 
upon a subject on which he has almost 
unequalled practical knowledge gained 
by a series of Committees on Agricui- 
tural questions, he did not enlist me 
among the opponents of the Bill; but I 
think we cannot doubt that he 
triumphantly established the impossi- 
bility of reviving on any scale the class 
of British yeomen. The noble Duke 
showed that in England the course of 
events had caused the supersession . of 
the yeoman. My Lords, differing 
from my noble Friend who has just 
sat down, I venture to think that the 
Amendment is a very desirable one ; and 
very good, and, to my mind, conclusive 
reasons were given *by the Mover and 
Seconder of the Amendment against the 
County Council spending so large a pro- 
portion of the limited fund at their dis- 
posal for all the purposes of the Act, in 
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such very small farms with all the neces- 
sary expenses so admirably and lucidly 
set forth by Sir John Lawes in his 
very able letter. As to the prospect of 
there being a number of possible pur- 
chasers of twenty-five acre holdings, that 
is obviously a very much better limit for 
the class of agricultural labourers and 
small artisans, for whom the Bill is par- 
ticularly intended, than one of fifty 
acres. I have known various instances 
of quite small tenants on a chiefly arable 
farm, standing singly in their neigh- 
bourhood, prosper, because they could 
utilise on various kinds of jobs the horses 
which they had for periodical purposes 
on their farm, in excess of the habitual 
requirements of the farm ; but those 
cases must be very few and far between 
in each neighbourhood. As regards 
dairying I believe this Bill will render a 
great service. We know from the late 
Lord Tollemache’s experience that very 
small holdings in a dairy country may 
yield great benefits to great numbers, 
chiefly of the wage-earning class ; but, 
for that purpose, it is not necessary to 
go as high as fifty acres. The figure of 
fifty acres and the limit of valuation of 
£50 is a sort of forlorn attempt to revive 
the British yeoman; and every good 
purpose of the Bill can be perfectly 
answered by fixing the limit respectively 
at twenty-five acres and £30. And it is 
far more likely to do extensive good, if 
so large a proportion of the money of the 
County Council is not experimentally ex- 
pended on holdings of fifty acres, and 
the loss liable to be incurred from un- 
prosperous tenants or failing tenants by 
the County Council—which is not the 
most desirable body to establish as an 
extensive land-owning and land-letting 
body—would be obviated. I earnestly 
hope that this proposed limitation may 
be acceded to. 

Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, I trust 
I shall not misinterpret the intentions of 
the noble Lords who have spoken if I 
say that, in the objections which they 
have advanced to this clause, I think 
they have rather intimated that they 
imagine that the effect in all cases would 
be that these holdings would be of an 
extent of fifty acres. Now, although 
your Lordships are aware of the fact, you 
will perhaps forgive me for reminding 
you that fifty acres is only a limit, and if, 
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as the noble Earl who has just sat down 
has stated, holdings of a smaller character 
would be a greater advantage to districts 
and would be more availed of, surely 
then the limit of fifty acres would never 
be reached. There is nothing in the 
clause to say that the holding shall be 
large or shall reach fifty acres. All it 
says is that the limit shall be fifty acres. 
And the reason, my Lords, why we placed 
the limit of fifty acres in the Bill was 
because we wished, as much as possible, 
to draw the Bill on the lines laid down 
in the Report of the Committee on 
Small Holdings. And upon this subject 
perhaps your Lordships will allow me 
to read their recommendation, which is 
very strong— 

“Your Committee understand, by small 
holdings, agricultural tenancies or cultivating 
ownerships not excseding fifty acres in extent, 
or £50 annual valuation. Owing to the 
varying quantity of land, it is impossible to 
fix any particular average as sufficient for 
the support of a family, but your Committee 
believe that land of from £30 to £50 valuation 
will generally be adequate for that purpose. 
The value and national importance of small 
holdings is not, however, confined to those which 
provide for the entire subsistence of the culti- 
vators. On the contrary, they are extremely 
useful in the case of village tradesmen and 
others who have some extraneous means of in- 
come, and employ their spare time on the 
land as a source both of recreation and in- 
come, For this class the holdings to be pro- 
vided may be of any size, from one acre up- 
wards. 


And then they conclude as follows :— 


“Your Committee recommend that in any 
legislation on this subject the-term ‘small 
holdings’ should be interpreted to mean a 
holding from one to 50 acres, or not ex- 
ceeding £50 in annual valuation.” 


The object of that alternative was that 
there is a variety of value cf the soil, as 
your Lordships are aware, in various 
parts of the country—to such an extent 
that the value of 50 acres in one part of 
the country might be exceedingly great, 
and in another part of the country would 
not be sufficient to provide for the main- 
tenance of a man and his family. There 
are cases well known to your Lordships in 
Scotland, or in the hills of Wales, in 
which it might be desirable to secure a 
larger holding, that is to say, a holding 
which, on such unprofitable land as that, 
would suffice for a man and his family. 
It was therefore provided not that the 
limit of 50 acres should be variable at 
will, but that there should be an alterna- 
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tive that a holding might be created of 
the value of £50. 1 hope that ex- 
planation will be satisfactory to my 
noble Friend opposite. Considering the 
strong nature of the recommendation of 
the Committee on Small Holdings, and 
considering that 50 acres is merely a limit, 
and does not prevent a large creation of 
smaller holdings, I venture to hope my 
noble Friend will not press his Amend- 
ment. 

*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I have 
quite understood all along that fifty 
acres is an elastic limit; but my 
contention is that it is a bad elastic 
limit, that directly you get beyond 
twenty-five acres you get into difficulties. 
I was certain, of course, that the noble 
Lord would refer me to the Report of 
the Small Holdings Committee, because 
it is exactly the same answer that 
was given in another place, where very 
much the same point was raised. But 
anybody reading this Report, instead of 
taking the view advanced by the nob‘e 
Earl, would, I think, take the view 
that what was in the mind of the 
Committee was that a small holding 
was to be one of £50 valuation ; and, if 
you had stuck to that, I should not have 
moved the Amendment. There is just 
one thing I should like to point out 
which I did not before. We have been 
promised logically from the other side 
of the House, and we have been 
mised politically on this side, that we 
are to have compulsion later on. I do 
not know whether it is to be so or not; 
but if the noble Duke's logic is right, 
and if the politics of the noble Lords 
beiow me are right, you will have this 
question raised in a very much more 
disagreeable form later on. My Lords, 
I am not myself against compulsion. I 
believe that if this Bill is to do all the 
good we are told it is to do, if it is to be 
the cornucopia of civic and social virtues 
as we are promised, you must have 
compulsion; but I do believe that 
twenty-five acres might be fair limit of 
compulsion under this Bill, whereas 
fifty acres would be a very unfair one. 
Of course, my Lords, “‘ He, who complies 
against his will, is of the same opinion 
still” ; and I hold these opinions much 
more strongly after I have heard the 
objections to my Amendment than I did 
before. I do not suppose there is any 
use in dividing on the question, and [ 
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ask the leave of the Committee to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2. 

*“[He Marquess or HUNTLY: 
I will not detain your Lordships very 
long in explaining the reasons why I 
have put the Amendments upon the 
Paper which stand in my name. On 
the occasion of the Second Reading of 
this Bill the noble Earl who spoke third 
in the Debate (Earl Spencer) expressed 
a view, which I think is held by a great 
many of your Lordships, that more 
should be done under the Bill to let 
more land to the labourer. That I find 
is an opinion that is largely held out of 
doors. When this Bill was first intro- 
duced into the other House of Parliament, 
there was, I believe,a much more limited 
power given to the County Council to let 
small amounts of land than there is at 
present, and the extended power, as the 
clause now stands, was extracted in 
Debate in the House of Commons by 
extending the area to fifteen acres which 
the County Council might hire and let. 
But, along with that power which was 
given to them, there are some, as I think, 
absurd restrictions in the commencement 
-of the clause, which I propose to, leave 
out. Admittedly this Billis an experi- 
ment. You are dealing with the class 
ot agricultural labourers who are un- 
doubtedly very poor,—certainly very 
few of them are able to find the one-fifth 
which it will be necessary for them to 
put down in purchasing the land; and 
you certainly will have more chance of 
enabling the agricultural labourer in 
rural districts to rise, if you could let 
the land to them at a fair rent and 
enable them to get something out of it 
before they purchase it. It is clear that 
the object of the Bill is that the 
labourers should purchase their holdings ; 
but the question is, will the agricultural 
Jabourers be in a position to do so for a 
long time to come? My experience of 
allotments is that one-fifth of the allot- 
ments fall on your, hands after two or 
three years, and you have to find fresh 
tenants ; that very few of the labourers 
are successful even in cultivating allot- 
ments; and it is very rare indeed to 
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find an agricultural labourer who will 
be able to put down the money to pur- 
chase his holding. One of the points 
made by the noble Earl in his speech on 
the Second Reading was, I think, a very 
good one ; he said— 

“It is no consolation to the labourer, who 
has worked all his life in his native village, to 
tell him that twenty, thirty, or forty miles 
away there is a plot of land he ean hire.” 


Supposing in the centre of a large rural 
district the County Council were unable 
to purchase land in a village, but the 
labourers were wishing to hire land ; the 
County Council would say :—If you go 
to the neighbourhood of Northampton, 
Wellingborough, or Birmingham, you 
can hire land, because we will hire 
the land and let it to you; but in the 
rural districts we cannot. It seems to 
me that this clause is the strongest argu- 
ment in favour of that migration to the 
towns, which it is supposed to be the 
object of the Bill to prevent. If you 
come to think of it you will see that this 
restriction on the power of the County 
Councils is most absurd. Why should the 
proximity toa town, or the suitability 
for building purposes, or any other 
special reason, be a restriction upon the 
County Council as to hiring land? If 
you have admitted the principle of the 
County Council hiring land if they think 
desirable, why do you not give them the 
right to do so? My Lords, yesterday 
you passed the Second Reading of an 
Act called “The Allotments (Scotland) 
Act,” by which you are extending to 
Scotland the Allotments Act (England) ; 
but you are further giving the County 
Councils in Scotland absolute power to 
hire land as much as they like, to buy 
land as much as they like, to let it out 
in allotments as they like, and to 
do anything they like with the land. 
And you are allowing the purishes to 
elect the managers subject: to rules to be 
passed by the County Council and ap- 
proved by the Secretary for Scotland. 
The noble Earl who moved the Second 
Reading of this Bill deprecated the 
County Councils being placed in the 
position of middlemen ; but that is what 
this Bill does. They are to buy land 
and to sell it again, and to borrow money 
for the purpese. What is the whole 
tendency of our Local Government 
legislation but to make the County 
Council the middleman? Now, my 
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Lords, one word as to restrictions. 
Who is to decide, I want to know, 
whether land has a prospective valve for 
building purposes? I, living in the 
midst of a rural district, might say that 
by the prospective advent of a railway, 
which might have a station in any 

,the land might become valuable 
for building It seems to me 
that if you are dealing with this ques- 
tion, if you are bringing in the prin- 
ciple of letting, if you are giving power 
to County Councils to deal in this 
matter with letting holdings—and I 
may point out that by Olause 4 Sub- 
section 2 you enable County Councils to 
buy land themselves and to let it out, 
but you do not enable them to hire land 
except it has a prospective value for 
building purposes—of all the absurd 
restrictions I ever heard of these certainly 
are the most absurd. My Lords, I do 
not suppose that reason will weigh up2n 
the eve of a Dissolution—we have been 
told that this is a matter that ought 
not to be pressed for fear of 
endangering the passing of the 
Bill in another place; but knowin 
something of county government ond 
management, I do not hesitate to say 
that to place such restrictions in a Bill 
dealing with county government is the 
most absurd thing that a dying Parlia- 
ment can do. My Lords, I beg to move 
the Amendments which stand in my 
name. 


Amendments moved, 

In 1, line 18, after (“ and where”), leave 
out all the words down to and inclusive of 
(“desirable ”), in line 21; and in line 21, after 
(“the Council ”) insert (“think it desirable 
they.”)—(The Marquess of Huntly.) 

Eart CADOGAN: I am afraid your 
Lordships will think me guilty of con- 
stant repetition if I say that I really 
believe the main answer to be given to 
the arguments of my noble Friend is the 
same that I had the honour of giving to 
the first Amendment moved to the first 
clause; but I cannot too emphatically 
repeat that the object of the Bill 
is purchase, and not hiring and 
letting. My noble Friend says that, 
in the speech I made on proposing 
the Second Reading of the Bill, I 
stated the various objections to hiring 
and letting, and that I also gave reasons 
why purchase was desirable. To every 
one of those reasons I still adhere. My 
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noble Friend says that we have provided 
under the Bill for letting by the County 
Council, and therefore we stultify our 
own argument ; but our argument is that 
this is a Bill providing for the sale of 
small holdings,and that under oneclause, 
and under very exceptional circumstances 
which we enumerate, we have pro- 
vided also for letting. But the object, 
apparently, of noble Lords opposite is to 
increase and widen that power of letting ; 
and it is that object, I am sorry to say, 
which we feel it our duty to counteract. 
My noble Friend wishes to omit all the 
qualifying words in Clause 2 which limit 
the special occasions on which this hiring 
is to be carried out. I quite admit that, 
if hiring were the principal object of the 
Bill, those restrictions are valueless ; but 
as, on the contrary, we wish this letting 
to be a very exceptional process, I am 
bound to say that I think they are in 
every way necessary. The noble Mar- 
quess has asked who is to be the Judge 
of these special circumstances ? y 
Lords, if you concede to the County 
Council the carrying out of this 
matter, you must leave to them, 
to a certain extent, the decision as to 
when and how this letting is to be done ; 
and I cannot see anything in the clause, 
to which the noble Marquess has moved 
this Amendment, which would prevent 
the County Council from exercising a very 
reasonable judgment as to the time and 
occasion upon which hiring is to take 
the place of sale. Iam afraid I cannot 
admit the argument of my noble Friend. 
The Government consider, as I said 
before, that it is very undesirable to 
make the County Councils middlemen. 
My noble Friend says we have done so 
under the Bill. 

Toe Marquess oF HUNTLY: In 
Clause 4. 

Eart CADOGAN: But, as I said 
before, we have done so under very 
exceptional circumstances. I am afraid 
it is impossible for us to agree to extend 
the limit for hiring. My Lords, in con- 
nection with this Amendment, I should 
also like to call my noble Friend’s atten- 
tion to the fact that, if land is only hired 
by the County Council, it cannot be 
sold. I have said before what, I venture 
to think, has been lost sight of by noble 
Lords on both sides of the House, that 
the main object of the Bill is to increase 
the number of occupying owners; and, 
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if you are going to make it into a Bill 
for hiring and letting, and practically to 
do away with sale and purchase, to that 
extent you will not increase the number 
of occupying owners, and you will not 
carry out the main object for which the 
bill is intended. For these reasons, my 
Lords, I hope my noble Friend will not 
press his Amendments. 


Amendments (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I have 
xn Amendment on this clause which is 
merely to bring in an alternative of a 
£15 valuation. It is necessary to bring 
the clause into harmony with Clause 4, 
Sub-section 2, which allows a holding to 
be either of fifteen acres or of £15 
annual value. The latter limit was 
inserted in Clause 4 in another place 
nfter Clause 2 was passed ; therefore it is 
necessary in order to produce symmetry 
hetween the two clauses; and I hope 
your Lordships will consent to pass the 
Amendment. 

Amendment moved, in page 1, line 23, 
to leave out (“not exceeding fifteen 
aeres each ”), and insert (“ in accordance 
with the provisions of this Act ”).—(The 
Karl Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 3 agreed to. 

Clause 4. 

Eart CADOGAN : I have an Amend- 
ment to propose which is consequential, 
to bring the clause into symmetry with 
Clause 2. I hope there will be no 
objection to insert the words proposed. 

Amendment moved, in page 2, line 
27, after (“ Act”), to insert (“or where 
the land has been hired by them on lease 
or otherwise.”)—(The Earl Cadogun.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 5. 

Lorp BASING: My Lords, I have 

ut down a very short Amendment to 
line 13 of this clause, in order to elicit 
an explanation as. to what is precisely 
meant by the enactment of the clause. 
Under Sub-section 1 it is evident that a 
Committee, which will be an important 
and powerful Committee of the County 
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Council, is to be appointed to advise the 
Council whether or not the Act is to be 
put into operation within the county. 
Sub-section 2 provides that if any 
petition for a holding is received by the 
County Council they are to refer it toa 
Committee, and I want to know whether: 
it is to be thesame Committee alluded to- 
before, or another and different Com- 
mittee? It seems to me that we are 
rather tending to overload the Council 
by obligations to appoint many Com- 
mittees, if another Committee is intended. 
Later on a third Committee is to be 
constituted, of a totally different 
character and complexion from these 
two, and with different provisions as to- 
the persons to be added to it. 
I think all this would be ex- 
tremely confusing and awkward, and 
that, if so many County Councillors 
are to be engaged in this work, they will 
be a little puzzled how to proceed. Surely 


| it would be far better that one Committee: 


should take this subject into considera- 
tion generally, and should advise the 
Council in respect of petitions which may 
from time to time come before them ; that 
at all events is my notion of what would 
be the best proceeding ; and, with that 
object in view, I propose the Amendment 
that stands in my name. 


Amendment moved, in Sub-section (2),. 
line 13, to leave out (“a”) and insert 
(“ the”).—(The Lord Basing.) 


Tue Marquess or BATH: I would 
only add to what the noble Lord has said 
that there is at present in the County 
Council a Statutory Allotments Com- 
mittee appointed ; and surely that Allot- 
ments Committee would be the Com- 
mittee to whom this matter should, in 
the first instance, be referred. 


Eart CADOGAN: The receipt of a 
Petition alone would render a Commuttee 
necessary, and, in the absence of any 
Petition, there might be no Committee 
at all. But I see no objection to the 
Amendment of my noble Friend, and I 
will accept it. 

Amendment agreed to. 


Eart CADOGAN: I have a drafting: 
Amendment, in order to remove 
ambiguity and to make the language of 
the clause correspond with Clause 17,. 
where the County Councillor represent- 
ing the electoral division is constituted 
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a member of the Committee of Manage- 
ment, whose appointment is authorised 
under this clause. 


Amendment moved, in page 3, line 18, 
to Jeave out (“‘ part”), and insert (“ elec- 
toral division ”).—({The Earl Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 6. ° 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I 
beg to move to leave out the words on 

3, lines 22 and 23, “all the costs 

of conveyance to the purchaser, including 
any,” and to insert “‘the.” The words 
proposed to be left out are rendered un- 
necessary by the insertion of Clause 10, 
which makes the registration of title 
compulsory. 
_ Amendment moved, in page 3, lines 
22 and 23, to leave out (“all the costs of 
conveyance to the purchaser, including 
any,”) and insert (“the.”)—(The Earl 
Cadogan.) 


Loro HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
[do not quite understand the reason for 
the scheme of the provision with regard 
tothe registration of title. As I under- 
stand it, it isthat the County Council 
may buy the land, and have the title in- 
vestigated in the ordinary way by their 
own solicitor or legal advisers; they are 
not obliged to have it investigated by the 
Registry Office. But when they dispose 
of it as small holdings, then the small 
holding, which forms part of the land 
they bought, is to be registered in the 
Land Registry, without any investiga- 
tion of title, with an absolute title. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I may 
tell my noble and learned Friend that 
there are Amendments to be proposed to 
Clause 10 which will get rid of that 
difficulty. I had observed the incon- 
venience and incongruity of those pro 
visions, and I think the Amendment to 
be proposed will remove them. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: They are not 
on the Paper. 

Taz LORD CHANCELLOR: They 
are not, but they ought {o be. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, in 
proposing the Amendment that 
stands in my name I must say 
that I rather hesitate, because 
the Lord Privy Seal has not, so 
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far, shown himself malleable with respect 
to any Amendment. Whether for 
political or other reasons, it appears to 
me that this Bill must be considered as 
imperfect, and I think, if my Amend- 
ment is accepted, it will afford greater 
security to the County Councils to obtain 
any return for the money that they ad- 
vance. As the Bill now stands, the 
purchaser is only required to pay down 
one-fifth of the purchase money; and, 
especially if you have a large holding, I 
think that sum is hardly sufficient to 
secure the County Council against the 
chance of loss. Besides, if you look 
through the Bill, you naturally would 
suppose it had been drawn up originally 
so that one-fourth should be the amount 
to be paid down; two-fourths may be 
secured on the holding; and it becomes 
rather an arithmetical difficulty how to 
make the difference after having paid the 
two-fourths and having paid down one- 
fifth. But there is another thing; if 
there is any failure to pay up the 
arrears, the loss will fall upon thecounty 
in many cases if the value of the land 
diminishes considerably. I know an 
instance of a holding of about sixty acres. 
which was purchased a few years ago for 
over £2,000, and sold the other day for 
£900. Now, if the County Council had 
purchased that holding what a great loss 
there would have been! I think, under 
the circumstances, it is very important 
that we should, so far as possible, secure 
the County Council against any danger 
of loss. I daresay many of your Lord- 
ships remember that in 1846 Feargus 
O'Connor started a little company ; he 
purchased three hundred acres which he 
divided into eighty-six allotments; the 
owner of each allotment had a cottage 
built for him, and three or four acres, 
and each was given £7 10s. to start 
work. In a very few years they all 
failed ; the property went into Chancery ; 
and I believe only one or two of the 
original allottees remained ou the land 
after a lapse of twenty years. My 
Lords, supposing in the place of Feargus. 
O'Connor we had the County Council 
that had spent £5,000 in buying land, I 
do not think they would have been pre- 
pared to advance £7 10s. to each person 
who took land under them, and the loss 
to the ratepayers would have been very 
great. Therefore the more security you 
give to the ratepayers in this respect the- 
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better. For these reasons I move the 
_Amendment that stands in my name. 

Amendment moved, in page 3, line 29, 
to leave out (“one-fifth”), and insert 
(“ one-fourth.”)—(The Lord Herries.) 

Eart CADOGAN : After the pre- 
liminary remarks of the noble Lord, ft 
hardly dare to oppose any Amendment 
that he may be likely to desire; and I 
feel that in this case certainly there is 
perhaps much to be said in favour of his 
argument; the more so that, as I have 
said, we have founded our Bill largely 
upon the Report of the Small Holdings 
‘Committee, which upon this subject 
‘says— 

“ Tt is essential that the purchasers of small 

holdings should provide in cash a proportion 
of the purchase-money, not less than one-fifth 
or one-fourth of the whole.” 
It is obvious that one-fourth would 
be a better security for the rate- 
payers than one-fifth. I am inclined to 
think the security which the noble Lord 
proposes would be adequate, and there- 
fore I will accept his Amendment. 

Tue Ear, or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I regret extremely to find that the 
moble Earl is ready to consent to this 
Serious alteration of the Bill. I believe 
it was originally one-fourth, and after- 
wards altered to one-fifth after full dis- 
cussion in the other House; and cer- 
tainly, to facilitate the action of the 
Bill, I think one-fifth is preferable. The 
object that we have is that the Bill shall 
have a real operation—I cannot help 
feeling that there will be great difficulties 
in bringing it into real operation—but, 
if you make this change, I think the re- 
sult will be to stop the action of the Bill 
considerably. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
The noble Lord will see there are two 
<dlangers: there is the one he has pointed 
out, that the agricultural labourer will 
think that the price he has to pay is 
beyond his means and the Bill will not 
work ; but there is also the other danger, 
that the County Council will think the 
Operation is dangerous, and they will be 
afraid of burdening the ratepayers with 
it. This measure is tentative and ex- 
perimental ; and, though I do not pro- 
fess any strong opinion as between one- 
fourth and one-fifth, I think the line of 
caution is better on the whole, and that 
it would be better to put the County 

‘Councils in a safe position. 


Lord Herries 


{LORDS} 
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Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I am 
not convinced by what the noble Mar- 
quess has said; and, although it is not 
of much avail to oppose anything in the 
face of the Government, I must say 
“ not-content ” to the Amendment. 


Eart CADOGAN : I may remind the 
noble Earl opposite that the Small Hold- 
ings Committee spent a great deal of 
time over this part of their Report, and, 
inasmuch as in their opinion one-fifth or 
one-fourth is equally good security, I do 
rot think great importance need be 
attached to it. 


Eart SPENCER: There was a very 
strong expression of opinion in another 
place in favour of one - fifth, as 
giving greater facilities to labourers who 
might be in difficulties to avail them- 
selves of the Act; and I attach ve 
considerable importance to this Amend- 
ment. I am very sorry indeed that 
Her Majesty’s Government should 
to alter what has been decided after full 
discussion in another place. With 
regard to the Report of the Small 
Holdings Committee, my noble Friend 
cannot argue that the Committee were 
in favour of one-fourth, because they 
said that either would do. 

Ear, CADOGAN: I did not argue 
that they were in favour; I said that 
they recommended either course ; they 
gave no preference to either. 


Tue Marqvess or SALISBURY: I - 


do not feel that 1 have sutticient strength 
of conviction to attach any importance 
to the matter, and therefore, so far as I 
am concerned, I have no objection to let 
it go. 

Lorp HERRIES: I beg leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I have 
a series of Amendments, which are merely 
drafting Amendments, which I beg to 
move. 


Amendments moved, 

In page 3, line 37, after (“and”) insert 
(“shall either”); line 38, after (“instal- 
ments”) insert (“of eae ”); line 40, 
leave out (“and”) and insert (“or shall”); 
line 41, leave out (“shall”); page 4, leave out 
Sub-section (7).—(The Earl Cadogan.) 


Amendments agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 7. 

* Ear, CADOGAN : This Amendment, 
my Lords, is purely verbal,to prevent 
conflicting with Clause 10. 

Amendment moved, in page 4, line 19, 
after (“ Act ”) insert (‘except as other- 
wise provided ”).—(The Harl Cadogan.) 
Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 8. 

Eart CADOGAN: This, my Lords, is 
merely another verbal Amendment to 
leave out the word “register” and insert 
“list.” The use of the word “list” 
might prevent confusion with regard to 
the provisions as to registrationin Clause 
10. 

Amendment moved, in page 4, line 27, 
to leave out (“register”) and insert 
(“list ”).—{ The Earl Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Earn CADOGAN : My Lords, I move 
to leave out all the words in line 30 after 
the word “let” to the end of the clause. 
These words were inserted in the House 
of Commons, but further consideration 
has led to the conclusion that they are 
unnecessary, and might suggest confusion 
with the provisions as to registration of 
title in Clause 10 again. 


Amendment moved, to leave out all 
after (“let”) in line 30 to the end of the 
clause.—(The Earl Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 9. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
this is only a verbal Amendment. I 
think, if my wording were adopted, it 
would transpose Sub-sections (b) and (c). 

Eart CADOGAN: Is my noble 
Friend moving both Amendments ? 

Lorp RIBBLESDALE: Yes. 

Eant CADOGAN: I am willing to 
accept them. 

Amendments moved, in page 4, line 
38, to leave out (‘unless let with the 
consent of the County Council”); line 
39, after (“owner”) insert (“or occu- 
pier as the case may be ”).—(7he Lord 
Ribblesdale.) 
Amendments agreed to. 


{17 June, 1892} 
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Lorpv RIBBLESDALE : In line 41 
I move to insert after “sub-divided ” the 
words “ buy, sell, let, or sub-let.” 

Eart CADOGAN: I am afraid [ 
cannot accept this Amendment. I would 
point out to my noble Friend that the 
words “buy, sell” would restrict the- 
prohibition — sub-division to one- 
particular m of sub-division ; whereas 
we wish to extend the restriction or pro- 
hibition against sub-division to all sub- 
divisions. I cannot, therefore, accept the 
words “ buy, sell”; and the latter part 
I think is unnecessary. The words “or 
sub-let ” I think might be inserted if the 
noble Lord wishes to move the Amend- 
ment in that place. 

Lord RIBBLESDALE: I quite accept’ 
that. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: I am sure that. 
that is unnecessary, and it might create 
difficulty. “Sub-divide ” would cover all 
my noble Friend desires—every form of 
sub-division, whether you do it by letting 
or sub-letting. Letting applies to the 
whole. You shall not sub-divide it by 
any means, nor, even if you sub-divide it, 
shall you let it. 

Eart CADOGAN : I think it is neces- 
sary also to insert “or sub-let.” You 
may obtain the consent of the County 
Council for letting, but, if you do not 
add the words“ or sub-let,” having ob- 
tained the consent for letting, the lessee * 
might sub-let without the consent of the- 
County Council. I venture to suggest: 
that the words should be “shall not be 
sub-divided, let, or sub-let.” 

Lorp HERSCHELL: Then I think, 
you had better put in “assigned,” other- 
wise the lessee might assign the whole of it, 
as well as sub-let it; and your object is 
that he shall not do that without the 
consent of the County Council. 

Eart CADOGAN: Would my noble 
and learned Friend insert “or sub-let” 
after “‘ assign” ? 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: Yes. 

Amendment, as further amended, 
moved, in line 14 after (“sub-divided”) 
to insert (“ assigned, let, or sub-let ”). 

Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I 
have got a new sub-section to propose to 
Clause 9, on page 5, after line 7, to in- 
sert: ‘‘(g.) In the case of any holding to 
which the County Council are of opinion 
that this condition ought to apply, that 
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no dwelling house shall be erected on the 
holding without the consent of the 
County Council.” IT need hardly remind 
your Lordships that the Bill, as originally 
introduced in another place, contained 
@ provision that no house should be 
built unless the holding is of the annual 
value, for the purpose of the Income Tax, 
of not exceeding £25. It was found 
that some restrictive condition of this 
kind would be necessary, and I hope 
your Lordships will consider it reason- 
able. 


Amendment moved, 

In page 5, after line 7, to insert: “(g.) In 
the case of any holding to which the County 
‘Council are of opinion that this condition 
ought to apply, that no dwelling house shall 
be erected on the holding without the consent 
of the County Council.” —(7he Earl Cadogan.) 


Lorp BASING: Will the noble Ear! 
explain what is the condition referred to 
in the Amendment ? 

Eart CADOGAN: 
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I do not think 


‘the drafting is very clear, but the condi- 


tion of the new sub-section that I am 
now reading is the sub-section itself. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: If instead of 
“this” you put “such a,” I think it 
would be clearer. 

Eart CADOGAN: The real meaning 
is this, if I may so read it— 

“In the case of any holding to which the 
County Council are of opinion that the con- 
dition ought to be applied that no dwelling 
house should be erected on the holding without 
the consent of the County Council, no dwell- 
ing house shall be erected on the holding with- 
out the consent of the County Council.’ 

Lorpv BASING: The question of 
erecting dwellings is the subject of several 
of these sub-sections. I think a good 
deal of confusion may arise. 

Ear, CADOGAN: If there is any 
doubt upon the point I will consider it 
and bring it up on Report. 


Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 10. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Amendment 
is to leav . ut all words after “but” in 
line 7 to » « end of line 9, and to insert— 

“ Any person claiming by a title paramount 
to the title of the County Council shall be 
entitled to damages against the County Council 
for loss of the iand,” 


Earl Cadogan 


{LORDS} 
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It is thought better to guard against an |e 








possible hardship, rather than to provide Zz 
a remedy for the real owner 4 
damage owing to any flaw in the title of 
the County Council. ’ 

Amendment moved, 

In page 6, leave out all after (“but”) in li 
7 to f my = of line 9, and react ce rel — 
claiming by a title paramount to the title of the t 
County Council shall be entitled to damages e 
against the County Couneil for loss of the C 
land.”)—( Zhe Earl Cadogan.) I 

Lorp HERSCHELL: This now raises d 
the point that I thought was going to be 
met. 

Taz LORD CHANCELLOR: My : 
noble and learned Friend will forgive me ii 
for interposing. The real truth is that te 
some persons have been endeavouring to 
mend two totally different sets of provi- T 
sions without quite appreciating what in 
has been the effect of either—namely, e 
Clause 6, sub-section 7, and this Clause al 
10. I anticipate that my noble and be 
learned Friend will object to the words 
“without further inquiry” in this tk 
clause ; and so I shall too; but, if those ad 
words are left out, it will be seen that ef 
the purchase is to be registered in the 
ordinary way by the crdinary means, - 
and by inquiry in the Land Transfer I 
Court. That is what I propose should = 
be amended. Then, I think, there will th 
be no difficulty in working the land le 
transfer system as applicable to this th 
Bill, I agree with my neble and learned re 
Friend that it would be impossible to say i” 
that you should register a_ holding be 
without any special inquiry by the we 
public officer whose duty it is to see that on 
it is registered properly. tr 

Lorp HERSCHELL: I understand we 
my noble and learned Friend to take out 
the part about effecting a remedy ; because, a 
if the land is registered with an absolute | am 
title, that title is absolute against all = 
the world, and nobody can havea remedy ing 
against the County Council or anyone th 
else. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: That bs 
is true; but what has been attempted to re 
be done is that, when the County Council th; 
have purchased the land and let it of 
to somebody else, somebody else shall at 
have an absolute title against all the in 
world ; but it was not intended to leave th: 
the County Council liable in damages ma 
against the person whose land they had pre 
taken. nol 















Further Amendments moved, in page 
6 line 4, omit (“without further in- 
quiry ”).—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: Then do you 
want these words— 





“~ « Any person claiming by a title paramount 
the to the title of the County Council shall be 
ges entitled to damazes against the County 
the Council for loss of the land.” 

Ido not see how there would be any 
aes claim against the County Council ? 
be Toe Marquess or SALISBURY: 

Leaving out the words “ without further 
My inquiry” merely says that, either with 
me inquiry or without, they shall be regis- 
vat tered. 
to Lorp HERSCHELL: Then the Land 
we ‘Transfer Office will make the ordinary 
nat inquiry, and after they have registered 
ly, with an absolute title, that title is 
we absolute against all the world, and no- 
nd body could have a claim against anybody. 
rds THe Marquess or SALISBURY : But 
nis the Land Office are authorised to register 
on after their inquiry, no matter what the 
1a effect of the inquiry were to be. 
he Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: That 
Bs, will produce a singular state of things. 
fer I have a vivid remembrance of the Com- 
id mittee that sat for so long a time, and, 
ill though I am not competent to give a 
ne legal opinion, it seems to me a curious 
his thing that we shall have an absolute title 
ed registered in the Land Office which in 
ay point of fact is not absolute in one sense ; 
ng because, if anybody protested, they 
he would have a remedy against somebody, 
iat and that would be a very strange con- 


tradiction. I do not see how it is to 





nd work. 
nut Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I think 
se, a great dea! of the confusion arises from 
ite a misapprehension of the circumstances 
all under which both clauses were originally 
dy introduced. ‘The noble Earl knows that 
me this was not part of the original Bill; it 
was put in the Bill in another place and 
wat accepted hastily, without thinking of the 
to rest of the framework of the Bill. I 
cil think the difficulty arises from the use 
it of the word “ shall.” If my noble Friend 
all at the head of the Government is right 
he in his construction, what he means is 
ive that, although the Land Office might 
ges make inquiry, it would be a very otiose 
ad proceeding, because they must register 








notwithstanding. I do not so — 
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stand the draftsman. What is meant is 
that, if there is a good title, they should 
register it, and, if there is not a good 
title, they should not register it. [agree 
that it ought to be made much plainer 
than it at present is. 

Tue Eart or MORLEY: Does the 
noble and learned Lord propose to add 
the words in the noble Lord’s Amend- 
ment ? 

Tat LORD CHANCELLOR: No; 
leave them as they are. 

Tae Eart or MORLEY: I under- 
stand the Lord Privy Seal withdraws his 
last Amendment. 

Ear, CADOGAN: Yes. 


Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


‘ 

*Lorp THRING: My Lords, the ob- 
ject of my Amendment is of a different 
character, although it is connected with 
the registration law ; and I have very little 
doubt the Lord Privy Seal will assent to it. 
My objection to the clause is that it 
throws upon the County Councils the 
obligation to appoint local agents for 
the purpose of registration, and also to 
pay the expense of such agents. I 
think, as the noble and learned Lord 
(the Lord Chancellor) said, it arises 
from a misapprehension altogether of the 
working of the Registration Act. At 
the present moment there is an office in 
London, which is very little known, for 
the registration of title, called the 
Registration Office ; and it is the duty of 
that office to register estates all over the 
country on application, and to employ 
the necessary local agents for the 
purpose. There is, therefore, not the 
slightest necessity, or reason, why the 
County Council should either appoint 
local agents or pay them. Supposing 
the County Council of Surrey appoint a 
local agent at Chertsey, that man is, in 
fact, not the local agent of the County 
Council—he is practically the local agent 
of the office in London. , Again, why 
should they pay the expenses? The 
expenses of the registration are supposed 
to pay the expenses of agency, and the 
costs of that registration are paid at the 
head office in London. The effect, 
therefore, of this clause will be to make 
the @ounty Council pay part ef the 
expenses of the head office in London. I 
have very little doubt that this has been 
introduced under a misapprehension, 
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and that the Lord Privy Seal will be good 
enough to see that it is corrected. 


Amendment moved, in page 6, line 13, 
to leave out (“ on the application and at 
the expense of a County Council ”).—(7he 
Lord Thring.) 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR : I 
think my noble Friend does not quite 
understand the object of the clause. 
Originally the proposition was that there 
should bea land registry in every county. 
That would have involved one of two 
things: either a complete staff, such as 
there is in the Land Registry Office in 
London, for the purpose of examining 
title, and establishing an extremely ex- 
pensive machinery which might have 
been unnecessary ; or the chief officer of 
the Land Registry going down from time 
to time to places where these different 
small holdings were purchased. That 
was thought to be inconvenient, and it 
was suggested that, instead of doing that, 
if there was a mere agency in the county, 
for the purpose, practically, of transmit- 
ting the applications to London to be 
dealt with there, that might properly be 
done ; and that it was part of the natural 
work of the County Council to do that. I 
myself thought it was avery undesirable 
thing to establish, unnecessarily, different 
little registries all over the country, and 
I think the noble Earl, who served with 
me on that Land Transfer Committee, 
would concur that it ‘would be a very un- 
necessary and improper expense. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Hear, 
hear ! 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: But, the 
agency then being established, the ques- 
tion was, who was to pay for it ? 
As to that I think a constitutional ques- 
tion arises. If it isnot to be paid for 
under the circumstances suggested by 
the clause as it stands, it strikes me that 
this House may have a difficulty in main- 
taining that they have a right to impose 
a tax on anybody else. 

*Lorp THRING: Unless you can 
bring it home to the working man that 
he can buy land here or there the Bill 
will be no use. I have learned from 
various Committees upon which I have 
sat, relating to the habits of the working 
classes, that it is idle to offer them any 
benefit unless you go to them and tell 
them of it. I believe that the institu- 





{LORDS} 
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is essential to the Bill; but, in my 
noble ‘and learned Lord, it would be 


County Council, or to throw upon them 
the responsibility; because the local 
agents, when they are appointed, 
in fact, bring grist to the mill in 
London. The Land Office is paid 
out of the costs it charges upon the 
estate. The local agent cannot act as 
agent for the Coumty Council ; he must. 
act practically as agent for the chief 
office ; otherwise business cannot be con- 
ducted. All I ask is that the expenses 
of this agency should be allowed to goon 
as they would without this clause at all. 
If this clause is not inserted, the chief 
office in London will have ample power 
to employ local agents, and I think 
would be able to give them instructions 
to tell people in their neighbourhood 
what lands are on sale. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I may 
misunderstand my noble Friend behind 
me, but I cannot help thinking that he 
has not quite apprehended what the 
object of the clause is. It isnot by way 
of giving information, or diffusing 
amongst the labouring classes the know- 
ledge what lands are for sale; it isa 
portion of the system of registration. 
The County Council is the purchaser, and 
it was thought that the operation of re- 
gistering these purchases might be facili- 
tated by the appointment of these local 
agents. I agree with the noble and 
learned Lord opposite that it would have 
been better to have left it to the Regis- 
tration Office to deal with it, and I have 
some doubt whether these local agents 
would be of great avail; but, if this 
Amendment might endanger the frame- 
work of the legislation, I cannot think 
there is sufficient importance in it for 
us to pursue the matter. 

Lorp THRING: It is useless for me, 
of course, to insist i the opinion 
expressed on both sides of the House, 
but I believe the Amendment could not 
possibly endanger the Bill, as it proposes 
no new tax whatever. 

Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 11. 
*Lorpv STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 





tion of local agencies and centres for sale 


Lord Thring 


My Lords, this clause begins with an 


opinion, with great deference to the | 
unfair to throw that burden on the | 
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ambiguity for which the Government 
draftsman is not responsible ; and, if Her 
Majesty's Government were to accept 
my Amendment, I should have no 
objection to it; but, as the clause 











now reads, all freeholds in the 
country under fifty acres would be 
changed in their tenure, because the 
words restricting it to holdings under 
this Act which I imagine the Government 
intended to put in are left out. The 
noble Lord who introduced the Bill 
quoted from the Report of the Select 
Committee on Small Holdings, to the 
effect that the creation of small holdings 
is of national importance ; and the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
said much the same thing—although he 
said that he feared that political economy 
might be against them. There are some 
difficulties in the way of small freeholds 
which the Government could not obviate ; 
but there are others which are artificial, 
and could be removed by the Govern- 
ment. No doubt what has led to the 
diminution of small freeholds has been 
the concurrent increase of rates and 
taxes along with the diminished value 
of agricultural produce. Some of your 
Lordships may have read an able article 
in Blackwood of April last on the history 
of small holdings, which shows that, 
so far from this complaint being new, 
the small holdings began to decrease 
in number from the time of the Civil Wars 
in the fifteenth century; and as early 
as the reign of Henry VII. Acts were 
passed to keep up the small farms ; and 
other Acts have been passed successively 
until 1750, when, owing to the agricul- 
tural depression caused chiefly by bad 
seasons, the same complaints began to be 
made of migration. My Lords, not only 
in England have complaints been made 
of rural migration, but Virgil and 
Horace are full of complaints, and of 
requests to the peopie to remain in the 
country. The low price of corn, caused 
by importation from Egypt and Libya, 
affected the Latian labourer as the low 
prices now affect the wheat lands of 
Great Britain. I must take exception to 
the assertion made by my noble Friend 
behind me (the Earl of Kimberley) in 
reference to this Bill that France is a 
Protectionist country. Although France 
levies a duty of eight shillings and nine- 
pence a quarter on imported wheat, this 
does not raise the price of bread, nor 
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does it keep out American corn. About 
three years ago there was great excite- 
ment at Rennes because the French 
Government had bought American wheat 
instead of the wheat of the district for 
their military stores, and the people of 
Rennes offered to sell their wheat at the 
same price as the Government would 
have to give for the American wheat. 
My Lords, the Amendment that I have 
moved has for its object the liberating 
of small holdings from paying Succession 
Duty, and that increases the expense of 
every transfer, since inquiry has 
to be made whether Succession Duty 
has been paid. If the Government are 
sincerely anxious to increase small 
holdings in number and to perpetuate 
them, why do they not reduce the stamps 
upon the transfer of portions of land 
under fifty acres, which stamps now 
amount to half the cost of the con- 
veyance? 1 move the Amendment that 
stands in my name. 


Amendment moved, in page 6, line 20, 
to leave out (“or exempt it from succes- 
sion duty.”)—(The Lord Stanley of 
Alderley.) 


Eart CADOGAN: I am sorry I can- 
not agree to the noble Lord’s Amend- 
ment, though it undoubtedly would have 
the effect of making small holdings ex- 
ceedingly popular, because it would 
exempt them from all Death Duties 
whatever. But I think it right in 
saying this to say, further, that this is 
not a matter with which this House is 
empowered to deal. 


Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: My Lords, I have very few 
words to say upon the subject of this 
clause, which I shall ask your Lordships 
toomit from the Bill. I see nothing in 
the nature of a small holding which 
makes it different from other land in 
the country, and it seems to me that it 
would be very inconvenient, to say the 
least of it, that a fifty acre small holding 
should be taken off part of a farm and 
should rank as personal property, while 
the land over the hedge ranks as real 
property. It seems to me also that, 
supposing the land was re-sold to the 
original owner, the fifty acres re-sold to 
him would have become personal 
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property, and it would be mixed up— 
part of the property would be personalty 
and part would be realty. That, I 
confess, to my mind would be a very 
inconvenient arrangement. And, if 
this Bill is to have a _ large 
effect, as the promoters hope 
it will— and I am _  =<sure I 
hope it will myself—there will be a 
very large portion of land throughout 
the country, part of which will be per- 
sonalty and part of which will be realty 
—a state of things which, I think, 
everyone must admit would be most in- 
convenient. I will take the case of a 
small holding—and I fancy that those 
who propose this measure are against 
the sub-division of land—I will take the 
case of thirty acres, the owner of which 
dies intestate, and leaves a widow and 
four children. By this clause the widow 
would take ten acres and each of the four 
children would take five acres. That 
seems to mea state of things which is 
most undesirable. For these reasons I 
ask your Lordships to omit the clause 
from the Bill. 


Amendment moved, to leave out Clause 


7 11.—(The Duke of Richmond and Gor- 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
cannot help thinking that the framer of 
this particular clause had not in his mind 
an Act passed in 1890. The object of 
the clause is to make the piece of land 
divisible according to the Statute of Dis- 
tributions, and to make it personalty 
subject to that Statute. I think my 
noble and learned Friend opposite intro- 
troduced a Bill in 1890—which is now 
indeed an Act—by which, if an intestate 
estate does not exceed £500 in value, 
whether it consists of money or land, the 
widow takes the whole. I do not think 
that the person who drew this clause had 
that in his mind. According to the 
ordinary principles of law, wherever this 
clause applied the Intestate Estates Bill 
would be pro tanto repealed. I do not 
think that could have been intended. 
And certainly the operation of it upon 
small holdings would be very consider- 
able indeed. Your Lordships are aware 
that the provisions with regard to the 
law of inheritance and land transfer, 
which I introduced into this House, in- 
dicate that I am not averse to devolution 
of property according to the Statute of 


The Duke of Richmond and Gordon 
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Distributions; but, to introduce it in 
this way partially and as applicable only 
to particular pieces of land, seems to me 
an extremely undesirable thing. It is 
absolutely essential, I think, that the 
land should be sold, and, if sold, I do not 
see how the small agricultural holding 
is to be maintained. 

THe Marquess or HUNTLY: I 
understand that the Act to which the 
noble and learned Lord refers does not 
apply to Scotland, whereas this Bill 
refers to the United Kingdom. 

*Lorpv STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
A paper has been circulated to your 
Lordships by a Mr. Henry Cust, in which 
there is a heartrending description of « 
widow being deprived of all her property 
and becoming penniless, in consequence 
of her husband having died intestate, and 
the land passing toa nephew; but the 
person who drew up the paper appears 
to be quite unconscious of an Act that 
was passed the year before last by Lord 
Bramwell, which gives to the widow of 
every person who dies intestate, without 
issue, at least £500 from whatever pro- 
perty he may leave. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: I have not in 


my mind the exact provisions of the Act 
to which my noble and learned Friend 
refers; I do not know whether it pro 
vides only for the widow ; but supposing 
there was no widow left, then df course 
the heir-at-law would take all. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Cer- 
tainly. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: However that 
may be, my Lords, certainly it is in the 
case of small properties that the change 
in the law which many have advocated 
seems to be desirable, because very great 
hardship arises when a person has in- 
vested all his savings in the purchase of 
a small piece of land, and at his death 
the whole of the land goes to one mem- 
ber of the family, the others being left 
absolutely without any provision ; and it 
is in the case of these small properties 
that persons generally die intestate. 
Large owners of property generally dis- 
pose of their property by will, and there- 
fore the person to whom it goes is indif- 
ferent; but I had occasion to observe, 
when I was a Law Officer, that in cases 
where heirs could not be found (and 
there were a very large number of 
such cases—it was those persons who had 
small properties who appeared to die in- 
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‘estate. There is, therefore, this to be 
said in the case of such a provision re 
lating to smal] holdings: that it is in the 
case of small holdings that the present 
law presses most hardly, and that if the 
system is unjust, it is in the case of small 
holdings that that injustice is most felt. 
‘That seems to me a great justification for 
having some such provision as this in 
the Bill. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 11 negatived. 


Clause 12. 


Eart CADOGAN: I have merely a 
-verbal Amendment to propose to this 
clause. 


Amendment moved, in e 6, line 
34, to leave out (“or sell.”)—(The Earl 
Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Viscount GALWAY: There is one 
slight point to which I wish to call your 
Lordships’ attention in Clause 12, line 
30, which says that Sections 127 to 130 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act 
are toapply. I do not know whether it 
is clear that Section 130 is included, and 
I suggest that the word “inclusive” 
should be inserted after “130,” because 
the section isa special one which pro- 
vides for the appointment of an arbi- 
trator to determine the price, and I do 
not know whether the noble Earl’s atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that 
Section 128 is not to apply when such 
land is built upon or used for building 
purposes. I imagine that there may be 
some buildings upon these small hold- 
ings, and I do not know whether that 
‘would rule them out of that section, and 
i+ is very important that it should not 
do so. 

Amendment moved, in page 6, line 30, 
after (“thirty”), insert (“inclusive”) — 
—(The Viscount Galway.) 

Eant CADOGAN: There can be no 
objection whatever to add the word “in- 
¢lusive.” It is a question whether it is 
necessiry, but as a matter of fact the 
section, which applies to arbitration, 
is included. With regard to the other 
point, I will look at it before the 
Report. 

Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 12, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clauses 13, 14, and 15 agreed to. 
Clause 16. 


Lorpv SALTOUN: My Lords, I will 
only detain you a few minutes in moving 
the Amendment that stands in my name, 
but I confess that I think it is a very im- 
portant one. As the clause stands at 
present, the Council, having obtained 
land, may exchange it, or erect build- 
ings on it, or execute any works to enable 
them to sell it without loss. When a 
small holding is let off near a town, in 
course of time the town may increase, and 
the small holding may be surrounded 
with buildings; or, the adjacent land 
being used for sanitary or other purposes, 
the holding may become useless as an 
agricultural holding. The County Coun- 
cil then have the power to sell, and by 
Sub-Clause 3 the right of pre-emption 
comes in, and they have to offer it to the 
original proprietor of the land or to those 
who have lands adjacent ; but I think it 
is very improbable that the County 


Council, having acquired land at a fair 


agricultural rent, will ever offer it back 
to the original landlord at the same sort 
of rent; they are absolutely certain to ask 
for the value of it as building land or 
feuing land. I really think this is a 
thing which ought to be provided 
against, and that is the object of m 
Amendment. If it is accepted, it will 
have the effect of making landowners 
more ready to give facilities to the 
County Council for obtaining land 
for the purposes of this Act—that is te 
say, land near a town—whereas if the 
clause stands as it is, it will be a great 
hindrance in the way of giving facilities 
for establishing small proprietors at all. 
I trust the Government will see their 
way to accept the Amendment. 

Amendment moved, 

In page 7, line 11,.to leave out Clause 16, 
and insert the following clause in lieu thereof : 
—“Ifa County Council are of opinion that 
any land which they may have acquired under 
this Act is not needed for small agricultural 
holdings they may sell or let the same, but 
they —— oing so offer the — for 

mn Or perso; 
then entitled to the lands trom which the 
holding was originally severed, and then to the 
person or ns whose lands immediatel 
adjoin the Poldis ; and the County C 
shall not sell or feu for building purposes land 
acquired solely for small agricultural h 
under this Act.”—-(The Lord Saltoun.) 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, Iam 
afraid I cannot accept the alternative 
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clause proposed by the noble Lord. So 
far as I understand him, his object is 
that in case of any land being, in the 
words of the marginal note, “ unsold, 
superfluous or unsuitable land,” the 
County Council should be compelled to 
sell the land back, either to the previous 
owner or to anyone else, not at its value 
at the time, but at its value when 
acquired. In the first place, the right 
of pre-emption to the owner from whose 
land the small holding was originally 
severed, and, failing him, to the owner 
of the adjoining land, is given by the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, which 
is incorporated in the section; and 
as regards the provisions contained 
in the latter part of the noble 
Lord’s clause, if those rights of 
pre-emption were not exercised grave 
complaints would arise if the County 
Council were debarred from realising the 
full value of their land. The clause as 
proposed by us contains provisions as to 
the exchange of lands and the erection of 
dwellings and the temporary manage- 
ment of the holdings, which the noble 
Lord’s clause does not provide, and which 
are essential to the proper carrying out 
of the Bill. The clause as it stands also 
puts in the forefront the obligation to 
sell or let as small holdings any land 
acquired under the Act. All these pro 
visions have been left out of the clause 

roposed by the noble Lord, and there- 
fore I am afraid the Government cannot 
accept the clause which he proposes asan 
alternative. 

Viscount GALWAY: Do I under- 
stand that before the County Council 
offer back the land to the original owner 
they may erect any buildings they like 
upon it, in order to increase its value ? 
That I think would be a very serious 
thing. 

Eart CADOGAN: The answer to 
that would cover a great many objections 
of a similar nature—namely, that as the 
County Council are responsible to the 
ratepayers, they are not likely to spend 
the money of the ratepayers in order to 
enhance the value of the land. It is quite 
true that under the clause they could do 
so, but I do not think any case has been 
made out against the clause on that 
account. 

Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : It 
may not be possible to accept the Amend- 
ment proposed by the noble Lord 


Earl Cadogan 
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| opposite, but I.think that one of the 
objects of the clause is a matter which 
does deserve the consideration of the 
House. The clause as it stands enables 
the County Council to buy land, and on 
their finding that the land is not suitable 
for agricultural holdings then there is 
nothing to prevent the County Council 
from putting it on one side, and, if it be 
in the neighbourhood of a town, ulti- 
mately using it for the purposes of build- 
ing, just as any private owner might. 
I apprehend that that is not the intention 
of the Bill, which is to provide agricul- 
tural holdings, not to enable County 
Councils to purchase properties for 
purposes which might be termed specu- 
lative. Although the Government are 
not willing to accept the Amendment, [ 
would ask the Lord Privy Seal whether 
he would not on their part introduce 
words which should provide that if the 
County Council find that the land pur- 
chased is not suitable for agricultural 
holdings, there should be some obligation 
upon the Council to re-sell the land, and 
that it should be re-sold at what its 
value was at that particular time, which 
probably would be a date not long before 
the re-sale. I think in that way you 
might meet an objection which un- 
doubtedly does exist at the present 
time. 

Eart CADOGAN: I think the point 
is certainly worthy of serious considera- 
tion, and I will consider it before the 
Report. 

Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause 16 agreed to. 

Clause 17. 

Eart CADOGAN: The Amendments 
I have to propose are merely verbal, to 
make it more clear that different Com- 
mittees may be appointed for different 
sales of holdings. 

Amendment moved, in page 7, line 34, 
to leave out (“ the ”) before (“ holdings ”) 
in each place where it occurs, and in- 
sert (“any.”)—(7he Earl Cadogan.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: 
My Lords, the next Amendment stands 
in my name, and is rather an important 
one. I would like to call your Lordships’ 
attention to the constitution of the 
Committee under Clause 17, which is 
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a very important Committee, because if 
your Lendl will turn on to page 8 
you will see these words— 

“In the construction of this Act reference 
to the County Council shall in their application 
to the powers so delegated include any euch 
Committee ” ; 


and therefore for any such purposes the 
Committee is to be the Council. The 


provision of the clause is this: that | pose 


where the County Council provide small 
holdings they may delegate the powers 
with regard to the adaptation of the land 
for holdings and the letting and manage- 
ment of the holdings, with or without 
restrictions, to a Committee, consisting of 
five persons,who are subsequently named. 
My objection to that clause is that 
for the first time, so far as I know, 
Parliament ties the hands of the County 
Councils with regard to the number and 
composition of the Committee which is 
to represent the County Council. That, 
however, my Lords, is not my principal 
reason for objecting, which is that this 
Committee is to be limited to five. It is 
a Committee “consisting of ” — which 
means “shall only consist of —the 
County Councillor who represents the 
electoral division in which the holdings 
are situate, two other members of the 
Council, and two of the allotment 
managers. So that your Lordships will 
see at once that the locality in which the 
holdings are situate has the majority 
upon that Committee. But that is not 
the only objection, because it is not only 
probable, but it is extremely likely, that 
there will be small holdings in several 
different parts of the county, and there- 
fore this Committee will vary in 
different parts of the county, because 
the three members, namely, the majority, 
would be different in different parts of 
the county. Then it may be said that 
the objections I have raised are met by 
the words “ with or without restrictions.” 
If*the County Council delegates its 
powers to the Committee without any 
restriction, the Committee is omnipotent, 
and is for that purpose the Council ; but 
if the County Council imposes certain 
restrictions upon the Committee, it 
places them in this ungracious position : 
that when any finding, which is the find- 
ing of the Committee the majority of 
which is nominated by the locality, 
comes up on Report, then the Council 
is sheen in the invidious position of 
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being obliged to override the finding of 
the Committee. The proposal that I 
have to make in lieu of that is a very 
simple one. I do not propose to do away 
with the representation of local feeling at 
all, because I propose to leave the County 
Councillor of the electoral division, and 
also to leave the two allotment managers 
as proposed in the Bill; I merely pro- 
to change the words “ consisting of ” 
into “ which shall include,” which leaves 
it in the hands of the County Council 
—being instructed by Parliament to 
appoint those three men representing 
local interests—to appoint additional 
members of the committee as they 
choose, and does not restrict them as the 
Bill does to the number of two. That 
is the Amendment which I shall ask your 
Lordships to accept. 


Amendment moved, in page 7, line 35, 
to leave out (“consisting of”) and insert 
(“which shall include”); leave out line 
38.—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, the 
objection that my noble Friend takes to 
the effect of the clause, as I understand, 
is that, inasmuch as the committee is to 
consist of two Councillors,and oneCounty 
Councillor representing the locality to 
which the matter under discussion 
specially refers, and two allotment 
managers, therefore there will be on that 
committee always a majority of those 
possessing local knowledge. Iam bound 
to say that I adhere to what I ventured 
to say on the Second Reading. I think 
it would be an advantage that we should 
encourage, as much as possible, local 
knowledge and influence in the provision 
of these small holdings, and I myself 
should be sorry to see any Amendment 
carried which would minimise that local 
influence on these committees to which 
the County Council is to delegate its 
powers. I may point out, moreover, to 
my noble Friend that the appointment of 
these committees is entirely optional, and 
to that extent he has not perhaps 
considered the power that the County 
Council has of protecting itself. If the 
County Council has reason to think that 


these local members would use their 


influence in a manner which would be 
objectionable, it is always in its discretion 
not to delegate its powers, and not to 
appoint a committee at ali. I think the 
County Councils, therefore, are in a posi- 
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tion to protect themselves, and in these 
days when we hear so much of the de- 
sirability of establishing Parish Councils, 
and of the strong desire that there 
appears to be to decentralise as much as 
possible the operation of bodies connected 
with Local Government, I am bound to 
say that I am strongly of opinion that 
the clause should be allowed to remain as 
it is. I trust therefore for these reasons 
my noble Friend will not think it neces- 
sary to press his Amendment. I think 
he will see that, with the special powers 
which are entrusted to the County 
Council, the serious results that he ap- 
prehends will not arise. 

Lorp BELPER: I hope the noble 
Lord will give way to some extent on 
this clause. It seems to me that the 

rinciple of the clause is totally different 
from the principle that is adopted in all 
other County Council committees, as to 
which the County Council have a dis 
cretionary power, according to the sub- 
ject with which they have to deal, of 
appointing the number of members they 
may think desirable. The point of 
getting local knowledge is of course an 
extremely important one, but that is a 
practice which is largely adopted in the 
case of County Council committees. 
With respect to the Technical Education 
Committee, where local or special know- 
ledge is required, they appoint sub-com- 
mittees—at least we do—with gentle- 
men outside the Council to assist them 
onthose special] subjects. It is said aiso 
that this power is optional; but if the 
Council are to do the work properly they 
must appoint a committee. Dealing 
with land and selling land cannot 
be done by the Council as a 
whole. By this clause you say 
that the committee is to be limited 
to five members, and under all 
circumstances there is to be one 
County Councillor for the division and 
two members with local knowledge out- 
side. I must say that I think more 
latitude should be given to the County 
Councils to appoint the number they 
require, and if the Amendment of the 
noble Lord below me is accepted, then 
they would still obtain the local know- 
ledge that is absolutely necessary, and at 
the same time you would give the 
County Council that discretion which in 
the case of all other committees’ they 
‘already have. I think the clause as it 


Earl Cadogan 
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stands would lead to great hardship and 
inconvenience. 

*Eart STANHOPE: There is great 
force in my noble Friend’s objection to 
the composition of this committee, 
but I think the opposition to this clause 
would be removed if the Lord Privy 
Seal would allow the addition of one 
very small word—namely, in line 35, 
to say that the letting and selling and 
value of holdings shall be delegated to. 
a sub-committee. Then a sub-com- 
mittee would not have unrestricted 
power to sell or manage holdings with- 
out reference to the authority of the 
Council; and inasmuch as there is a 
great preponderance of local members for 
the districts where the small holdings 
are to be provided by the Bill, it would 
be fair and right that there should be @ 
sub-committee, and not merely a separate 
committee to manage these holdings. 

Tue Ear: or KIMBERLEY : I hope 
the Lord Privy Seal will maintain the 
clause ; I think the reasons he gave for 
it are very conclusive. Noble Lords 
will observe that it is not compulsory on 
the County Council. Certainly they 
will have to appoint some cominittee to 
do the business under the Act, but they 
can only delegate their powers, which is 
a totally different thing, if they appoint 
the committee under this clause. They 
can appoint a committee which can do 
a variety of acts to be afterwards sanc- 
tioned by the County Council, but this 
clause goes I think rightly further, and 
says they may delegate all their powers, 
so that the committee may be able to 
act without any reference to the County 
Council; then, having done that, no 
doubt this committee would be able to 
do whatever they thought right. But E 
apprehend that the County Council 
would not delegate their powers unless 
they had satisfied themselves that it 
was a right and proper thing to do. 
I do not see, therefore, any danger in 
the clause, and I think it would be 
found exceedingly expedient that the 
County Council should by the Bill be 
instructed, whenever they find that 
there are local committees in which 
they have confidence, to appoint them ; 
and, if those local committees are to be 
efficient under the Bill, they must be 
composed essentially of local men ; and, if 
the local men are to be swamped by 
members of the County Council from 
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other parts of the county, I am certain’ 
that this clause will not work. 


Tae Duxe or RICHMOND np 
GORDON : I am entinely in favour of 
what has been said by the noble Earl 
who has just sat down, and I trust the 
Government will maintain the clause. I 
agree with the noble Lord as to the in- 
convenience of having a committee 
which will have to report to the County 
Council ; it might take some considerable 
time before conclusions could be arrived 
at, and I see no possible harm in appoint- 
ing a Committee in the manner proposed 
to be done by the Bill. 


Tue Eant of FEVERSHAM: I am 
sorry I cannot agree with the noble Duke 
altogether. Ido not think it would be 
advisable to delegate to any committee 
such large powers with regard to the 
transfer of land and so forth as this 
clause proposes to do. What would be 
the result? Perhaps some enthusiastic 
members of the Council would be 
appointed on the committee with more 
zeal than discretion, and the chances are 
that they might exercise their powers in 
an objectionable manner. I think the 
County Council should have complete 
control over the action of their com- 
mittee, and itis a bad principle to allow 
any committee to act independently of 
the County Council. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY : Ido 
not know if I rightly understand my 
noble Friend, but I think he did not 
understand the precise issue that we are 
discussing. The question I undérstand 
is howis this committee to be constituted, 
—not whether there shall be a power of 
delegation or not. As to the question 
how this committee is to be constituted, 
I have great sympathy with my noble 
Friend in desiring to avoid the pre- 
dominant influence of these theoretical 
persons ; but it is precisely because there 
may be two or three of those persons who 
may put themselves upon this committee, 
and carry everything in their own way, 
that I should like to be consigned to the 
far better informed, and I hope tenderer 
mercies of the local people, who, at all 
events, would have theadvantage of all the 
knowledge that their acquaintance with 
the locality would furnish. If you allow 
the committee of the County Council 
to swamp the local people, then you 
may be delivered into the hands of the 
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very theoretical people that you are 
afraid of. 

THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
After what has been said I will not divide 
the Committee ; but I wish to point out 
that what this clause does is to say for 
the first time, if the Council appoints a 
committee at all, it must necessarily 
appoint a committee with only a certain 
number of the Council on it. I have 
never known any such proposal in any 
Local Government Act; but, after this 
expression of opinion, I shall not divide 
the Committee. 

Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 18 and 19 agreed to. 


Clause 20. 


Lorp BASING : This clause contains 
the borrowing powers of the Bill, and it 
will be observed that the second line of 
the clause imports into it the provision 
of the Local Government Acts and other 
Acts which would require the consent of 
the Local Government Board before any 
money could be borrowed under this Act ; 
which means that after the County 
Council, to whom these large powers 
are entrusted, has appointed a com- 
mittee and decided that the Act shall 
come into operation, and that the 
Petition shal! proceed, and have gone 
on to negotiate with the landowner for 
the purchase of his property, they are to 
be pulled up and the’ whole proceedings 
are to be consequently delayed, and po - 
sibly set at naught, by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, acting through Inspectors 
who are very few, and whose authority in 
matters of this kind is not to be compared 
with that of the County Council to whom 
these powers are entrusted. And, my 
Lords, there is a security beyond that of 
the Government Department—namely, 
the security that the money is to be 
borrowed from the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners at a low rate of interest 
to be secured in a manner satisfactory to 
them. Iam a member of the Public 
Works Loan Commission, and, though I 
do not very frequently attend, I know 
enough of the Commission to know that 
they take care that money is advanced 
on proper security. Again, the Bill itself 
makes careful provision that the money 
borrowed by the county shall not exceed 
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a certain amount. Is it wise in 
this Bill, so secured in its operation, 
by entrusting to the County Council the 
policy of proceeding with it, to hang up 
the decisions at which they may have 
arrived, and even the negotiations which 
they may have entered upon, uatil an 
Inspector of the Local Government 
Board has gone down, we do not know 
after what delay, to examine into the 
situation and to say whether the Council 
may be permitted to borrow money or 
not ? It seems rather a serious drawback 
to the action of the Bill and a reflection 
upon the policy which puts into the 
hands of the County Council a very new 
and important power, if, after all, they 
are to be hampered in carrying it into 
execution. I hope before the Report 
stage some attention may be given to this, 
and that, if possible, more direct communi- 
cation between the County Council and 
the Public Works Loan Commissioners 
mmy be arrived at. 

Eart CADOGAN: I have every faith 
in the discretion with which the County 
Council will exercise their powers. At 
the same time, I think, if the noble Lord 
will consider it, he will see that it is abso- 
lutely necessary that some check upon 
their borrowing powers should be 
enacted, as in this clause. No doubt it 
would to some extent delay the opera- 
tions of the County Council. As my 
noble Friend has said, there would, I 
imagine, be a certain number of pre- 
liminary steps to be taken before the 
authority of the Local Government Body 
was sought ; but, as the section is drawn, 
the intention is that it would be the duty 
of County Councils to apply to the Locai 
Government Board for sanction before 
they can obtain any loan which they may 
require. It should be remembered that 
these loans may and will constitute debts 
which will have to be paid, or the interest 
on which will have to be paid, by pos- 
terity, and it is the duty of a public 
Office like the Local Government Board 
to see that some limit is put to these 
debts being created, which our descendants 
will have to pay for without having any 
control over their being incurred. 


Clause 20 agreed to. 


Clause 21. 


Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, I have 
to move an Amendment, the object of 
which is to make it clear that the expres- 


Lord Basing 


{LORDS} 
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sion “county elector” as used in Clause 5 
includes a burgess of any borough 
whether a county borough or not. 
Amendment moved, in page 16, lines 8 
and 9, to leave out (“and the expression 
‘county elector’ shall mean burgess”); 
after line 8 insert as a new paragraph : 
(“The expression ‘county elector’ shall « 
include burgess.”)—{7'he Earl Cadogan.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 21, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 22. 


*Lorpv WATSON: Following the lines 
of Amendments just made, I have to 
move that the Amendments on the 
Paper should be made upon Clause 22. 


Amendment moved, in 10, line 30, 
after (“Scotland”), insert (“in lieu of sub- 
sections four and five of section six of this 
Act.”)—( The Lord Watson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Lorpv WATSON : I move to leave out, 
in line 33, “an annual feu duty or ground 
annual,” and insert “a perpetual rent 
charge which shall be a real burden 
affecting the holding.” I may explain 
my reason for proposing the Amend- 
ment. By constituting the charge a feu 
duty or ground annual you place the 
County Council inthe position of superiers 
having a feudal estate which will en- 
dure as long as the feu duty is pay- 
able, and when it ceases to be payable 
there will remain what is called a mid 
superiority for the extinguishment of 
which no provision has been made. In- 
stead of that I propose to strike out 
those wordsand to make the County Coun- 
cil mere encumbrancers, which brings 
the clause into harmony with the English 
clauses of the Bill. 


Amendment moved, 

In line 33, to leave out (“an annual feu 
duty or ground annual”) and insert (“a per- 

tual rent charge which shall be a real 
ton affecting the holding.”)—(The Lord 
Watson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 

*Lorpv WATSON: My Lords, I beg to 
move the other Amendments that stand 
in my name. 

Amendments moved, 


In line 38, leave out (“feu duty or ground 
annual ”) and insert (“ren ;_and in 
lines 40 and 41 leave out (“feu duty or 
ground annual”) and insert (“rentcharge.”)— 
(The Lord Watson.) 
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Small Agricultural 


*Lorpv WATSON: My Lords, I have 
«a further Amendment to move which 
is not on the Paper, in order to 
bring the clause into conformity with 
Clause 6 as it has now been altered in 
Committee. I move in the first line on 
page 11 after “and” to insert “shall 
either,” and in the same line after the 
word “instalments” to insert “ or prin- 
cipal”; in line 4 delete the word “ and” 
:and insert “ or shall,” and in the same 
line to delete the words “shall be re- 
payable ” and insert “ be repaid.” 

Amendments moved, 

Io pee 11, line 1, after (“and”) insert 
«* either”), and after (“instalments "’) 
iaasert (“or principal”); line 4, delete 
«and ”) and insert in lieu (“or shall”) ; and 
delete (“shall be repayable”) and insert in 
llieu (“ be repaid.”)—( Lord Watson.) 

Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 23, as amended, passed. 


Clause 24. 

Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anv 
‘GORDON : My Lords, I do not think 
I need trouble your Lordships with any 
remarks op this Amendment, because 
the same remarks that I made upon 
Clause 11 would apply to this clause. 
‘This clause is, in point of fact, trans- 
lating into the Scotch language what 
is English in Clause 11. I shall, there- 
‘fore, ask your Lordships to omit Clause 
24 of the Bill. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
Clause 24.—(The Duke of Richmond and 
Gordon.) 

Toe Earnt or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I take this opportunity of asking 
the Lord Privy Seal exactly how we 
stand with regard to Clause 11, which 
has been struck out, and this Clause 
24, which is to the same effect. On 
a former night I understood the 
noble Earl to say that the Govern- 
ment thought Clause 11, as it stood, was 
defective, that it would require amend- 
ment, but that they were of opinion that 
with reference to the Privileges of the 
House it would not be possible to amend 
the clause here, and that the only course 
that could be taken was to throw out the 
clause, in which case possibly the other 
House might send up an amended clause. 
‘That being the case, and it being quite 
obvious to us on this side of the House 
that the clause was extremely defective, 
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we could not support the clause as it 
stood; but I shall be glad to know 
whether I am right in supposing that 
the Government contemplate bringi 
back the clause to this House, if the 
other House agree to such a course, in 
any other form? Otherwise I think we 
should be disposed to submit an amended 
clause on Report, in order to get the 
opinion of the House upon it. 


Eart CADOGAN: The noble Lord 
has stated accurately what I said the 
other day. It is difficult for me to give 
any direct pledge as to what will 
happen when the Bill returns to another 
place. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Of 
course. 


Eart CADOGAN: I endeavoured, to 
the best of my ability, to give the argu- 
ments for the clause that were used in 
the other House, and then I proceeded 
toshow how, inthe opinion of the Govern- 
ment, when we came to consider the 
clause, it was impossible that it could be 
passed in its present form. I then also 
stated that we were advised that it was 
impossible for us to amend it so as to 
render it acceptable, or such as would be 
possible for the House to pass. Now 
with reference to what is to come I can 
only say, as I said before, that in our 
opinion it is absolutely necessary that 
the clause should be thrown out, inas- 
much as it cannot be amended, and I 
have every hope myself, speaking indivi- 
dually, and I believe I may speak also 
for my colleagues, that, having sympathy 
with the object of the promoters of the 
clause, it may be possible that some 
clause may be provided which may be 
without the objections entertained to 
the present clause, and which may 
secure the object in view, without its 
being put into a form that it is absolutely 
impossible for us to adopt. Further than 
that we cannot go. We cannot amend 
the clause ourselves, but we hope that 
an amended clause will be sent back to 
us. That, I think, fairly and fully ex- 
presses the position we take up. 


Toe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I do 
not quite apprehend the position of the 
Government in the matter. I wish to 
know whether the Government intend ~ 
to propose an amended clause in the 
other House ? 
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“Tue Marguzss or SALISBURY: 
That is a question, I think, which had 
better be asked in the other House. The 
noble Earl will remember that the clause 
was not originally a Government clause ; 
it was 2 clause brought up very late, and 
the structure of it is so faulty that I 
observe even the noble and learned Lord 
(Lord Herschell) did not defend it. And 
the absurdities which would arise if it 
were passed into law must, I think, be 
evident to every lawyer. Whether it is 
possible to pass any clause, without much 
more careful investigation, which will 
produce the precise effect desired by the 
promoters of the clause—which, as I 
understand, is practically to protect the 
widow—I do not know. We do not 
pledge ourselves at all. I have not had 
an opportunity of communicating suffi- 
ciently with my right hon. Friend to be 
able to answer that question ; but if the 
widow can be protected, without pro- 
ducing any of the terrible anomalies 
that this clause presents, I shall be very 
glad. I confess I object to the clause, 
not only on account of those anomalies, 
which would be very serious, but be- 
cause I think the distinct effect of it as 
it stands now would be, as fast as you 
create the holdings, so far as intestacy 
operates, to sink them back into the 
masses of large properties around them ; 
and that I do not think is a desirable 
object. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: It does not 
depend only on intestacy; the effect 
would be the same if a will were made. 
That is provided against by a previous 
provision, that whether by the intestacy, 
or will, or in any other way, a certain 
course shall be taken. Supposing the 
intestate left daughters only, the holding 
would be sub-divided at once, because 
the daughters would be co-parcellors, 
and one person would not succeed. All 
that is provided against by a previous 
clause. But, my Lords, inasmuch as it 
is not clear that the Government do 
intend to propose a new clause, I shall 
venture, on Report, to propose a clause 
in lieu of Clause 11, which has been 
struck out, and that wiil, of course, dis- 
tinctly raise the question in a form upon 
which we can express our opinion. 

Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 24 negatived. 


{LORDS} 
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Clause 25. 


Lorpv SALTOUN : My Lords, I move 
to leave out of line 36 the words “in the 
opinion of the Sheriff.” I cannot con- 
ceive why the County Council are not 
fit and able to appoint « person to 
out these duties without the interference 
of the chief Law Officer. 


Amendment moved, in page 11, line 
36, to leave out (“in the opinion of the 
Sheriff.”)—(The Lord Saltoun.) 


Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, this is 
amatter which I really think should be- 
left to the opinion of noble Lords from 
Scotland. The Amendment is one which, 
to the English lay mind, ap 
wholly unobjectionable, and I should 
be prepared to accept it ; but I should be 
glad to hear the opinion of noble Lords 
from Scotland, especially that of my noble 
Friend (Lord Watson). 

Tue Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON: My Lords, I confess that, 
upon looking at the matter first, I rather 
shared the opinion of my noble Friend 
behind me who has mcved this Amend- 
ment ; but, inasmuch as very important 
questions of law are to be decided, it is 
obviously very necessary that the 
person who advises the County Council 
in this matier shall be fully qualified,. 
and a person of some experience in law. 
Therefore I am inclined to think that in 
the interests of the public, and to secure 
that everything should be done in a 
proper and legal manner, it is better to 
leave the words in the clause as they 
stand. 

*Lorpv WATSON : I understand, my 
Lords, that the view taken by the noble: 
Marquess whose Amendments I have 
moved to-day was that the effective 
operation of the Bill in Scotland, more 
especially of such clauses as may be in 
the future added to it, will depend very 
much upon the legal gentlemen who are 
employed to register titles under the 
Act, and that it will require on their 
part very special knowledge of con- 
veyancing. I am not at all sure that 
the County Council, however fit they 
may be for other functions which they 
have to perform, are the best judges of 
the man best fitted to conduct these legal 

roceedings. If the conveyancing 1s to 
fe mecve. conducted, and the Act 
carried out well, I think the precaution 
which the other House has taken, of re- 
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uiring the opinion of the Sheriff so as to 
see that the person appointed for the 
purpose is well qualified, is a most useful 
adjunct of the Bill. 


: Amendment negatived. 
Clauses 25 and 26 agreed to. 


Clause 27. 

Earnt CADOGAN: The Amend- 
ment I have to move is to postpone the 
coming into operation of the Act in order 
to enable the County Councils to make 
preliminary arrangements. 

’ Moved, after Clause 27, to insert as a 
new Clause, “ This Act shall come into 
operation onthe first day of October, one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-two.” 
—(The Earl Cadogan.) 


- Amendment agreed to. 
" Clause 27, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 28 agreed to. 


_The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Monday next; and Bill 
to be printed as amended. (No. 200.) 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

House in Committee (according to 

order). 
' Lorp ELPHINSTONE: My Lords, 
when this Bill was before your Lord- 
ships yesterday, the noble Earl (Earl of 
Camperdown) raised certain objections 
to those provisions, which I promised I 
would refer to the Department for 
consideration, and I have brought some 
Amendments before the House which I 
hope and trust will meet the objections 
raised by the noble Earl. 

Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, I may say that I have seen the 
Amendments which have been prepared 
by my noble Friend, and am perfectly 
content with them; they effect the 
objects that I wish to see effected. 


Amendments made; Standing Com- por 


mittee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next; and Bill to be printed as amended. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
_ Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 
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Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, this 
is a Bill which is intended to supplement 
a measure which was passed two years 
ago, in order to protect life at sea, by 
diminishing the chances of overloading. 
That Act provided for the fixing of a 
load-line, which I believe has worked, on 
the whole, very satisfactorily ; but it is 
found that the penalties imposed by the 
Act are not sufficient, really, for the 
purpose of enforcing it, and that they 
would be more effectually enforced by 
giving certain powers of detention to the 
Board of Trade. The Bill, which I now 
ask your Lordships to read a second time, 
has had the support of the President of 
the Board of Trade in the other House, 
and, although there were difficulties about 
some parts of it as originally introduced, 
I may say that it finally passed, in the 
form in which I now ask your Lordships 
to read it a second time, with general 
assent. There is another provision in 
the Bill which has reference to the 
inspection of the food provided for sailors 
on board ship, so as to see that it is in a 
fit condition and not adulterated. That 
also is 4 matter that has been passed 
with the assent of those interested in 
shipping, as well as with the hearty and 
cordial support of those who have 
specially advocated the cause of the pro- 
tection of those employed at sea, under 
circumstances in which it is impossible 
for them to obtain any complete protec- 
tion for themselves, inasmuch as they 
are unable to provide other food for 
themselves if the food provided for them 
on board ship is of an unfit character. I 
trust your Lordships will have no diffi- 
culty in giving your assent to the 
Bill. 

Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(The Lord Herschell.) 

Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, the 
noble and learned Lord has, as one would 
have expected, correctly explained the 
provisions of the Bill, and I do not pro- 
se to offer any objection to it on 
behalf of the Board of Trade. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [x.1.] 
THIRD READING. 
Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading, read. 
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Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, there 
is one Amendment I have to propose 
the object of which I feel bound to state 
to the House. The Bill itself provides 
for the constitution of a new Fishery 
Board to come into office on the Ist 
January next ; the existing Fishery 
Board would naturally go out of office 
in Octeber, and the effect of the Amend- 
ment is to secure that the present Board 
shall remain in office from October to 
January, so that there shall not be a 
gap between the expiry of their powers 
and the coming into operation of the 
new Board. 

Bill read 3* accordingly ; Amendment 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL [#.1.}. 
Returned from the ‘Commons agreed 
to. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [4.1]. 

Read 3* (according to order): An 
Amendment made: Bill passed, and sent 
‘to the Commons. 


ALKALI, &c. WORKS BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 
PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 

BONDS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 
NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 

EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


POST OFFICE ACT (1891) EXTENSION 
+ BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 





TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
TION) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 2* on Monday next, 


BILLS OF SALE BILL [4.1]. 
Bill read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 189.) 


CASUAL WARDS BILL, 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2*on Mon- 
day next (The Lord Hartismere [J, 
Henniker}). (No. 190.) 


GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL, 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Mon- 
day next (The Lord Privy Seal [Z, 
Cadogan}). (No. 191.) 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read I', 
and to be printed. (No. 192.) 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1]*; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2*on Mon- 
day next (Zhe Marquess of Salisbury), 
(No. 193.) 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday next (The Lord Privy Seal 
[£. Cadogan]}). (No. 194.) 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL, 


Brought from the Commons; read I’, 
and to be printed. (No. 195.) 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1’, 
and to be printed. (No. 196.) 
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SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (No. 2) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Monday next (7he Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) (No. 197.) 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL, 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 198.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 199.) 


MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [u.1.] 
Commons Amendments to be con- 
sidered on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 2) BILL, 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL, 
Amendments reported (according to 
my and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (BATHGATE 
WATER) BILL, 

Read 3* (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


(IRELAND) 
9» 


ALLOTMENTS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (MORTON FEN) BILL, 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL. 
ORDER BILL. 
Read 2° (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 

House on Monday next. 


(IRELAND ). 
(No. 3) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 

House on Monday next. 


(IRELAND ) 
(No, 5)- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 7.). 
BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order). 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No, 4) 


BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. ; 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
3* (according to order), and 


passed 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMEND 
MENT BILL [#.1.] 
Read 3* (according to order): An 
Amendment made: Bill passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
INSTITUTIONS BILL [4.1] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments to be considered on Monday next. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 202.) 


MILITARY LANDS (CONSOLIDATION) 


BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1°; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
‘Tuesday next (Zhe Earl Brownlow). 
(No. 203.) 


"House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Eight o'clock, to Monday 
next, Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, 17th June, 1892. 





QUESTIONS. 





BARRACKS AT LEEDS AND BRAD- 
FORD. 

Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether £100,000 is 
about to be «xpended upon the re-con- 
struction of Leeds Barracks; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Bradford Barracks are in a dilapidated 
and insanitary condition, and have long 


” 


{COMMONS} 





of Guardians. 


stood in need of thorough repair, if not 
of total re-building, the War De 
ment is prepared to take into considera- 
tion the ease of Bradford, as well as that 
of Leeds, in regard to barrack accommo- 
dation ? 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
to THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): My hon. Friend is 
in error in supposing that £100,000 is 
about to*be expended for this purpose. 
About £23,000 will be expended in the 
re-construction of Leeds Barracks. The 
Barracks at Bradford are not up to the 
modern standard, but it is not known 
that their condition is insanitary. It is 
not proposed to re-construct them to any 
great extent, as the case is essentially 
different from that of Leeds. 

Mr. REED: Will my hon. Friend 
direct further inquiry to be made into 
the state of Bradford Barracks ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly ; I shall 
be glad to cause inquiry now that atten- 
tion has been called to the subject. 


VOLUNTEERS AND JURY SERVICE. 

CotoxEL HOWARD VINCENT 
(Sheffield, Central): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 
it is correctly understood that Her 
Majesty’s Government are anxious to 
take legislative power to exempt officers 
and : non-commissioned oflicers of the 
Volunteer Force from jury service ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. Friend 
will share my regret that no legislation 
in the direction of exempting officers and 
non-commissioned officers of the Volun- 
teer Force from jury service is possible 
this Session. But, so far as the officers 
and non-commissioned officers of Volun- 
teers are concerned, the Secretary of 
State thinks a very good case has been 
made out for exempting them from jury 
service, which we desire to see. carried 
out by law. 


THE CAVAN BOARD OF GUARDIANS. 
Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury what 
decision has been arrived at as to the 
payment of the costs, &c., in the case of 
Ryan v. the Guardians of the Cavan 
Union ?° 
*Toe SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Jony Gorst, Chatham): In 
accordance with the pledge I gave the other 
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Central): I beg 





Unsanitary 


night, I wrote to the Local Government 
Board in Ireland saying that, if the facts 
were substantially as stated by the hon. 
Member (Mr. Knox), the opinion of the 


‘Treasury was that the costs should -be 


repaid. I have not yet received any 


answer to that. 


ENGLISH LEATHER AND FRENCH 
CUSTOMS DUTIES. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR (Leeds, 
to ask the Under 
of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that on three 
occasions in the last half of last year— 
namely, in the case of goods forwarded 
28th July, 2nd September, and 16th 
October respectively, the French Customs 
Authorities refused to admit leather 
tanned and curried by Mr. William Paul, 
at the Oak Tannery, Leeds, at the rate 
of duty applicable to English leather 
under the most favoured nation clause, 
the French officials contending that the 
leather in question was of American 
origin, and that the extra tax and fines 
imposed upon Mr. Paul in consequence 
of the action of the French Customs 
Authorities amounted to a sum of over 
£230, apart from indirect losses inflicted 
upon him ; whether he is aware that in 
spite of a sworn declaration by Mr. Paul, 
countersigned by the French Consul in 
Leeds, that the leather in question was 
tanned and curried at the Oak Tannery 
in Leeds, and an offer on his part to pay 
the expenses of an official of the French 
Customs to Leeds for the purpose of 
seeing similar goods actually undergoing 
the process of tanning and currying, he 
has, nevertheless, failed to obtain any 

for the injustice done him; and 
whether the Government will undertake 
to make representations to the French 
Authorities in order to secure that the 
clause in their Tariff Bill admitting 
English goods into France at the 
minimum rate of duty shall be given due 
effect to ? 

“Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith): The facts mentioned in the 
first and second paragraphs of the ques- 
tion are substantially correct. Repre- 
sentations were made to the French 
Government, but the reply received 
showed that the goods in. question had 
three times been examined by experts ; 


{17 Jung, 1892} 





Workshops. 1454 


on the first occasion the experts decided 
unanimously that the goods were of 
extra-European origin; on the second 
occasion there was a difference of opinion, 
but on the third occasion upon four 
fresh experts being sunmoned and the 
matter reconsidered, they decided unani- 
mously that the goods were of extra- 
European origin. The French Govern- 
ment have deciined to make any change 
in the existing law in this respect. 
JOHN MITCHEL’S LIFE AND 
WRITINGS, 


Mr. KNOX (for Dr. Tanner, Cork Co., 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Lreland will 
he explain why certain historical books, 
recommended by the acting Catholic 
Chaplain to Armagh Prison, namely, 
Mitchel’s History of Ireland and The 
Life of John Mitchel, were disallowed by 
the General Prisons Board ? 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jackson, Leeds, N.): 
I am informed that the person mentioned 
in the question was convicted of treason 
felony in 1848, and sentenced to twenty 
years’ imprisonment. His writings are 
incitements to treason, and such as 
should not, in the opinion of the Prisons 
Board, be admitted tothe Prison library. 


UNSANITARY WORKSHOPS, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he has, as yet, in any 
case, enforced Sections 1 and 2 of 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, 
which provides that, where the Secretary 
of State is satisfied that the sanitary 
provisions in regard to workshops have 
not been duly carried out by the Local 
Authority, he may intervene; whether 
the Inspectors have, under Section 26, 
received due notice of the opening of 
workshops since the passing of the Act ; 
whether they have further duly 
forwarded the notification to the Sanitary 
Authority of the district; and whether 
he has, under Section 27, made any 
order requiring the occupier of any work- 
shop, or any contractor employed by 
any occupier, to keep lists of those 
employed by him; and, if so, whether 
any penalty has been inflicted for non- 
compliance with the order? 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Mar- 
THEWS, Birmingham, E.): I have hitherto 
received no complaints requiring the 
intervention of the Home Office under 
Sections 1 and 2 of the Factory Act of 
last Session. I may point out to the 
hon. Member that such interventicn 
should only take place where there has 
been clear neglect or default on the part 
of the Local Authority. The Inspectors 
of Factories have received full instruc- 
tions to require occupiers of workshops 
to send them notices as prescribed by 
the 26th section.of the Act, and to 
forward such notices to the Sanitary 
Authority. Further instructions to the 
like effect were issued tothe Inspectors 
on the 8th of this month requesting them 
to see to the strict observance of the 26th 
Section, and to forward prosecution 
reports where they found any occupier 
who had failed to send the required 
notice. To what extent the Inspectors 
have received these notices I am unable 
to say without further time for inquiry ; 
and I am about to issue a Circular calling 
for information on the subject. With 
regard to the fourth paragraph of the 
question, I have had the provisions of 
the 27th section of the Act under my 
consideration, and I have been collecting 
information as to the trades and localities 
in which it would be expedient to issue 
orders. 

Mr. BUXTON: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, in reference to the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, and 
the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, 
he has sent out any Circular to the Local 
Authorities in London, drawing their 
attention to the new duties imposed on 
them in respect’ to workshops; what 
arrangements Lave been made for carry- 
ing out the law in regard, on the one 
hand, to notification by the medical 
officer to the Factory Inspector if the 
former becomes aware that any child, 
young person, or woman is being em- 
ployed in a workshop; and, on the 





other, to notification on the part of the 
Factory Inspector to the Local Autho- 
rity when the former receives notice 
of the opening ‘of a workshop; and 
whether he is in a position to state that 
any improvement has taken place in the 
sanitary condition of the workshops in 
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London since the passing of the before- 
mentioned Acts ? 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Tower Hamlets, St. George's): The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, and 
the Public Health (London) Act came. 
into operation on the Ist January last, 
and I caused a Circular Letter to be 
addressed on the 30th November last to 
the several Sanitary Authorities in 
London drawing their attention to the 
new duties impused on them in respect. 
of workshops. The duties of the Factory 
Inspector as regards notification to the 
medical officer, and of the medical officer 
with respect to notification to the Factory 
Inspector, are specifically prescribed by 
the Statute, and those duties were re- 
ferred to in the Circular of the Local 
Government Board. I have had no 
complaint that the requirements of the 
Statute as regards these matters have 
not been duly complied with. The 
Annual Reports of the Medical Officers 
of Health in London are usually made 
for the year ending the 31st December 
and I have not received any communica- 
tion either from the Sanitary Authorities 
or the Medical Officers of Health which 
would enable me to express any opinion 
on the question as to the improvement 
in the sanitary condition of London 
workshops since the Ist January in the 
present year. Of course, the Act has 
been in operation but a short time, and I 
hardly think it is desirable to call for a 
special Report yet; but I am watching 
the matter carefully,and when the time 
arrives to take action I shall be pre- 
pared to do so. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL. 


Mr. KELLY (Camberwell, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will 
name the provision, if any, in the Con- 
cessions of the Suez Canal Company 
giving authority to make, what has 
hitherto been and is optional, by its 
mere motion compulsory and binding, 
in the matter of the exclusion, by virtue 
of the’provisional regulations, of petroleum 
tank steamers from the Canal, when 
such vessels do not happen to have been 
constructed in accordance with the terms 
of such regulations ? 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: This ques- 
tion refers toa matter of law, namely, the 
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construction of the Charter and Con- 
cessions of the Cana) Company, which is 
at present the subject of litigation in 
the Egyptian Courts; and it is not within 
the province of Her Majesty's Government 
to express any opinion upon it. 
Mr. KELLY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when the Papers relating to the 
Inter-Departmental Commission, with 
reference to the provisional regulations 
of the Suez Canal Company, will be laid 
upon the Table of the House ? 
*Mr. LOWTHER: These Papers are 
in the printer's hands, and will be 
distributed as soon as possible. 


Sir RICHARDTEMPLE(Woreester, 
Evesham): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether a conference of the Inter-depart- 
mental Commission (British) of 1891 
was held before or after the adoption of 
the principle of allowing ships laden with 
bulk oil to pass along the Suez Canal ; 
would he state on what date or dates the 
Commission met ; and whether any rules 
on the subject were adopted, modified, 
or abandoned in consequence of direct 
negotiations between the Commission 
and the Government Directors of the 
Suez Canal or the Company itself ? 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The date of 
the meeting of the Inter-departmental 
Commission was December, 1891. The 
action of the Commission and its results 
will appear from the Papers which have 
been laid and which will be distributed 
as soon as possible. They are now in 
the printer’s hands. 


Mr. MACLURE (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Stretford) : I begto ask the Under Se- 
cretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the possible dual 
system of rules adopted by the Suez 
Canal Company and the Egyptian 
Government, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment would urge the Suez Canal Com- 
pany to suspend the Provisional Regu- 

tions until Egypt has declared in the 
matter or abandoned her police rights 
in r-ierence to bulk petroleumin or on 
th» waters of the Suez Canal, or in the 
p»'ts situated in, or along, and adjacent 
t» the Canal, and pending the decision 
of the Egyptian Courts as to the legality 
* illegality of the Provisional Regula- 
tions, 
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*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I replied 
yesterday to an almost identical ques- 
tion put to me by the hon. Member for 
West Limerick (Mr. Abraham), and I 
have nothing to add tothe answer I 
then gave. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Lanark, Mid) Fd 
Mr. Luoyp Morcan, Carmarthen, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether there has 
been any communication of a special 
character relating to the passage of bulk 
petroleum through the Suez Canal, be- 
tween the Foreign Office and the Suez 
Canal Company, prior to the admission of 
the principle of the passage of ships 
laden with bulk oil by the Directors of 
the Suez Canal, including the nominees 
of the Government on the administration 
of the Canal ? 

*Mr. LOWTHER: No such com- 
munication as that referred to in the 
hon. Member's question took place. 


H.M.8S. “ WANDERER.” 


Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : I beg 

to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, before converting the “ Wan- 
derer,” which in 1884 cost £46,232, into 
a training brig, he will first obtain 
tenders for a new steel vessel; whether 
he is aware that a new sailing brig, 
similar in tonnage to the “‘ Wanderer,” 
may be purchased complete for sea, with 
the exception of guns, for about 
£12,000; can he state the cost of con- 
verting her; and whether the model 
and dimensions are such as to make her 
a desirable ship under canvas ? 
THe FIRST LORD or _ ‘tue 
ADMIRALTY (Lord Gzorcz Haminton, 
Middlesex, Ealing): For the particular 
service for which it is intended to 
convert the “ Wanderer” an iron or 
steel vessel is not desirable, as a training 
brig is chiefly employed on the coast and 
frequently in shallow waters. When 
converted the ‘‘ Wanderer” will be quite 
suitable for the purpose. The cost of 
the conversion will be about £6,000. 


H.M.S. “ AGINCOURT.” 
Mr. GOURLEY : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty the nature 
of the alterations and overhaul intended 
in the battle-ship “ Agincourt ”; whether 
the machinery is to be converted into 
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anticipates will be her coal endurance 
and speed, when completed; whether 
intended to be fitted with breech-loading, 
and quick-firing, and other modern 
guns; and will he also state the cost of 
the proposed conversion ? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : It is 
intended to fit the “ Agincourt” with 
new boilers, which are in store and 
available, and to limit repairs in other 
respects to the work necessary to bring 
the ship into a condition of efti- 
ciency for active service. New 
machinery will not be supplied. No 
change of armament is proposed except 
the introduction of some small quick- 
firing guns. These repairs are estimated 
to cost about £35,000. 


THE RAILWAY “BLOCK” SYSTEM. 


Mr. GEORGE DIXON (Birming- 
ham, Edgbaston): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that, although by the Act 
of 1889 Railway Companies were com- 
pelled to provide their lines with the 
absolute block system, the special block 
signal of thirteen rings known as the 
“ Come at Caution” arrangement, which 
was sanctioned by the Board of Trade 
for special purposes only, is now 
constantly in use for the ordinary 
traffic; whether the recent serious 
collisions at Birmingham and Leeds 
were owing to the use of this dangerous 
signal ; and if it is under the considera- 
tion of the Department whether some- 
thing can be done tocarry out more 
strictly the intention of the Act of 
1889 ¢ 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or TRADE Sir Micnart Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.) : (No, Sir, the facts are not 
quite as statedin the question of the hon. 
Member. The Regulation of Railways 
Act, 1889, does not require Railway 
Companies to provide theirlines with the 
absolute block system. What it does do 
is to empower the Board of Trade to 
order a Rai!wayCompany to adopt, inter 
alia, the block system with any excep- 
tions or modifications allowed by the 
Order, and the Board of Trade have re- 

uired the Railway Companies to adopt 
the block system with such modifications, 
in each particuldr case, as the circum- 
stances of the railway required. The 
signal referred to by the hon. Member is 
probably the signal, “section clear; but 


Mr, Gourley 





station (or junction) blocked,” which is 
not a signal sanctioned in any way by the 
Board of Trade, or forming in any way 
a modification of the Order to adopt the 
block system. It is a signal adopted by 
certain Railway Companies for use under 
certain special circumstances, but it is. 
frequently used in a manner against 
which the Inspecting Officers of the 
Board of Trade have on severai occasions 
protested. Whether or not the recent 
unhappy collisions which have led to 
lamentable loss of life were due to the 
use of this signal I am unable to say 
until I have received the Reports of the 
Inspecting Officers on the inquiries 
which have been ordered. I am of 
opinion, however, that the signal as it is 
sometimes used is by no means satisfac- 
tory, and that, in the interests of the 
public safety, a greater strictness should 
be adopted than is possible with such use 
of the signal. The Reports of the In- 
specting Officers on the accidents which 
have occurred will be carefully examined, 
and the Railway Department of the 
Board of Trade will consider whether 
any, and if so, what, further representa- 
tions shall be made to the Companies 
which are still using the signal referred 
to. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, under the powers of the Act of 
1889, he has power to issue an Order to 
exclude the use of this signal in the 
manner referred to, or whether he can 
only make a recommendation ? 

*Sir MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: I 
think that is a question of which I 
should have notice. 


SIR H. DRUMMOND WOLFF AND THE 
BUCHAREST LEGATION. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
out of what fund and on what authority 
the additional £1,000 was paid to Sir 
H. Drummond Wolff when acting as 
Minister in Roumania, when Parliament 
had already voted the usual salary appro- 
priated to that appointment ; and whe- 
ther it is competent to the Secretary of 
State to increase the salaries or emolu- 
ments of such officers without the vote 
of Parliament ¢ In putting this question 
I may be permitted to say in explanation 
that on the 31st July last a question 
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Salaries of 


was raised as to the salary of Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff, and the then Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs said it 
would be necessary to submit a Supple- 


mentary Estimate, to which I gave notice 


of opposition. 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The allow- 
ance to Sir H. D. Wolff was granted 
with the sanction of the Treasury, and 
was charged to the sub-head “ Salaries” 
of the Diplomatic Vote. As was ex- 
plained by the Postmaster General on 
lst August, 1891, it was unnecessary to 
ask for a Supplementary Vote, owing to 
there being an excess under another 
bead. As the allowance had ceased be- 
fore this year’s Estimates were prepared, 
the charge does not appear in them, It 
will appear in the Appropriation Ac- 
counts for 1891-2. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: On the 31st 
July the then Under Secretary informed 
the House that it would be necessary to 
take a Supplementary Estimate. 

*Mr. LOWTHER: Yes; but if the 
right hon. Gentleman will look at the 
Report for lst August he will find the 
statement to which J have referred. 


IRISH LEASEHOLDERS AND THE EX- 
PIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


CotoyeL NOLAN (Galway, N.) (for 
Mr. Ciancy, Dublir Co., N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, inasmuch 
as a considerable proportion of lease- 
holders in Ireland have not yet sent in 
applications to have fair rents fixed on 
their holdings, he will include in the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill of the 
present Session, and so continue for 
another year, the provision in the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, which 
relates to the time within which such 
applications may be made ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Yes, the provision 
in the Act is included in the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill. 


UNIFORM OF THE ROYAL NAVAL 
RESERVE. 

Cotonzt SANDYS (Lancashire, 8. W., 
Bootle) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether it is intended 
shortly to dress the men of the Royal 
Naval Reserve in a woollen jersey instead 
of ina frock or jumper; whether 
he is aware that a good jersey cannot be 
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obtained for the price proposed to be 
given for this one, so that the jersey 
proposed to be issued must necessarily 
be of an inferior kind; if he is aware 
that a jersey uniform is looked upon by 
a man-of-war’s man as being character- 
istic of the ordinary crew of a merchant 
ship leaving port or of the “longshore 
boatman,” and therefore not fit for men 
of the Royal Navy or Royal Naval 
Reserve; whether he is aware that a 
seaman’s uniform has been designed, 
consisting of blue frock and collar, 
trousers, neck handkerchief, wide collar, 
lanyard, cap and ribbon, which would 
be highly popular with the men of the 
Royal Naval Reserve, and which can be 
served out to the men of that force at a 
cost which will save the Admiralty by 
its issue £1,625 a year; and whether, 
in view of the fact that this suggested 
jersey uniform wili place the men of the 
Royal Naval Reserve at a disadvantage 
in appearance with their comrades of the 
Royal Navy when serving on board Her 
Majesty's ships of war, he will consider 
the advisability of forthwith issuing this 
blue serge frock uniform to the men of 
the Royal Naval Reserve instead of the 
proposed jersey uniform, with a view to 
add to the popularity among them of 
that important branch of the Royal 
Navy? 

Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
uniform which has been finally approved 
for the Royal Naval Reserve consists of 
one blue jumper (serge), two flannels, 
two collars, one black silk handkerchief, 
one pair blue tartan trousers, one cap 
and ribbon. Until arrangements have 
been made for supplying this uniform, 
the present uniform will continue to be 
issued. It is not intended to supply the 
so-called jersey uniform. The cost of 
the approved new uniform will be about 
2s. 8d. per man more than the present 
uniform in use. 


SALARIES OF PRISON WARDERS. 


Mr. EDWARD KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN (Rochester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, having 
regard to the system of payment 
of warders of prisons, if it is the case 
that the principal warders of Borstal 
Prison, commencing under the new scale, 
will lose £8 on the first six years’ service ; 
and, if so, why this reduction has been 
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made ; on what grounds assistant warde rs 
of over ten years’ service, when promoted, 
get no immediate increase of pay, whereas 
they would get an increase if under 
ten years’ service; is it the case that 
warders are sometimes on night duty, 
and in the open air, for more than twelve 
hours without a break, and that the civil 
guard, in addition to the twelve hours a 
day, have to be on night guard once in 
nine or ten days, and that, by reason of 
this extra duty, men are frequently de- 
prived of the usual half-holiday on 
Saturday; will the three days’ extra 
leave be granted to the civil guard, as 
well as to the rest of thestaffat Borstal ; 
and if there is any reason for thescale of 
pension being so low as one-sixtieth 
instead of one-fiftieth of the annual pay 
for each year served, and for there being 
no limit of service at which the staff would 
be entitled to a pension ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: It is the fact 
that under the old practice a warder, at 
his maximum of £87, on promotion to 
the post of principal warder commenced 
at the minimum scale of that rank, which 
was £83, but to which were added the 
increments earned in the lower rank, 
namely, £14, making his initial salary 
as principal warder £97. Under the 
new scale a warder, on promotion to the 
rank of principal warder, commences at 
the minimum pay of £93, but rises by 
£2 to a maximum of £105, in lieu of his 
former maximum of £103. The Treasury 
decided that the practice of carrying over 
increments must cease; and the new 
scale was devised to compensate these de- 
serving officers as far as possible for this 
loss. Assistant warders who have served 
ten years receive an increment for the 
next three years of service. This incre- 
ment brings their pay above the mini- 
mum of a warder’s salary ; and on pro- 
motion they carry with them the higher 
pay they are then receiving, but receive 
no increase until they have served a year 
as warders. Wardersare never on night 
duty in theopen air fortwelve hours with- 
out a break. Each officer on night duty 
gets a rest of about three hours during 
the night, and is exempted from day 
duty. The hours of actual duty of the 
civil guard average about nine per day, 
in addition to which he takes his turn of 
sleepingin the prison as a reserve guard, 
but is not called up except in case of 
emergency. Prison officers are not 
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deprived of the Saturday half-holiday, 
save under exceptional circumstances, 
The Departmental Committee appointed 
to inquire into the grievances of these 
officers did not recommend additional 
leave, and it has not been granted ; nor 
did they recommend any change in the 
rate of superannuation. 


Laws. 


THE VACCINATION LAWS, 


Mr. ADDISON (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether any Cir- 
cular on the subject of repeated prcse- 
cutions in cases of a breach of the Vac- 
cination Laws has been issued by the 
Local Government Board; and, if so, 
whether he could state to the House the 
purport of the Circular ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Local Gover- 
ment Board, in September, 1875, ad- 
dressed a letter on the subject of re 
peated prosecutions in cases of a breach 
of the Vaccination Laws to the 
Guardians of the Evesham Union. | 
have in a large number of cases forwarded 
a copy of this letter to Boards of 
Guardians. In that letter the Board 
stated that it was the intention of the 
Article in their Regulations with refer- 
ence to proceedings under Section 3] of 
the Vaccination Act, 1867, being re- 
peatedly taken in the same case, that the 
Guardians should carefully consider with 
regard to each individual case the 
effect which a continuance of proceedings 
was likely to have in procuring the 
vaccination of the child and in insuring 
the observance of the law in the Union 
generally. The Board stated that when 
in a particular case repeated prosceu- 
tions had failed in their object, it 
became necessary carefully to consider 
the question whether the continuance of 
a fruitless contest with the parent might 
not have a tendency to produce mis- 
chievous results by exciting sympathy 
with the person prosecuted, and thus 
creating a more extended opposition to 
the law. In this view I entirely concur. 


Mr. ADDISON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received any answer from 
any Board of Guardians promising com- 
pliance with this very reasonable re- 
quest ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: It was not a com- 
munication requiring an answer; it 
was merely an intimation to be received. 
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RETIRED NAVAL PAY AND CIVIL 
PENSIONS. 
Apmirat FIELD (Sussex, LEast- 


bourne): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury with regard to the fact that 
the Treasury have refused to award a full 
Civil Service pension to Dr. Blaxall, 

R.N., late Medical Inspector under the 
Local Government Board, on his retire- 
ment after twenty-one and a half years’ 
service, although the Local Government 
Board specially recommended him for 
the maximum allowance, on the ground 
that his retired naval pay must be taken 
into account when arranging for his re- 
tirement on two-thirds of his salary, 
whether it is on record that the Law 
Officers of the Crown in 1872, on a case 
referred to them, 

“Gave it as their distinct opinion that 
there is a valid distinction between naval 
half-pay and retired pay, and that officers in 
receipt of retired ;ay are not subject to the 
restrictions relating to half-pay ”; 
and whether, in view of subsequent 
decisions, the above opinion having been 
invariably followed in the case of naval 
officers.on retired pay entitled to Civil 
Service pensions, the Treasury will re- 
consider their decision as affecting Dr. 
Blaxall, and grant him the pension as 
recommended by the Local Government 
Board ? 

“Sir JOHN GORST: Dr. Blaxall has 
been treated, in the award of his pension, 
exactly in the same way as every other 
Civil servant who is entitled to retired 
pay in respect of previous service in the 
Army or Navy. He has been granted 
so much Civil pension as, together with 
his retired pay, equals two-thirds of his 
Civil salary. Such a limitation is, I 
veheve, within the intention of the Super- 
annuation Acts, and it is made in all 
cases in virtue of the full and final dis- 
cretion given by those Acts to the 
Creasury. The advice of the Law Officers 
of the Crown to Public Departments is 
confidential, and I cannot therefore reply 
to that portion of the question which re- 
fers to an opinion stated to have been 
given by the Law Officers in 1872. 


LICHFIELD BENCH OF MAGIS- 
TRATES, 
Sin JOHN SWINBURNE (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
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whether he is aware thaton 30th Decem- 
ber, 1890, the Justices’ Clerk of the City 
and County of the City of Lichfield called 
the attention of the Lichfield Town 
Council to the existence of seven va- 
cancies on the Bench of Magistrates, and 
suggested the expediency of adding the 
names of qualified gentlemen on the 
Commission of the Peace; whether he 
is aware thata Memorial was thereupon 
presented by the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Citizens of the City and County of the 
City of Lichfield to the Lord Chancellor, 
recommending the names of seven citi- 
zens to fill the existing vacancies; if he 
will explain why for sixteen months no 
notice was taken of this Memorial, when 
a commission was returned to the city 
containing the name of only one of the 
seven gentlemen recommended by the 
Memorialists ; whether he is aware that 
the action of the Lord Chancellor in this 
matter has caused great dissatisfaction in 
the City of Lichfield; and whether he 
can state what steps, if any, are to be 
taken to give effect to the wishes of the 
Memorialists ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am informed by 
the Lord Chancellor that about the time 
stated his attention was called to the 
state of the Bench at Lichfield. His 
Lordship, in discharge of the responsi- 
bility which rests entirely upon him in 
this matter, after careful inquiry and 
consideration, came to the conclusion 
that an addition of three Justices was 
sufficient for the requirements of the 
case, 

Sm JOHN SWINBURNE: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman, did the 
Lord Chancellor receive another Memo- 
rial, not from the Town Council ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am not aware. 

Se JOHN SWINBURNE: There 
is a general impression that a counter- 
Memorial was sent. 


SUPERVISORS OF INLAND REVENUE. 


Mr. FRANCIS EVANS (Southamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will he explain on what 
grounds expectant supervisors of Inland 
Revenue receive only £240 per year 
salary, while the senior first-class officers 
supervised by them will this year attain 
a salary of £250; and whether, in view 
of the facts that expectant supervisors 
and expectant inspectors are the only 
classes not in receipt of annual incre- 
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ments, although some years must be 
spent in the grades, that, notwith- 
standing some recent concessions, there 
are districts wherein expectant super- 
visors receive only £50 a year for offi- 
ciating, though having to live away from 
their homes they cannot maintain them- 
selves properly on so small.an allowance ; 
and that expectant su isors form but 
a small body (fifty), their case will be 
included amongst the minor questions 
affecting Inland Revenue officials now 
under consideration, with a view to 
granting an adequate officiating allow- 
ance and to the removal of the anomaly 
of paying a supervising official a lower 
salary than that received by one he may 
supervise, as prayed for inter alia in the 
general Petition presented last year ? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The fact stated in the 
first paragraph is correct ; but expectant 
supervisors are really officers of the first 
class acting from time to time as super- 
visors, and when promoted to be expec- 
tantsupervisors they receive an immediate 
increase of about £40 a year more than 
they were receiving or were entitled to 
receive according to their standing as 
first-class officers. Annual increments 
are not continuous throughout the service 
in any of the classes. The position of 
expectant supervisor is a transitional or 
temporary one, occupied for about three 
years oniy. Expectant supervisors re- 
ceive £50 a year for cost of lodging and 
extra cost of living away from home. 
This is considered sufficient when the 
circumstance is taken into account that 
they also receive, when officiating, on an 
average of all districts, more than £20 
a year in addition, for cost of living when 
absent from their lodging during the 
day. Concessions have recently been 
made to the expectant supervisors, and 
notwithstanding the alleged grievances 
the number of appiicants for the position 
is embarrassingly in excess of the require- 
ments of the Department. 


NEW FOREST RIFLE RANGE, 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I beg to ask the’ Financial Secretary to 
the War Office what action he contem- 
plates taking in regard to the Report of 
the Commission upon the contemplated 
site of a rifle range in the New Forest? 


Mr. Francis Evans 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I said a few days 
ago that, having regard to the Report of 
the Commission and the difficulties indi- 
cated, my right hon. Friend is not pre- 
paredto proceed further with legislation. 
Proceedings wil! be by Provisional Order 
in a future Session. 


THE CASE OF THE BOY REAY, 

Sm HENRY HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham, 8.E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of a boy named Frederick Reay, 
who was committed to an industrial 
school at West Hartlepool on the 2nd 
March, 1892, on the ground of continual 
absence from school; whether it has 
since been medically certified that the 
boy’s eyesight was so defective that he 
could not see marks or diagrams ona 
blackboard, and that it was on this 
account that he absented himself; whe- 
ther he is aware that it has been stated 
by the two magistrates who committed 
him that, if they had known the circum- 
stances which have since transpired, he 
would not have been committed; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he 
will direct his discharge from the indus- 
trial school, and allow him to be re- 
turned to his parents, who are willing 
to undertake his proper education ¢ 

Mr. MATTHEWS: This case has 
been under consideration, and I have 
directed the boy to be discharged. 


COAL FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. BAIRD (Glasgow, Central): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that the 
difference of price between Scotch and 
Welsh steam coal in the Clyde and Forth 
amounts to between five and seven 
shillings per ton in favour of the former; 
and whether, as the best Scotch steam 
coal is fairly free from smoke, and per- 
fectly suitable for cruising, he will, if 
Her Majesty’s Fleet visits the coast of 
Scotland this year, order the ships 
coal there, and give the Scotch coal a full 
and effective trial ? 

Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: 
Welsh coal supplied in the Clyde and 
Forth is more expensive than Scotch 
coal, but this additional expense 1 
assured to be more than balanced by the 
advantages derived from the use of 
Welsh steam coal. The long and care- 
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ful trials made in 1889 fully demonstrated 
the superiority of Welsh coal for steam- 
ing purposes, and no further trial is 
likely to reverse that conclusion. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, Camlachie): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that, as 
the result of tests made about the year 
1866, it was decided that one-third Welsh 
and two-thirds North Country or Scotch 
steam coal was the best for uniform as 
well as rapid combustion, and that a 
Minute was then issued to that effect, 
which was acted upon for some years ; 
and whether he can state when and for 
what reasons the change was made ? 


Lorpv GEORGE HAMILTON: A 
certain mixture of Welsh and North 
Country coal—but not in the proportions 
stated in the question—was ordered, in 
1869, to be used on board Her Majesty's 
ships, but the use of this fuel was found 
to be so unsatisfactory, and met with 
such general condemnation in the Ser- 
vice, that, in the year 1887, it was 
definitely decided that North Country 
coal should be no longer supplied for 
steaming purposes in the Navy. The 
reasons for the disuse of the North 
Country coal were fully explained by me 
in 1889 to a deputation of Members of 
this House and representatives of the 
North Country mining industry. 


COUNTY CESS RECEIPTS. 

Mr. KNOX: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the cess 
collectors in Cavan have, by direction of 


the Grand Jury, refused or omitted to’ 


give separate receipts for county cess 
under the Relief of Distress Act, 1880, 
half of which is recoverable from the 
landlord, or in any way to separate the 
amounts levied under that Act from the 
ordinary cess ; whether £4,000 repayable 
by the landlords has ever been repaid by 
them owing to this practice ; and whether 
he will take steps to prevent the recur- 
rence of this abuse ? 


Mr. JACKSON: The subject-matter 
of this question does not come within 
the cognizance of the Executive Govern- 
ment. I, however, caused a copy of this 
question to be forwarded to the Secretary 
to the Grand Jury for any observations 
they might desire to offer. No reply has 
so far reached me. 


{17 Jung, 1892} 
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THE REGISTRAR OF BELFAST 
COUNTY COURT. 


Mr. KNOX (for Dr. Tanyer): I 
to ask the Attorney General for Irelan 
whether the attention of the authorities 
has been directed to the inconvenience 
oceasioned by the late attendance of Mr, 
H. M‘Neill M‘Cormick, Registrar of the 
Belfast County Court ; is he aware that 
Mr. M‘Cormick is nearly always late in 
his attendance at Court, occasionaliy 
many hours late, end that on Thursday, 
14th April last, when he should have 
attended at 11.30, he did not come until 
5 p.m., to the great discontent of counsel 
and clients; and whether steps will be 
taken to remedy this inconvenience ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin Uni- 
versity): No information has reached 
me on the subject of the question, nor 
am I aware of any complaints having 
been made in regard to it. The matter 
is not one in which I have any right to 
interpose or any right to inquire. 


THE DISSOLUTION. 


Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian): I think it is antici- 
pated from conversation which passed on 
a previous occasion, and I think the 
House will be anxious to know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
is now in a position to make a final 
announcement as to the measures to be 
proceeded with, and also if he will give us 
some definite statement as to the day for 
the Dissolution of Parliament ? 

Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Everybody, I think, will admit 
that the request of the right hon. Gentle- 
man is a very reasonable one. As I 
understand the position of Public Business 
it is this: There still remain on the 
Paper seventeen Orders of the Day. I 
understand from my right hon. Friend 
that No. 13—Public Authorities Protec- 
tion Bill—is not one which the Irish 
Government desire to see pressed, and I 
propose, therefore, to omit that. The 
remaining Orders of the Day can pro- 
bably be passed into law without any 
serious delay ; and, so far as the House 
of Commons is concerned, I see no reason 
why we should not get through all the 
measures we have on the Paper by 
Wednesday next, unless, indeed, we pro- 
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ceed with the British Columbia Bill, which, 
being a Money Bill, requires a separate 
day for each one of its stages, and which 
could not, therefore, be passed before 
Thursday. With that exception we can, 
I believe, get through all the business 
on the Paper by Wednesday. Nor is 
that general view of our pros at all 
modified by the fact that I find there 
are four Government Bills coming down 
from another place, of which the follow- 
ing are the titles: Fisheries (Scotland) 
Bill, Colonial Stock Act, 1877, Amend- 
ment Bill, Forged Transfer Bill, and the 
Bills of Sale Act Amendment Bill. With 
regard to the Fisheries (Scotland) Bill, I 
have on more than one occasion pointed 
out to the House that this was a measure 
which I was led to understand has 
excited great interest in Scotland ; but I 
do not believe it is likely to be opposed, 
as it is not of a controversial character. 
I hope that is still the view of the House, 
and that there will be no difficulty in 
passing that Bill into law before Wednes- 
day. The Colonial Stock Act, 1877, 
Amendment Bill is a Bill dealing with 
# very small subject ; it is only intended 
torectify certain wrong or informal entries 
with regard to certain Colonial Stock in 
this country. The Forged Transfer Bill 
and the Bills of Sale Bill are Legal Bills, 
more or less important, which could pass 
if they were generally assented to; but 
which, of course, the Government could 
not and would not attempt to force 
down the throats even of a small minority 
if they were objected to. So much for 
the business that we have to get through 
in this House, and I may say, in passing, 
I think we owe a great deal to the efforts 
of right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, who have enabied us io trans- 
act so rapidly and so successfully a very 
large mass of important Public Business. 
The Session, however, cannot be brought 
to a close until the business of the other 
House is also brought to a termination, 
and, therefore, I see no prospect of being 
able to conclude our work at so early a 
date. We have sent up a very large 
number of very important Bills ; and, so 
far I have been able to understand the 
procedure in another place, there is no 
wrobability, or even possibility, of these 
blic Bills being dealt with before the 
end of the week. There is, indeed, a 
further, and in some respects a more in- 
superable, difficulty in concluding the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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business of the Session arising out of 


certain very important Provisional 
Orders, which, as [I am informed, must 
lie on the Table for a certain length of 
time — seven days—in order to give 
private interests which may be affected 
power to appeal. That time cannot be 
shortened without violating all the 
tenets of public equity, which both Houses. 
have invariably observed ; even if the 
Standing Orders of the House of Lords 
were suspended with regard to these 
Provisional Orders it would not, as I 
understand, be possible to get them 
through before the end of the week, and 
a very great deal of hardship would be 
inflicted on the various localities con- 
cerned, for if they were not passed these 
localities could not obtain the water 
supplies, and other matters with which 
the Orders deal, until another year has 
elapsed. Under these circumstances, I 
should propose that we should adjourn 
House on Wednesday. Monday must 
be kept open in case we have to 
deal with Lords’ Amendments, and I 
should propose, as soon after that as 
possible, the Dissolution should take 
place: it cannot possibly be later than 
Wednesday or Thursday in next week. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I wish te 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he intends te insist on passing 
Order No. 17, the Archdeaconry of 
Cornwall Bill? He said he was un- 
willing to press a certain Bill down the 
throats of even a small minority. Does 
he regard this as a Bill that ought to be 
pressed down the throats of a small 
minority ? 





MOTIONS. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE. 
Date oF PROROGATION. 

Mr. Lasovcuere, Member for the 
Borough of Northampton, rose in his 
place, and asked leave to move the 
Adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance—namely 


’ 
“the general inconvenience to the 


Country of the lengthened period likely 
to elapse before the Prorogation of 
Parliament”; and the pleasure of the 


House having been signified :— 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: My observa- 
tions must be very brief, because I have 
already almost lost my voice owing to 
this Prorogation being put off. I do not 
think that the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was very satis- 
factory to Members on either side of the 
House. It appears that the right hon. 
Gentleman admits that we have done our 
best to facilitate the conduct of business. 
We have done that, and we are told 
that, so far as this House is concerned, the 
Prorogation could take place next Wed- 
nesday or Thursday; but, owing to the 
action of the House of Lords, this tur- 
moil and disquietude, which is incident 
to elections, is to be continued for a fur- 
ther week or two. I may also point out 
that our great object on this side of the 
House is to cheapen elections as much as 
possible, and that every day after a con- 
test has commenced there is a certain 
cost to candidates. Therefore, candi- 
dates unite with electors in wishing that, 
as soon as practically it is announced 
that the Dissolution is to take place, the 
Dissolution should take place. Now, 
what are we told the Lords are going to 
do? The Lords are going, calmly and 
quietly, absolutely ignoring the feeling 
of this House and of the country, to 
treat their business as if time were no 
object. We are anxious to give the 
Lords an opportunity of looking into 
Bills. We sent up the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill after mach discussion in 
Committee, in order to give the Lords 
an Opportunity of discussing it. They 
id not do so. We met again on Thurs- 
day. The Lords did not meet on Thurs- 
day. They wanted to have a longer 
holiday. On Monday they carried the 
Second Reading of the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill. Naturally, we expected 
that they would have put the Bill down 
for Committee on Tuesday or on Wed- 
nesday. I do not say for a moment that 
it was due to Ascot races going on; but, 
as a matter of fact, a good many noble 
Lords did go to Ascot, and the Bill was 
put off until to-day. Therefore, we 
have a right to complain of the action of 
the House of Lords, and I move the 
Adjournment of the House, because I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will use 
the great influence he has with the other 
House in order to induce them to facili- 
tate business by sending down their 
Bills to enable us to pass them before 
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the end of next week. And I move the 
Adjournment in order to give the right 
hon. Gentleman an opportunity of making 
a further statement, and to give Gentle- 
men on this side of the House an oppor- 
tunity of strengthening the arguments, 
or the suggestions, that I have used by 
many of the cogent reasons which, no 
doubt, will occur to them. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 


(4.12.) Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): At last we have had avowed 
the plan which has obviously been under 
consideration for a long time. We have 
been asked upon this side of the House 
to facilitate the public business of the 
country and of the Government ; we have 
agreed to and supported that request ; we 
have carried out our part faithfully and 
well. But all the time the Government. 
had in reserve, as an instrument of 
obstruction, the House of Lofds; and 
while we were asked to pass Bills with 
very little discussion in this House, 
the Prorogation of Parliament is to be 
delayed by the action of the House of 
Lords at the instigation of the Govern- 
ment. And what is the object? The 
object is to prevent a _ large 
number of electors of this country re- 
cording their votes, especially the poorer 
members of the community. When the 
London Council elections took place a few 
months ago, in the Tory organs it was 
stated that the success of the Liberal 
Party had been due to the elections tak- 
ing place on a Saturday. It was, there- 
fore, determined that a day should be 
fixed for the Dissolution which should 
make it impossible that a poll should be 
taken in the boroughs of this country 
upon a Saturday; and the proof of it is 
that such a day has been selected. There 
are only two days that you can select 
which would make it impossible under 
any circumstances for a poll to be taken 
upon a Saturday, and these are the two 
days of the week named by the First 
Lord of the Treasury—namely, Wednes- 
day and Thursday. If you took any 
other day the poll might take place upon 
a Saturday. These are the two days 
which make it impossible, and it is per- 
fectly well known that preventing the 
poll on a Saturday is preventing many 
hundreds and thousands of men from 
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recording their votes. I can speak of 
my own constituency. When I was 
‘there the other day I asked what is the 
day upon which the largest number of 
votes can be polled. There is a large 
number of working men in the railway 
works there, and a great many of these 
in the employment of the Midiand Rail- 
way are absent during the whole week. 
‘They only return to their homes upon 
the Saturday, and they go away on the 
Monday morning. Hundreds of these 
men will be disfranchised by Her 
Majesty’s Government using the House 
of Lords for the purpose of taking away 
the votes of the working men of this 
country. You think you will gain by 
this trickery. In my opinion, you will 
lose by it. The resentment and the indig- 
mation which will be raised by this con- 
trivance throughout the country will, in 
my opinion, rally against you many 
thousand more votes than you will gain 
by this design. Now, if you had issued 
ithe Writs on Saturday next it would not 
have compelled the polling to have been 
taken upon a Saturday. Nobody has ever 
asked that; nobody has ever wished that. 
All that we ask is that there should be 
an opportunity given that, in the places 
where it is most convenient, in the places 
where it would admit of a larger number 
of men voting than would otherwise do 
0, the poll should be taken ona 
Saturday; and if you had issued the 
Writs next Saturday, as you could do, 
and as you know you could do, and as I 
will prove you could do, and, according 
to all former practices ycu would have 
Alone, what would have been the days? 
The earliest day would have been the 
Friday following. The Saturday would 
dave been open, the Monday, and the 
Tuesday. These would have been the 
four days upon which the poll could be 
taken ; yet you have selected the day 
which you knew must exclude Saturday. 
And upon what pretence? Let anybody 
who has any experience or knowledge of 
the conduct of public business ask whe- 
ther, with the Bills sent up at the close 
-of a Session, it has been the practice of the 
Lords in former days to demand a long 
time for their consideration. Why, we 
know how they -have swallowed them 
whole rather than sit for half-an-hour. 
What has been the history of the past 
week? There has been a Bill which they 
«consider, I suppose, of great conse- 


Sir William Harcourt 
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quence—the Small Agricultural Holdings 
Bill. That Bill was passed by the House 
of Commons before Whitsuntide. What 
has the House of Lords been doing since 
Whitsuntide—this Assembly, which re- 
quires so much time to consider all these 
measures carefully—what has it been 
doing since Whitsuntide with the Small 
Agricultural Holdings Bill? Their Lord- 
ships met together upon the Monday, 
and the Government announced that it 
intends to strike out of the Bill, I was 
going to say almost the only liberal pro- 
vision, which they accepted under the 
pressure of both sides of this House, 
That is all they have been doing all this 
week. Why has the House of Lords 
not been sitting to consider Bills duri 

the present week? Why, because they 
were meant to spend next week or the 
next ten days upon those measures 
which have been referred tothem! Now, 
as to the Bills which we have sent up, I 
undertake to say that, according to the 
practice of Parliament in former days, 
the House of Lords would not have 
required a week or ten days to dis- 
pose of them. We all know perfectly 
well that they would have been dis- 
posed of in a couple of days, according 
to the practice of the House of Lords 
in former Parliaments. The Money 
Bills, of course, could be disposed of in 
one day, as they suspend the Standing 
Orders ; and as to the rest of the Bills, 
which we have disposed of in two days, 
will anybody say that the House of 
Lords could not dispose of them in two 
days, if we could do so, after we have sent 
them up from this House? I think the 
nature of this delay, and the object of 
this delay, will become apparent. I 
cannot think that, it has been a very 
prudent course on behalf of the Govern- 
ment to employ the House of Lords for 
such a purpose as this. I think it will 
be thoroughly understood throughout 
the country. (Cheers.) Yes; we 
will take care that it is thoroughly 
understood ; we will make it understood 
to every one of those men whom you do 
not intend to poll on Saturday, and 
whom you will have deprived of the 
franchise, what is the object of this 
performance ; and we will let them also 
understand that upon the great issue 
that is put before the country you have 
arranged your proceedings so that by the 
action of the Houseof Lords you may, as 
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‘far as possible, disfranchise the working 
men in the constituencies. 

(4.20.) Taz FIRST LORD or rae 
"TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Barour, 
Manchester, E The attack of the 
right hon. Gentleman, both upon the 
House of Lords and upon the Govern- 
ment, appears to me to be one of 
the most extraordinary and one of the 
most unfounded that even it has been 
‘given to him, in his considerable Parlia- 
mentary experience of such attacks, to 
make in this House. The right hon. 
Gentleman appears to think, when I 
stated that that House would probably 
require next week to consider the 
measures that we have sent up to them, 
that I was indicating that the House of 
Lords were asking the greatest possible 
-amount of time they could to consider 
the legislation which they are expected 
to pass. Has the right hon. Gentleman 
thought what that legislation is—of its 
amount, or of its quality? He talks as 
though it was the practice of the House 
of Lords at the end of the Session to 
-deal with Bills of the kind they will have 
to deal with next week in a day, or two 
days. He expects, because the right 
ihon. Gentleman happens, in the borough 
of Derby, to wish an election on the 
Saturday, that therefore the House of 
Lords are to suspend all their Standing 
‘Orders. I deny that it is the practice of 
the House of Lords, or that they can 
‘be reasonably expected, to suspend their 
Standing Orders on such Bills, and I 
“deny that they can reasonably be asked 
to do so. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : I did 
-not say that they should suspend their 
Standing Orders. My statement was 
that the Bills which have been sent up to 
the Lords in the last two days could be 
dealt with by the House of Lords 
between Monday and Thursday next, 
-and that, without suspending the 
Standing Orders at all. There is not 
the least necessity for suspending the 
Standing Orders. 

Mr. BALFOUR: lf the House of 
Lords were to follow their ordinary 
procedure—and I cannot see why they 
-are not to follow their ordinary procedure 
—in dealing with Bills, for example, so 
important and so complicated as that of 
my right hon. Friend (Mr. Jackson) 
an connection with Irish Education —it is 


-absurd to expect the House of Lords to 
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deal with that Bill before Thursday next. 
The right hon. Gentleman belongs to 
that class of politicians which desires to 
abolish the House of Lords. By ali 
means abolish the House of Lords, if you 
can. That may be a perfectly legitimate 
object of public policy ; but so long as the 
House of Lords is an integral portion of 
our Constitution, in Heaven’s name, at 
all events, allow the House of Lords to 
fulfil the duties which are entrusted to 
them by the Constitution. The right 
hon. Gentleman made no allusion toa 
matter which I suppose affects him very 
little—namely, the extreme desirability, 
if possible, of getting various Provisional 
Orders through the House of Lords, to 
which I adverted in the brief statement 
I made just now. These Provisional 
Orders cannot by any possibility be 
hurried. The very briefest time allowed 
will carry them over next week, and I 
utterly fail to see why we are to sacrifice, 
not the House of Lords, or their discus- 
sions, but the interest of all the com- 
munities in whose behalf, and for whose 
sake, these Provisional Orders are to be 
passed, merely in order that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Derby 
may have an election in Derby on a Satur- 
day. There is one other point which has 
to be borne in mind. I think it is of 
importance, though not of quite such 
importance as those to which I have 
already adverted. There are at this 
moment before the House of Lords one 
or two Private Bills in the very first 
rank of importance. It is possible for 
us—and, of course, we shall do it—to 
pass a Resolution by which, even if those 
Bills are not passed, the money spent in 
promoting them shall not be wholly 
wasted. It is not absolutely necessary 
that the Bills should pass in the course 
of the present Session; but what is 
most expedient and most desirable is 
that the Committee stage of such a Bill 
as the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln- 
shire Railway should be got through, 
and even if the Bill cannot pass into 
law this Session—which I am afraid is 
very unlikely—that enormous investiga- 
tion should not be cut in half before 
the Committee which is now carrying it 
on. Now, I do not put that in the first 
rank of importance; I do not say that 
the whole business of the country should 
be made to stand still on account of a 
Private Bill, however large; but I say 
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tlat when we are considering what 
course the House cf Lords should pursue 
in this matter we must not, and cannot, 
leave out of sight the immense private 
interests involved in such legislation as 
that to which I have ventured to advert. 
If it be admitted—as I think it must be 
adinitted—that the House of Lords are 
only asking what is reasonable when they 
demand a week to discuss, I do not know 
how many, but twenty, thirty, or forty 
Bills which we have sent up, among which 
is included a Bill of such immense 
importance and of so controversial a 
character as that which has lately been 
in charge in this House of my right hon. 
Friend the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
I think I have done enough to show the 
House and the country that we are not 
asking anything unreasonable for the 
House of Lords in giving them that 
length of time to discuss their business. 
What is the objection to the House cf 
Lords having this very moderate period 
for debating these Bills? The objection 
is that if the Dissolution takes places on 
one of two days next week it will be 
found difficult, and perhaps impossible, 
to have the election on a Saturday, and 
the right hon. Gentleman works himself 
up into a storm of virtuous indignation 
over the iniquities of a Government 
which should so arrange matters that the 
elections should not be on a Saturday. 
The first observation I have to make upon 
that is that the Statutes by which the 
times of elections are fixed have often 
been under consideration in this House, 
and never was it professed that the Dis- 
solution should not take place on certain 
days because of its operation in connec- 
tion with a Saturday election. Possibly 
the point never occurred to the right 
hon. Gentleman (Sir William Harcourt) 
at that time. I do not dwell upon 
that ; but I point to the experience we 
have actually had in this matter. I am 
given to understand that in 1885 only 
two London boroughs polled on Saturday 
and eight county boroughs; and in 
1886 only two London boroughs and 
thirty-one county elections polled on 
Saturday. I conclude from that that 
it is not the view of those in the country 
who are responsible for these things that 
Saturday is the best day ; and Iam bound 
to say—although I do not profess to 
have the electioneering experience of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
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Derby — that such considerations as 
have been brought before me. in this 
particular would certainly not induce 
me, if I were a returning officer, to fix 
an election on Saturday. I must point 
out certain very large errors of fact in 
the argument of the right hon. Gentie- 
man. He asserted that the London 
County Council elections took place on a 
Saturday, and that certain Conservative. 
newspapers stated that the success of the 
Progressive Party was due to the fact 
that the elections were on a Saturday, 
and he concludes from that that. 
Saturday is the proper day on which 
to hold an election. But we must 
examine the facts more closely before- 
we arrive at such a conclusion, 
What are the true principles which 
should determine this House when 
it deals with matters of this kind? 
What we desire, and what, I suppose 
from his speech, the right hon. Gentle- 
man desires, is that the very largest 
number of people possible should be 
allowed to go to the poll, without in- 
flicting upon them a pecuniary fine. As 
far as my observation goes, Saturday is 
the most disfranchising of alldays. Before 
the extension of the hours of polling to 
eight o’clock, no doubt it was perfectly 
true that tohave an election on any other 
day than Saturday disfranchised large 
and important masses of the working 
classes. Now that the hours of polling 
have been extended to eight o'clock, I 
cannot believe that any disfranchisement 
of a large kind can operate with regard 
to the working classes ; but if you choose 
to have your elections on Saturday, you 
must disfranchise an enormous multitude 
of smaller tradesmen in the large towns, 
who are obliged to keep their shops open 
till late on Saturday night, and who can- 
not go to the poll without making a 
distinct, and for them important, pecu- 
niary sacrifice. Therefore, if the re- 
turning officers insisted in any case on 
having the poll on Saturday—though no 
doubt they would be acting within their 
right, and I should never criticise their 
action—still it appearsto me that the result. 
of their action would be, not to enfranchise,. 
but to disfranchise, those on whom 
Parliament has bestowed the privilege: 
of returning Members of Parliament. 
There is another class, not indeed abso- 
lutely disfranchised, but something very 
like it, by an election on Saturday. The- 
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Jews are not a very large section of the 
population, except in certain consti- 
tuencies ; but in some cases, both in London 
‘and the country, they are a very large 
and very important element in the con- 
stituencies, and they are practically 
disfranchised by any returning officer 
who insists on having the election on a 
Saturday. There are other and sub- 
sidiary objections on which I do not care 
to dwell, but I think that many 
rsons must be painfully aware of the 
Fact that an election on a Saturday may 
often, has often, and may again, produce 
scenes of drunkenness and disorder. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite belong to the 
teetotal party, but I suppose they will 
admit that an election is frequently ac- 
companied by scenes of drunkenness and 
disorler. Another result of having the 
election on a Saturday is that a vast 
amount of Sunday labour is thrown on 
the various classes of the community con- 
nected with the working of an election. 
Ido not propose to go into these points, 
as beingcomparable in importance with 
the disfranchising effect of a Saturday 
election. I only quote them as circum- 
stances which should not be left out of 
account. I should not have gone into 
this question of the day of the week on 
which an election should or should not 
be held if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not dragged me intoit. I have no ob- 
jection to the controversy,and I am not 
afraid of it ; but the fact that we cannot 
finish our business this week has nothing 
to do, directly or indirectly, with an elec- 
tion on a Saturday. It has todo with the 
possibility of getting through public 
business ; and I say distinctly—having 
made the best endeavour I can to dis- 
cover what the views are of those who 
are better acquainted than] can be with 
the business of the House of Lords— 
that it is impossible for that Assembly to 
deal with the enormous mass of business 
we have sent up to them before the day 
I have mentioned. I hope the House 
will feel that, at all events, the way of 
hastening the election is not to move 
the Adjournment of the House, and 
that, therefore, it will not support the 
Motion. 

(4.35.) Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh, Midlothian) : I should wish, 
Sir, to endeavour to brush one or two 
cobwebs out of the way, as a preliminary 
operation. Referring to what was stated 
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by my right hon. Friend, and what I 
believe is an indisputable fact, as to the 
great reason alleged by the Conservative 
newspapers of London for the success of 
the Progressive Party on a recent occa- 
sion—namely, that it was because the 
election was held-on a Saturday-——we 
now see how much weight Her Majesty's 
Government assign to reasons alleged 
in Conservative newspapers. It could 
have had nothing whatever to do with 
the success of the Progressive Party. 

Mr. BALFOUR: It is disfranchise- 
ment. 

Mr. GLADSTONE: So that the 
success of the Progressive Party tended 
rather to disfranchisement in the view 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Then,Sir, 
the right hon. Gentleman said—it was a 
piece of Parliamentary fencing —that the 
question we were discussing was whether 
the election of my right hon. Friend the 
Member .for Derby (Sir William Har- 
court) should or should not be held on a 
Saturday, that it was convenient to 
my right hon. Friend that that day 
should be chosen, and consequently he 
had made this extraordinary attack 
on the Government. Now, Sir, my 
opinion of my right hon. Friend's 
position at Derby is this—that it does 
not signify one pin to him on what day 
of the week the election may take place ; 
that Her Majesty’s Government may fix 
it, if they please, on such day as they shall 
select, and at such hour of the day as they 
shall select, and my right hon. Friend 
would be entirely unapproachable by any 
one of them, or by the whole of them, 
in the confidence of the constituency of 
Derby. Then there are two subjects in 
the main which have been raised before 
us, and the first is as to the House of 
Lords. It appears—to my observation 
and memory for the first time—that the 
House of Lords is in the habit of 
giving such cheerful and careful 
attention to the Bills that go to the 
House of Lords from this House, tl.at 
it is quite impossible for them to get 
through the business in less than the 
whole of next week—closing, if I under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman rightly, 
with the Monday of the next week. 
It is quite impossible for them to do 
the business in less than that time. 
Now, what we have been accustomed to 
see is this--that the Bills that have 
occupied this House for months are 
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disposed of in the House of Lords in 
days. The House of Lords has not been 
exhausted by its recent labours. The 
work of the House of Lords during the 
present week has not been of an over- 
powering character. My right hon. 
Friend has pointed out—and I entirely 
support what he says—that Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday of 
next week are available, compatibly with 
a Dissolution next week, for the despatch 
of its business. It will be curious to 
watch the hours on those days of next 
week during which the House of Lords 
-—in that self-sacrificing way which 
always distinguishes it—shall devote 
itself to the consideration of these 
measures. Of course, I take it for 
granted, from what the right hon. 
Gentleman says, that it is the intenticn 
of the House of Lords on Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, to meet at three or four o'clock, 
or whatever the time may be, and to 
sit steadily until twelve o'clock for the 
consideration of these Bills. Manifestly 
this is the first demand we are entitled 
to make upon them. Will they do it? 
No, Sir, nothing of the sort; it cannot 
be done. They may request a few Peers 
to speak; they may put the Whips 
in motion for the purpose of getting up 
what may be called bogus Debates ; but I 
defy them, with all their efforts, to make 
a show of business which shall occupy 
them even the time my right hon. 
Friend has pointed out as amply sufficient 
for the discharge of this business. No, 
Sir; my recollection of the House of 
Lords is this : that during all the years 
of my Parliamentary remembrance—and 
Heaven knows there are quite enough 
of them—there has not been a single 
occasion on which the House of 
Lords has been set up to create 
a difficulty until the occasion has 
now arisen. The House of Lords 
is the most accommodating, is the most 
elastic, and is the most squeezable body, 
so far as procedure is concerned, that 
has ever discharged legislative functions. 
I will not say that I denounce, but I 
must protest against the whole attempt 
of the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Government to set up these necessities 
of the House of Lords to have prolonged 
and repeated Sittings for the purpose of 
discharging business which we know to 
be perfectly capable of being gone 
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through during the time pointed out. 
it is one of the idlest and thinnest 
fictions that has ever been set up for 
the purpose of entrapping an unwary 
Parliament and an unwary public—if 
such a public there were in this country, 
and I suspect there is not. We know 
very well that when we are talking of 
the House of Lords we are talking of 
the Governmert. (“No, no!) That is: 
our humble and respectful opinion. Oh, 
I know there are certain points on 
which the House of Lords will rebel om 
certain occasions ; but those are isolated 
casese—when the House of Lords is 
touched in a tender place—when un- 
questionably it will, if galled, wince and 
make even the Government, with whom 
they fully agree, feel the effect of their 
wincing ; but for all ordinary purposes, 
for the discharge of business, the House 
of Lords, if not under the control of the 
Government, gives a willing, a ready, a 
loyal, and universal assent to the pro- 
posals of the Government. Conse- 
quently, we perfectly understand that it 
is the right hon. Gentleman who, with a 
certain limited amount of aid from the 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway Bill, has set up this remarkable 
defence for the postponement of the 
Dissolution. Then we come to the 
question of the effect of disfranchise- 
ment produced by the choice of one day 
or the other; and here the right hon. 
Gentleman set up the case that Saturday 
was a disfranchising day. Why is it a 
disfranchising day? It is a disfran- 
chising day for two reasons. The Jews 
—that most worthy and excellent body 
of men—have been paraded before us as 
a reason why there should be no electiom 
on a Saturday, the fact being that in 
forty-nine out of fifty constituencies in 
the country there is not a single 
Jew in the constituency. But the 
right hon. Gentleman says there are 
constituencies where there are large 
fractions of Jews. Very well, Sir, and 
if there are such constituencies, let the 
returning officers take that into considera- 
tion. We do not ask to have the 
elections fixed on a Saturday, but we ask 
that it should be left open to the return- 
ing officer to fix the election for a Satur- 
day. So I think I have disposed of the 
Jews. Then there is the case of the 
small tradesmen. What is to become of 
them? If you have an election on # 
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Saturday no small tradesman can vote 
without inflicting on his business a fear- 
ful loss, and putting him, perhaps, in 
danger of the Gazette. Why cannot a 
small tradesman vote, as I believe he 
always does, in the daytime? He is not 
dependent on the extension of the poll 
to eight o’clock, as the workman is. The 
small tradesman’s pressure of business 
does not commence at those hours when 
the poll commences. Therefore the 
answer to the right hon. Gentleman is 
that there will not be a single small 
tradesman or a single big tradesman 
throughout the country disfranchised. 
But the right hon. Gentleman has formed 
the opinion that Saturday is an incon- 
venient day altogether ; and I must say 
that we are so far indebted to the right 
hon. Gentleman that he laid down a 
sound principle, and said we ought to 
have the day which is the least dis- 
franchising. The answer is that it ought 
to be, at the very least, left’ open to the 
returning officer; we ought not to pre- 
clude him from the exercise of his dis- 
cretion, and have the election on Saturday 
if he so thinks fit. Who are the persons 
mainly interested? I think I have given 
him a fair answer for the Jews—let them 
be considered by the returning officer. I 
think, too, I have given him a fair 
answer for the small tradesmen—they 
have the whole forenoon and afternoon 
at their disposal. But what are we to 
say for the working men of this country ? 
The right hon. Gentleman, I suppose, 
will be inclined to admit that the work- 
ing men of this country are at all events 
entitled to have an opinion, and that —_ 
might entertain an opinion entitled to muc 

attention on the question of which is the 
best day for the election. The working 
men of this country form the large 
majority of the constituents. Our con- 
tention is that in the boroughs the 
Saturday is by far the best day, the day 
of least disfranchisement—the only day 
for perfectly free voting; and conse- 
quently, theworking men being the most 
numerous class in this country, the day 
on which the nation can most freely 
and adequately exercise the suffrage. 
The right hon. Gentleman has had some 
evidence put before him on this subject. 
I had an opportunity yesterday of re- 
ceiving a deputation of working men, 
who, undoubtedly, whether they repre- 
sented the whole working class of the 
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country or not, are representative to a 
very large extent—unquestionably repre- 
sentative—of the Metropolis; and un- 
doubtedly this question is more impor- 
tant in the Metropolis than anywhere 
else. What, Sir, is their view? They in- 
formed me that they had presented to 
the right hon. Gentleman spontaneously— 
not any influence from above, and not 
as the result of any political machinations, 
but spontaneously—a Memorial setting 
forth on their behalf that Saturday isthe 
day on which they can most easily and 
freely vote; that if Saturday be not 
appointed in many cases a considerable 
disfranchisement of their class will take 
place, and that consequently there ought 
to be a free discretion to fix the election 
on Saturday. Ithink that is a moderate 
contention, and I cannot help stating 
that, in my opinion, Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment have been very ill-advised in 
taking a° course—a course which they 
might have avoided—which will prevent 
what the working classes themselves 
believe to be the best means of allowing 
them fully and adequately to exercise the- 
suffrage. The construction placed upon 
the matter would undoubtedly be that 
whatever the profession of the right hon. 
Gentleman may be as to the propriety of 
appointing the day of least disfranchise- 
ment, his action is not in conformity 
with that profession, and that he and the- 
Government to which he belongs have: 
deliberately and advisedly adopted an 
arrangement for the Dissolution of 
Parliament which, in the opinion of the- 
working men themselves, will make it 
impossible for them to exercise the 
franchise in that large and unrestricted 
manner in which it was the desire of 
Parliament, and in which it is for the 
benefit of the country, that it should 
be exercised. 

(4.49.) Mr. JAMES STUART" 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton): The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is about to take a step which will 
have the effect of disfranchising the - 
working men of London. There can be 
no doubt about it. His argument about 
the small shopkeepers is worth nothing 
at all. The working men believe that 
they can vote in larger numbers on 
Saturday than on any other day. The 
right hon. Gentleman has quoted the ex- 
perience in past elections. There are very 
few constituencies in London in which 
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the returning officers are not in the 
power of the Party opposite, and these 
returning officers must have been con- 
vinced by the experience of the 5th March 
last that the day on which London could 
really poll is on a Saturday, and on 
that day alone. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has got up a case about the 
House of Lords. He says that there 
will be delay because the House of 
Lords cannot dispose of their business 
inthe tame. If that is so, the House of 
Lords is to blame. 


Mr. BALFOUR: How can that be, 
when only to-day this House sent up 
to the House of Lords a most important 
Bill ? 

Mr. STUART: They have a week 
in which to get through the business. 
‘The right hon. Gentleman has shown his 
whole hand, for his speech was dead 
against a Saturday being chosen for the 
election. When answering the question 
I put to him, he chose to regard it as 
one asking the Government to declare 
in favour of a Saturday. We only want 
to be free to have a Saturday, and that 
is a very moderate request indeed. The 
public will be able to judge with regard 
to it for themselves. There is a marked 
difference between Saturday and anyother 
day, and we say that the election ought 
to take place on the day which we are 
convinced is the most convenient for the 
masses of the people. The right hon. 
‘Gentleman has said that he is in favour 
.of better registration laws, but he and 
his Party have sneered at us for im- 
proving registration—they say we are 
-always tinkering with the Constitu- 
tion. The people of London will now 
see what tinkering with the Constitution 
means. Disfranchised as the working 
men are through the state of the regis- 
tration laws, the right hon. Gentleman 
is going to disfranchise them still more 
by keeping from them any opportunity 
of voting on a Saturday. There is no 
obligation on the returning officer to 
have the election on Saturday in con- 
stituencies in which there are great 
numbers cf Jews. I appeal, therefore, 
from the 1ight hop. Gentleman to the 
people of London, who will see well 
enough who it is that is preventing 
them from exercising their privileges. 
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EXCHEQUER (Mr. GoscHen, St. 
George's, Hanover Square): The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down ap- 
pears to think that enfranchisement 
simply means the power of voting on 
the part of those who agree with him in 
politics. (“No, no!”) He pointed to 
the 5th March as a proof that Satur- 
day was the best day that could pos- 
sibly be fixed for the election, but what 
was the result? That scarcely more 
than one-half of the whole of the con- 
stituencies in London were able to vote. 

Mr. STUART: Yes, but very many 
more voted than would have done had 
it not been a Saturday. 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: That day happens 
te show that there was a very smull 
poll indeed, and the greater portion of 
that poll was on the side of the hon. 
Gentleman. A subsequent bye-election 
showed that the friends of the hon. 
Member had voted in their full strength 
on the Saturday. If there was dis- 
franchisement then, where was it? It 
was of the small shopkeepers, who were 
not able to vote on a Saturday, but who 
voted on the other day. No proof has 
been offered whatever except the 
Memorial referred to that Saturday isso 
inconvenient to the working classes as has 
been suggested byhon.Gentlemen opposite. 
There is no proof whatever, except the 
desire which they have expressed and 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Derby (Sir William 
Harcourt), that the railway employees 
in Derby would not be able to vote 
except on Saturday. But the curious 
thing is that in Manchester it is stated 
that hundreds of voters among the 
working classes in the employ of the 
railway would not be able to vote if the 
elections took place on a Saturday. This 
matter has been considered by the Man- 
chester Trades Council, and by an over- 
whelming majority they approved tie 
previous question against using any in- 
fluence with regard to this matter. 
And what did they state? One delegate 
stated that Saturday would not suit 
thousands of shopkeepers. But hon. 
Gentlemen opposite do not care 
apparently to have the small shop- 
keepers’ vote. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Derby said that 
we wished to disfranchise the working 
classes. 
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_, Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 


I have done is this: I have only in- 


sisted on polling on Saturday where it is 
convenient. we say is—poll on 


Saturday where it is convenient, and 

where it is inconvenient poll on some 

other day. What you are doing, how- 

ever, is to make Saturday polling im- 
ibl 


possible. 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: It is not we our- 
selves who choose that day; but we 
say that Saturday is not more an en- 
franchising day than any other day, 
and that, on the contrary, it dis- 
franchises a large number in the con- 
etituencies. In proof of that, we cite 
the County Council elections in London. 
The right hon. Gentleman wishes to 
give the impression that we want to 
disfranchise the working classes. 
While we deny the allegation, we are 
entitled to say that the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite are anxious to avail 
themselves of a day when they cannot 
have recorded against them the votes 
which we believe will, if recorded, de- 
feat them. The hon. Member opposite 
has said that my right hon. Friend’s 
speech was a speech dead against 
Saturday polling; but my right hon. 
Friend was only replying to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Derby, 
who dragged that particular day into 
the discussion. It is therefore he who 
is responsible for raising the question, 
which is not a question for the House, 
but for the returning officers, who in 
many parts of the country consider 
that Saturday is not a good but 
a bad day for the election. 

Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): There are four days in the 
week any one of which the returning 
officer may choose for the holding of the 
polls; and in making that choice they 
will consult the interests of the locality 
and the general local feeling. But what 
the Government are doing is to make it 
impossible for Saturday to be one of those 
four days, and that is the gist of the 
controversy between us. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that in some districts 
Saturday is not a convenient day. I 
quite agree with him that there are 
some districts in which Monday is a 
much more convenient day ; but when he 
says that there is no proof that Saturday 
18 @ convenient day, I can assure him 
that he is entirely inerror. A large 
number of industries would prefer 
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Saturday to any other day; but that is 
not the question for the Huuse to argue 
now. t we want to argue is that no 
Government have the right to make any 
such arrangements as render it im- 
possible for, at all events, a considerable 
number of localities to hold the poll on 
the day they prefer, and which, if not 
selected, would involve their disfranchise- 
ment. The whole case is perfectly plain 
and transparent. The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour) argued 
against Saturday aa ou and the 
Chancellor of the equer (Mr. 
Goschen) has also argued against Satur- 
day altogether. 

Mr. BALFOUR: I do not desire 
to interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, 
but what I argued was that it is 
quite impossible to finish the Business of 
the Government before the end of next 
week; and I pointed out the result 
might be that the election could not take 
place on Saturday; and 1 answered 
certain arguments against that course. 

Mr. FOWLER: But that was not 
the point which was so rapturously 
cheered by those behind the right hon. 
Gentleman. What his Party so rap- 
turously cheered, and especially the 
London Conservative Members, whom I 
should like to hear express their views 
openly and audibly in this House, was 
the argument against Saturday elections. 
I think it is desirable that the London 
Conservative Members should, in the 
interests of their constituents, present 
their views on this subject. 

Mr. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, E.): I 
have stood up in my place three times, 
and it is not my fault that I have not 
been called on. 

Mr. FOWLER: We shall be glad 
to hear the hon. Member when the 
time arrives. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury says that 
the Public Business cannot be disposed 
of. I wish he would take the volumes 
of Hansard for the last three years and 
read what has been the record of the 
House of Lords in the last two days of 
each of the last three Sessions. And I 
wish he would note the speed with which 
they can despatch Public Business when 
the 12th August is looming. Last year 
on the ae day but one of the Session 
the Houseof Lordsimmediately suspended 
all the Standing Orders ing to every 
Bill, and they passed them as I may say 
by shovelsful, and they adjourned at six 
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o'clock, after passing all the Bills the 
House of Commons sent them with 
the test rapidity in the last week of 
the ion. When the last Dissolution 
took place in 1886, the whole of the 
“House of Lords’ Business was completed 
‘in two or three days, and always has 
been at the end of the Session. The 
right hon. Gentleman has told us that the 
‘Trish Educational Bill is to occupy a con- 
siderable time in the House of Lords. 
‘But what the right hon. Gentlaman 
dwelt upon was Private Business and the 
great injustice that would be inflicted on 
ns promoting Private Bills. I do 
‘not know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man is aware of the Motion which the 
Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. 
‘Courtney) is going to move on Monday. 
He is going tomake a Motion on Monday 
relative to the Standing Orders, which 
will simply suspend ali these Provisional 
Orders and all these Private Bills, sothat 
nobody would be put to any loss. The 
extreme amount of delay which will take 
place will be the thirty-five or forty days 
‘between the dissolution of this Parlia- 
ment and the meeting of the new 
Parliament. I am sure the country will 
believe that there is no necessity for the 
delay on account of business; but the 
Government are, of course, the masters of 
the situation, and they can dissolve Parlia- 
ment on any day they think proper. 
Let us, however, distinctly mark that 
there are two days in the week which if 
taken for the Dissolution will render a 
Saturday election impossible, and that 
the Government have deliberately 
announced that they intend to select one 
of the two. 

Mr. WEBSTER : So faras I am con- 
cerned as a London Conservative Member, 
all I wish is that at the next General 
Election we may havea large poll and not 
a County Council poll, which in my con- 
stituency was not much over twenty-five 
per cent. A large number of shopkeepers 
were to my knowledge disfranchised. I 
was personally in St. Pancrason that day, 
and I asked a large number of the shop- 
me to vote for my friends, but they 
told me that they were unable to leave 
their business. It is not right or fair 
that either shopkeepers or any other 
class of the community should be dis- 
franchised. It appears to me that the 
working class can vote equally well on 

“any day of the week; but Saturday to 
the tradesmen in London is practically 
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market day, and they are therefore 
obliged to be in the shop from two o'clock 
to eight in the evening. Thus to 
have the pollon Saturday would virtually 
disfranchise the tradesman. Look at the 
last election. The poll was not thirty or 
forty per cent as in the case of the 
County Council election, but. eighty or 
eighty-five per cent.; and I find that in 
Blackburn, where there was the largest 
poll of all the constituencies—ninety-five 
per cent. of the voters onthe register— 
the poll was not taken on a Saturday, 
but was either Tuesday or Wednesday, 
Therefore it appears to me that the 
working classes in the towns can, as I 
have said, vote equally well on any day 
in the week; while, by having the poll 
on Saturday, you would virtually dis- 
franchise a large number of the shop- 
keepers of London. 

Mr. JAMES ROWLANDS (Fins- 
bury, E.): I have had some experience 
of elections in London, and I deny that 
the working classes can go to the poll 
between the hours of 8 and 8, and Iam 
prepared to prove that a large proportion 
of electors are disfranchised by the closing 
of the poll at 8 o'clock. We are told 
that we are not to have elections on 
Saturday because of the percentage of 
voting that took place on 5th March; 
but are we tobe responsible because our 
friends on the other side could not get 
their friends to vote for their programme? 
They brought the Duke of Westminster 
into London and also the Duke of Nor- 
folk, and then they could not get their 
people to the poll. That, however, was 
not our fault. We offered an attractive 
programme ; we won the election, and 
that programme is the whole secret of 
our County Council victory. Let me 
point out that with regard to this polling 
on 5th March there has been left out of 
the calculations this fact—that we were 
able to vote on the system of one man 
one vote for London, That was one 
reason why the poll appeared less 
than it really was. What has been the 
sort of argument offered? The argument 
used by the Leader of this House is an 
insult to the working class of London, 
and I throw it back to him as contumely 
upon that class. He said that if we were 
to have a Saturday election we should 
have a vast amount of drunkenness. 
Was there drunkenness on the 5th 
March? I went through several of’ the 
constituencies, and I saw none of ‘that 
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debauchery the right hon. Gentleman 
wishes to make appear; and I believe 
this absence is characteristic of the whole 
of the working class constituencies 
throughout London. If that drunkenness 
exists, it must exist among the friends 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and not 
among the Radical electors of London. 
Never, I believe, was a greater insult 
offered to the working class than is con- 
tained in that statement. The class that, 
unfortunately, gets drunk on Saturday 
is the class which does not take interest 
in public affairs. We have been told 
that the whole question remains with the 
returning officer, but we know that it 
does not. Anyone acquainted with the 
Act knows well that it is distinctly laid 
down that after the receipt of the Writ 
certain stages up to the date of the 
Election are all settled for the returning 
officer, and must take place within a 
period of given days. If you have the 
Dissolution on a day which does not 
allow Saturday to come within those 
dates, it will be impossible for the 
returning officer to choose Saturday. I 
have reason to believe that a very large 
number of returning officers in London 
would, from their past experience, fix 
Saturday as the day of polling; and 
when we are told that this might suit 
the working class, but would not suit 
another class, does the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer seek to admit that his Party 
does not expect to have the working 
class vote at this Election—that they 
have lost it? As to the smail shop- 
keepers, I find that they choose the quiet 
period of the morning between 9 and 11 
o'clock for recording their votes. Our 
wish is not to disfranchise the small 
shopkeepers. I think this Debate has 
been of a very interesting character to 
the working classes, because it has been 
clearly demonstrated, whatever may be 
the theory laid down, that the First 
Lord will not afford the facilities which 
will allow the vast mass of the working 
class to go to the poll. Take the question 
of Saturday from another point. Will any 
hon. Member say that the day upon 
which the working classes have most 
leisure is not the best occasion they could 
have for voting? Many of them work a 
long way out, and are prevented by 
distance from getting back to their homes 
in time for a poll that closes at 8 o’clock.. 
Especially does that apply where the 
working men have to take a railway 
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journey. Go to Liverpool Street and see 
the working men’s trains going back at 
8 o'clock on an ordinary day. On 
Saturdays these return about 2, 3, and 
4 o'clock, and the passengers are not, as 
the First Lord said, in a state of 
drunkenness. 


Mr. BALFOUR: What I said was 
that there was more drunkenness on 
Saturday than on other days. Is that 
denied by the hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. ROWLANDS: I do not deny 
that there is more drunkenness on Satur- 
day afternoon ; but I say that those who 
take an interest in public matters do not 
get drunk on Saturday afternoon in con- 
sequence of going to the poll, and thus 
there is no argument in the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I think my 
object has been fulfilled. Under ordinary 
circumstances, I should be desirous of 
dividing the House; but it appears to 
me that if we were to carry the adjourn- 
ment, which is very possible, we should 
furnish the Government with an addi- 
tioral excuse for the extraordinary 
course they are pursuing on this occasion. 
I beg, therefore, to ask leave to withdraw 
my Motion. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester) : One reason, 
apparently, why a longer time is required 
by the other House for the discharge of 
Public Business is that the Peers are at 
present so busily engaged in electioneer- 
ing. So many of them are taking part 
in the elections that I do not wonder 
they cannot attend to their duties. Only 
the other day I had a message from 
my hon. Friend the Member for Rugby 
(Mr. Cobb), who at present is in his con- 
stituency, stating that thereare two noble 
Lords going about with the Conservative 
candidate and taking the chair at that 
candidate’s meetings. Therefore, I do 
not think we need be much moved by 
the argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that all next week would be required 
for the discharge of Business. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: There 
is one matter of Public Business I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to make a 
statement about. Late last night the 
question of Private Bills was raised, and 
I hope it may be fully understood now 
that the right hon. Gentleman will at 
the conclusion of Public Business move 
the Adjournment of the House. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
understand that aMotion for theAdjourn- 
ment of this House will be moved by the 
First Lord of the Treasury. That will 
be the proper opportunity for the dis- 
cussion of this question. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BALFOUR: I think the 
question which the right hon. Gentle- 
man (Sir William Harcourt) asks will 
be answered by the Motion that I now 
make: ‘That, at the conclusion of 
Government Business this day, this 
House do adjourn till Monday next.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That, at the conclusion of Government 
Business this day, this House do adjourn till 
Monday next.”—(Mr. A, J. Balfour.) 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Can 
it be understood by those who desire to 
leave London that it should be the rule 
hereafter, as long as the House sits, that 
the Motion for Adjournment shall be 
made at midnight when Government 
Business is concluded ? 

Mr. BALFOUR: Yes. 
accordance with that appeal. 

Mr. PICTON : Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean that the whole of the 
Government Orders must be carried? 
Does he include the Archdeaconry of 
Cornwall Bill ? 


Motion agreed to. 


T am in 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL.—(No. 406.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Clause 1. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.) : I see this 
Bill includes the Bank of England. Up 
to the present moment the House has 
not had one syllable of explanation with 
regard to the Bill. I ask for some light 
on the Bill. 

“Toe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscugn, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I have already said 
that we have made an arrangement with 
the Bank of Ireland similar to that made 
with the Bank pf England. The Bill 
has been sent over to Ireland, and every 
opportunity afforded for the study of its 
details. 

Mr. SEXTON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what is the reduction of 
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the rate of interest due from the pubiic 
to those banks, and by what amount the 
remuneration of these banks is to be 
altered ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: The total amount 
by which the remuneration to the Bank 
of Ireland will be diminished, including 
the diminution in the rate of interest on. 
the Government Debt, is over £7,500. 
The interest is reduced by one quarter 
per cent. on the debt, the amount of 
which will be found in the Bill. Then 
there are two items of £600, and this 
£1,200—one-half of which is in connec- 
tion with the altered scale of payment 
to the Bank for managing the Public 
Debt—and the reduction of the quarter 
per cent. in the interest on the Debt to 
the Bank make up the total diminution 
in the remuneration of the Bank. 

Mr. SEXTON: Is the effect of the 
Bill to lessen the charge upon the ‘public? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, Sir; I stated 
that the charge upon the public connected 
with both banks is diminished by a sum 
between £52,000 and £53,000. 


Committee report Progress; to sit | 


again upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL.—(No. 224.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

As amended, considered. 

On Motion of Mr. Kiser (Wands- 
worth) the following Amendment was 
agreed to :— 

Clause 9, e 5, line 25, at end, insert 


“access to which is obtained from the street 
through a court, passage, or otherwise,” and. 


On Motion of Sir Atpert Ro.wir 
(Islington, 8.) the following Amendment 
was agreed to:—Clause 19, page 18, 
line 21, leave out “ kerbed.” 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
(No. 418.) 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Clause 1. 

Amendment proposed, in page 2, line 
9, leave out “ Ist day of November,” and 
insert “ 31st day of December.” 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Bill reperted ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next. 
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ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT(1882) AMENDMENT BILL.—(No, 405.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Clause 1 agreed to. 

Clause 2. 

Amendment proposed, 

In line 18, to add the words, “for the 
yorpowe ot exercising in Ireland the powers 

by this Act.” —(Sir John Lubbock.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to, 

Clause 3 agreed to. 


Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 


University): I beg to move the 
following Clause :— 
(Application of Act.) 


“This Bill shall not apply to England 
or Scotland.” 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered upon Monday next. ; 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL.—(No. 345.) 
As amended, considered; read the 

third time, and passed. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
[Lords.] 

Reported without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; Bill to be 

read the third time upon Monday next. 


BILL. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords.]—(No. 397.) 
Reported without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; to be con- 

sidered upon Monday next. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


MIDWIVES REGISTRATION, 
Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence and Appendix, 
brought up, and read [Inquiry not com- 
pleted]. ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 289.] 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE (IMMORALITY) 
BILL.—(No. 239.) 

Lords Amendments to Commons 
Amendments, and Consequential Amend- 
ments, to be considered forthwith; con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL.—(No. 374.) 
Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Order confirmed ]. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


[Loan]. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
* TION) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


TELEGRAPHS (re-commitied) BILL. 
(No, 377.) 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; read’ the third 
time, and passed. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL IN- 
STITUTIONS BILL. [Zords.] 
As amended, considered ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS). 
BILL.—(No. 422.) 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


MILITARY LANDS CONSOLIDATION 
BILL.—(No. 184.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed 
WORKS LOANS BILL. 
(Mo. 417.) 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.—(No, 262.) 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL.—(No. 425.) 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 





BRITISH COLUMBIA [LOAN]. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the to advance, out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund of the United Kingdom, a loan of 
£150,000 to the Government and Province of 
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being charged on the Consolidated Fund. 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next. 


METROPOLITAN HOSPITALS, &c. 

Ordered— ‘ 

That a Message be sent to the Lords, to 
request that their Lordships will be to 
communicate to this House, a Copy of the 

from the Select Committee appointed 


by their Lordships on a 
&c., with the Proceedings of the Committee. 
—(Mr, Ritchie.) 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) [REMUNERATION]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

“Resolved, That is is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of the Consolidated Fund, 
of an increase in the remuneration for the 
management of Treasury Bills, and the pay- 
ment, out of moneys provided by Parliament 
for the service of the Irish Land Commission, 
of remuneration for the management of 
Guaranteed Land Stock, in pursuance of an 
Act of the present Session for making further 

vision respecting certain  seaamacees to the 
ks of England and Ireland. 

Resolution to be reported upon Monday 


next. 
MOTION. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W.): I should 
like to ask whether it is due toa blunder 
on the part of some Government official 
that the Committee stage of the Banks 
of England and Ireland (Payments) Bill 
was placed upon the Order Paper before 
the Money Resolution relating to the 
same Bill, because I noticed that, instead 
of proceeding with the clauses of that 
Bill when the House went into Committee 
upon it, a Member of the Government at 
once moved to report Progress, which 
was done. 

Tue SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Sir Joun Gorst, Chatham): I 
might point out to the hon. Member that, 
apart from the question of whether there 
has been any mistake in putting the Bill 
upon the Paper as ‘No. 3 and the Money 
Resolution as No. 5, no p could 
be made with the clauses of the Bill 
until the Money Resolution has been 
reported. As that cannot be done until 
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Adjournment. — 
Monday, no delay. will take place in 
consequence of 


the Paper. 

Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 
University): I wish to t a ques- 
tion to the Under of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Stuart Wortley) with reference to the 
Shop Hours Bill. It has been unani- 
mously passed by a Select Committee, 
who went so far as to pass a Resolution 
that it was very desirable the Bill should 
It is a Bill to enable Local 
Authorities to appoint Inspectors to 
carry out the provisions of the Act 
passed in this House two years ago ; and 
I should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he cannot agree to granting 
facilities so that the Bill may become law? 

*Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tae HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Stuart Wort ey, Sheffield, 
Hallam): The right hon. Baronet is 
aware that I am not in a position to con- 
trol the business of the House, but I will 
convey to the First Lord the facts stated 
by him. So far as I am aware, the con- 
ditions necessary for its being put into 
the Paper with Government Bills have 
been met, so far as they could be met on 
this side of the House. 

*Srr RICHARD TEMPLE (Worcester, 
Evesham): With reference to the Secon- 

School Teachers’ Registration 
Bill, No. 21 on the Paper, I think those 
who are interested in it are entitled, in 
some degree, to protest against the 
arrangement of the Government whereby 
that Bill, which has been read a second 
time, is shut out from the Committee 
stage. It is a Bill which, although intro- 
duced by a private Member, has received 
a considerable amount of support, being 
backed by the hon. Member for Eccles 
(Mr. Roby) and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Leeds (Sir Lyon 
Playfair). It is based_on the Report of 
a Select Committee of this House, and is 
approved by the Education Department. 
I submit that, as it has been shut out. 
from the Committee stage to-day, some 
opportunity should be given for passing 
it next week. I hope the Government 
will carefully consider if that cannot be 
done. 


Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Six o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Monday, 20th June, 1892. 





REPRESENTATIVE PEERS 
IRELAND. 


Earl of Clonmell (Claim to vote for 
Representative Peers for Ireland)— 
Ordered and Directed, That a Certifi- 
cate be sent by the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments to the Clerk of the Crown in 
Treland, stating that the Lord Chan- 
cellor of the United Kingdom has re- 
ported to the House of Lords that the 
right of the Earl of Clonmell to vote 
at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of him the said Lord Chan- 
cellor; and that the Houseof Lords has 
ordered such report to be sent tothe said 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland: And it 
is hereby also Ordered, That the said 
Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 


FOR 


sent to the Clerk of the Crown in| 


Treland. 

Earl of Clanwilliam—Report made 
from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of Richard James Meade, Ear! of 
Clanwilliam, to vote at the elections of 


Representative Peers for Ireland has | 


been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Viscount Doneraile—Report made 
from the Lord Chancellor, that the 
right of Edward Viscount Doneraile to 
vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established 
to the satisfaction of the Lord Chan- 
cellor; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


NEW PEER. 

The Right Honourable Sir Henry 
Jchn Selwin-Ibbetson, Baronet, hav- 
ing been created Baron Rookwood of 
Rookwood Hall and Down Hall, both 
in the county of Essex—Was in the 
usual manner introduced. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the 
Royal Assent :— 


1, Customs and Inland Revenue. 
2. Consolidated Fund (No. 2). 
VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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3. Conveyancing and Law of Pro 
perty Act, 1881, Amendment. 

4. Roads and Bridges (Scotland) 
Acts Amendment. 

5. Mortmain and Charitable Uses 
Act Amendment. 

6. Indian Councils Act (1861) Amend- 
ment. 

7. Charity Inquiries. 

8. Weights and Measures (Purchase). 

9. Sheriff Courts (Scotland) Ex- 
tracts. 

10. Statute Law Revision. 

11. High Court of Justiciary (Scot- 
| land). 
| 12. Housing of the Working Classes 
| (Scotland). 
| 13. Electric 
| Orders (No. 1). 
| 14. Electric Lighting Provisional 
| Orders (No. 2). 


| 15. Electric 
| Orders (No. 3). 
| 16. Dublin Barracks Improvement. 
| 17. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Abbotsbury, &c.). 

18. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Brecon and Merthyr 
| Tydfil Junction, &c.). 

19. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Cambrian, &c.). 

20. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Cleator and Working- 
ton Junction, &c.). 

21. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (East London, &c.). 

22. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Festiniog, &c.). 

23. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Furness, &c.). 

24..Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Hull, Barnsley, and 
West Riding Junction). 

25. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Isle of Wight, &c.). 

26. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Lancashire and York- 
shire, &c.). 

27. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (London, Tilbury, and 
Southend, &c.). 

28. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Manchester, Sheffield, 
and Lincolnshire, &c.). 
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29. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Metropolitan, &c.). 

30. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Midland and South 
Western Junction, &c.). 

31. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (North Eastern, &c.). 

32. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (North London). 

33. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (North Staffordshire, 
&e.). 

34. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
vision Order (Taff Vale, &c.). 

35. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Caledonian, &c.). 


36. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Callander and Oban). 


37. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (City of Glasgow Union). 

38. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Glasgow and South 
Western, &c.). 

39. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Great North of Scot- 
land). 

40. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Highland). 

41. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (North British, &c.). 

42. Railway Rates and Charges Pro- 
visional Order (Athenry and Ennis 
Junction, &c.). 

43. Public Health (Scotland) Pro- 
visional Order (Milnathort Water). 

44. Gas Provisional Orders. 

45. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

46. Local Government Provisional 
Orders. .. 

47. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

48. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 

49. Local Government Provisionai 
Orders (No. 4). 

50. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5). 

51. Public Health (Scotland) Pro- 
visional Order (Bathgate Water). 

52. Allotments Provisional Order. 

53. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6). 


{LORDS} 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That the Orders made on the 
15th day of March last, 

That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 21st day of June next: 

That no Bill brought from the House of 
Commons confirming any provisional order in 
pursuance of a report of the Board of Agri- 
culture relating to the enclosure or regulation 
of a common, or confirming any scheme 
certified by the said Board relating to a 
Metropolitan common, or confirming any 
scheme of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales, shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 28th day of June 
next : 

And that no Bill brought from the House of 
Commons confirming any provisional order or 
provisional certificate s be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 28th day of June 
next : 


be discharged. 


“EVELYN v. HURLBERT.” 
RESOLUTION. 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, 
before drawing attention to the Rule 
which is the subject matter of this dis- 
cussion it may be convenient that I 
should state shortly to your Lordships 
what was the state of the case before 
that Rule or Order was passed. When 
the Courts sat at Westminster before the 
building in which they sat was destroyed 
there was no room at all appropriated for 
keeping documents. Sometimes, as in 


‘a very well-known case that was tried 


twice and lasted along while, these docu- 
ments were exceedingly voluminous, 
and the Associate had no place except 
his own spare room for putting these 
documents aside; he did the best he 
could, but he had no strong room, and 
there were no means of keeping docu- 
ments safely which, for a time at all 
events, it was very often important 
should be so kept. When the Courts 
moved to the Strand we were more 
fortunate. The Government of the 
day gave us a strong room where 
documents could be properly kept and 
are properly kept, but it is obvious 
that a strong room for the keeping of 
documents is of comparatively little 
value unless the Court that impounds 
them has during the time that they are 
so impounded complete control over 
them. To put documents into a strong 
room to which anybody has access is 


ic 
= 


1504 © 














wr’ 


GomoeoeoeVvV fF eee EN” ” 


= O22 DO ee 


we 


2 





1505 


«“ Rvelyn v. 


en a control 


ciate, the present Associate being Mr. 


better hands, but he 


over a document to this person or that, 


ive or to withhold. He did for the 
Fest : he sometimes consulted me as 
being the head of the Queen’s Bench, 
but I was consulted only as 
a friend and unofficially; I had no 
power whatever to give orders in’ the 
matter. He was left very much at 
sea as to what was the state of 
the document or documents which 
the Court had ordered to be im- 
pounded. That was so in the month 
of April last year, in which month, 
from the 13th to the 20th, a case which 
is known to many of us through the 
papers called ‘‘ Evelyn v. Hurlbert” was 
tried before Mr. Justice Cave.. The 
case lasted a very long time; there 
were a number of documentsrelating to 
it which were produced. I did not 
try the case myself, but I have had an 
opportunity of looking at Mr. Justice 
Cave’s notes, and I have got from 
the officers of the Court a very clear 
account of what passed. The action 
was for breach of promise of 
marriage, and the letters which were 
the subject-matter of the discussion 
were only incidentally produced; the 
action was not about them, but they 
were produced for the purpose of show- 
ing that the defendant had promised 
the plaintiffto marry her. The greater 
part of the correspondence was put in 
in packets ; it was referred to on both 
‘sides when necessary, the plaintiff pro- 
‘ducing and putting in most of the 
letters. A few only of the letters were 
‘shown both to the plaintiff and defen- 
dant; the plaintiff swearing that a 
§ person called Wilfrid Murray and the 
defendant were one and the same 
rson, the defendant denying this and 
enying all knowledge of the letters. 
The plaintiff was examined and cross- 
examined as to certain diaries besides 
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of course idle, and it is desirable, there- 
fore, that there should be somewhere a 
exercised over the 

ocuments that are impounded. Now, 
there being no Rule, this matter was 
left really in the hands of the Asso- 


Erle, and personally they cannot be in 
had no real 
authority about the matter, and when 
he was asked, for any purpose, to give 


he had no authority himself either to 
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duced and put in two letters signed by 
Wilfrid Murray and addressed to 
himself; he also produced a photo- 
graph with writing on the back from 
Mr. Murray to Mr. Hurlbert. He also 
produced a number of letters signed 
‘« Hurlbert,” which were obtained from 
persons to whom they had been sent, 
mostly bankers, as genuine specimens 
of his handwriting. There is no note of 
any formal question having been put to 
the jury either in Mr. Justice Cave’s 
note-book or in any other report 
which is accessible to me. The 
jury found there was no promise of 
marriage. In the report of the sum- 
ming up the following passage, however, 
occurs :— 

“Tf the defendant did not write these 
letters there was an end of the plaintiff's case; 
but if he did there was still the question 
whether there had been a promise of marriage, 
for unless there was a promise the plaintiff 
had no cause of action,” 
and judgment accordingly was given 
for the defendant. Upon the appli- 
cation of the Attorney General the 
Judge ordered all the documents to be 
impounded on the 20th April. In that 
case the Attorney General was leading 
counsel for the defendant, but do not 
let me be supposed for an instant to 
suggest that in his so being, and after- 
wards being obliged to act officially in 
the matter, I, for one, make the smallest 
complaint. Years ago, when I was in 
the House of Commons, I resisted to 
the best of my ability the Motion made 
by Mr. Fawcett to restrain the Law 
Officers of the Crown from private 
practice; I thought then and think 
now that so to restrain the Law 
Officers would be a very mis- 
chievous thing. Therefore I never 
have made and never should think of 
making the smallest complaint that 
the Attorney General takes part in any 
case in which he is retained as a 
private barrister. But it must of 
course now and then a little complicate 
the matter when he acts as a private 
person as a Queen’s Counsel on one 
side or the other of a great case, and 
then afterwards as Law Officer of the 
Crown and as representing practically 
the Government of the day takes some 
step either for or against the person for 
whom he has appeared as a private 





these letters. The defendant pro- 





practitioner in Court; it is a con- 
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sequence, however, that I, for one, am 

uite prepared tosay must be faced. Mr. 
Fustice Cave was asked to allow the 
counsel for the plaintiff to have access 
to these documents that had been 
directed to be impounded. This was 
mentioned to myself, and I. agreed 
with Mr. Justice Cave, and upon the 
action of both of us the documents 
were not allowed to be given. Now, 
my Lords, I ought to say that of Mr. 
Hurlbert personally I know nothing 
whatever; I never saw him ; I never 
met him ; I never read a word of his 
writing; Iam absolutely ignorant ofhim, 
Whether he is entitled to the descrip- 
tion which an illustrious American 
gave of him—namely, that he is a man 
of fathomless and measureless turpi- 
tude, or whether he is a person en- 
titled to the eulogies that have been 
passed upon him, and to the respect, 
admiration, and intimacy which has 
been given to-him by persons of very 
high rank and position in this country 
I neither know nor care. He is 
an absolute stranger to me. But it 
was obvious to me, and I think it must 
be obvious to your Lordships, that if 
he was the person the plaintiff repre- 
sented him to be, and if he was 
capable of the production of those 
letters, three only of which I have 
looked at, and until I saw those 
letters the capacity of the human mind 
for filth was unknown to me, if I say 
he was the person capable of writing 
those letters—I say ‘‘if,” for I do not 
know or suggest whether he was or 
not—it is obvious that such a person 
would spare no means and would 
spend any money he had got to make 
himself the possessor of this body of 
letters, I forget the exact number, I 
think something over two hundred. I 
have only seen three of them, but I 
suppose they were all much of the same 
character. Under those circumstances 
it seemed to me that it was right, 
the officer having no _ authority 
of his own and there being no Rule to 
give him any authority, that there 
should be some distinct authority to 
apply to documents which were im- 
pounded by Order of the Court and 
which should authorise the person 
who had those documents to act under 
the Orders of the Court as might be 
advisable; and under those circum- 


Lord Coleridae 
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stances it was that the Rule which [ 
will read to your Lordships and which 
has occasioned so much discussion was 
passed. The action, as I have told 
your Lordships, was in April; the 
judgment was on the 20th April, and 
this Rule was passed in May— 

“Impounded documents which are in the 
custody of the Court are not to be parted with 
and are not to be inspected except on a written 
Order signed by the Ju on whose Order 
they were impounded, and by the President of 
the Division in which they are impounded, or 
in case of documents impounded by an Order 
of the Court of Appeal by an Order of that. 
Court. Such documents shall not be delivered 
out of the custody of the Court except upon 
an Order made on a motion in open Court, 


I pause there only for a moment, 
because in the correspondence I shall 
have to refer to presently there is an 
entire misconception of the meaning of 
this last phrase— 

“Such documents shall not be delivered out. 
of the custody of the Court except upon an 
Order made on a motion in open Court. 

My Lords, the Judges were not so un- 
reasonable or so foolish as to make a 
Rule which prescribed that nothing 
should be done, that no Order should be 
made upon them except upon a motion 
in open Court which might be the most 
mischievous possible Rule, and would 
be felt by any person accustomed to 
public affairs to be capable of being 
misapplied. The meaning of that 
clause, as anyone who considers the 
subject will see in a moment, is that 
the documents are to be in the 
possession of the Court and are to be 
kept by the Court as long as is material 
for the purposes of justice; and then 
they are not to be kept in the Court 
which so far as its own function is con- 
cerned has done with them, but they 
are, as soon as they have become 
useless for purposes of justice, to be 
parted with, given out of the custody of 
the Court, and returned to any person 
who has a right to their possession. 
But that is a motion which, inasmuch 
as some of these documents are very im- 
portant documents, we thought at all 
events should be made by counsel in 
Court, not that every Order dealing 
with them should be made in open 
Court, but that the documents having 
come into the custody of the Court 
should only leave the Court for A. gx 
under such Order as is mentioned in 
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the Rule. That, my Lords, was in May, 
and in June there followed this corre- 
mdence which has been laid upon 
the Table of the House, and_ with 
which I do not mean to trouble your 
Lordships at any length; it was laid 
upon the Table of both Houses I be- 
lieve, but it was ordered by the House 
of Commons to be printed on the 13th 
May of the present year. The first 
document is a letter from Sir Augustus 
Stephenson to Mr. Erle, saying that he 
was informed that it was necessary to 
make a formal application to see these 
documents, and he proposed to ask him 
to be good enough to give him an ap- 
intment to attend with the expert 
or the purpose of making the neces- 
sary inspection and comparison. To 
that Mr. Erle replied, after communi- 
cating with us, that we wanted to know 
for what purpose he desired the docu- 
ments: that if he wanted them for any 
public purpose no objection of course 
could be taken for a moment to their 
production, but we thought it right to 
say—I do not wish to deny my full re- 
sponsibility in the matter—that my 
learned brother who tried the case was 
of opinion—and I entirely agreed with 
him—that any prosecution of the 
plaintiff upon these letters was a thing 
that we were not disposed to encourage. 
Whoever was inclined to prosecute the 
age a was at liberty to prosecute 


er, but so far as any facilities which | } 


we could give for such prosecution 
were concerned we were not disposed 
to give them. Then Sir Augustus 
Stephenson writes a long letter saying 
that he desired to confer with counsel 
with respect to the particular docu- 
ments, and he goes on to say— 


“The Attorney General has directed me to 
act under the directions of the Solicitor 
peng whom I none, ean a 
@ copy of our corres ence, an i is 
directions I have oa to ask that os ‘itton. 
sider my application with reference to the 
impounded documents as withdrawn.” 


I cannot help thinking—I do not want 
to blame anybody—that there was too 
much form about this. If instead of 
this a letter had been written to myself 
or to Mr. Justice Cave saying: ‘‘ There 
is no mystery about this; we want for 
the purpose of a prosecution of the defen- 
dant to have the documents compared 
with undoubted genuine documents by 
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an expert, and we are going to institute a 
prosecution,” no man in his senses would 
have interposed the slightest obstacle 
in the way of such a proceeding. Well, 
my Lords, nothing takes plaee from 
that time until the 7th July when a 
letter from the Solicitor General is sent 
giving the information that it is their 
intention to prosecute Mr. Hurlbert and 
asking that they may see the documents. 
Then Mr. Erle says that there 
is a Rule, and that they can have 
inspection if they like; but he 
(the Associate) being bound by the 
Rule, and no application having been 
made except to the Associate up to this 
point, Sir Augustus Stephenson is in- 
formed that he may come and inspect 
them, and compare them, and do any- 
thing he likes with them, but he must 
not take copies. Then he asks for the 
naane of the attorney for the plaintiff, 
which is given. Then on the 13th 
August Mr. Erle says— 

“ By all means let us know who your expert 
is, and every arrangement shall be made for 
his convenience.” 


Then on 22nd August Mr. Inglis is 
nominated by Sir Edward Clarke, and 
then on 24th August Mr. Inglis goes, 
as is stated by Mr. Hullah, one of the 
clerks of the Associate's Department, as 
follows :— 

“I beg leave to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of 22nd August, 1891. Mr. Inglis 


is now here, and has commenced his examina- 
tion of the letters.” 


From that time to the 27th November, 
more than three months, nothing takes 
place. Why I donot know. I have 
never heard—it is no business of mine 
to inquire why there was this very long 
delay of three months on the part of 
Sir Augustus Stephenson—but it is 
obvious that every information havin 
been given on 24th August, and indeed 
Mr. Inglis having inspected the docu- 
ments and formed his opinion and 
reported, I presume, to those who 
represent the Government about this 
case, nothing was done by the 
Director of Public Prosecutions from 
24th August to 27th November. On 27th 
November there is a long letter written 
recounting what had taken place, and 
then saying that they are going to 
apply to the American Government for 
an extradition-—— 
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“ T have therefore now respectfully to apply 
for permission to inspect the impounded docu- 
ments, and to take copies of such as I may 
consider material, If their Lordships require 
that this application should be made in Court ’ 
= my Lords, we never did require or 
reamed of requiring). “I can of course 
imstruct counsel on my behalf, but at present, 
in my judgment, it would not be expedient in 
the interests of public justice to take that 
course.” 
Immediately upon that, on 4th Decem- 
ber there is an answer from Mr. Erle 
saying that he is authorised to say that 
Sir Augustus Stephenson is quite at 
liberty to have any inspection made 
and a list taken of the documents im- 
pounded in each case. Then on 8th 
December there isa letter from Sir 
Augustus Stephenson saying that mean- 
while Mr. Hurlbert, who had been ex- 
pected to be arrested in New York, had 
suddenly disappeared, that where he 
had gone they did not know, and that 
in consequence no action could be taken 
at that time; and no action has been 
taken from that time to the present. 
That is really the whole of the cor- 
respondence. In that last letter there 
is a statement that I have already by 
anticipation answered saying— 

“T now understand that their Lordships no 
langer insist on the application of the Rule of 
Court 33a in this case, and are willing to grant 
me permission to inspect and take a list of the 
impounded documents without making a 
motion in open Court.” 

I have explained already that that 
is a misconception; the Rule does not 
authorise, and certainly the Judges 
never contemplated that any motion 
in respect of these documents, as long 
as they were impounded and remained 
inthe custody of the Court, should be 
made in open Court at all. The mean- 
ing of that Rule was that when the 
documents were done with, when the 
Court had no longer any occasion to 
keep them, when they were a mere in- 
cumbrance to the Court, they might 
properly go back to the persons to 
whom they belonged, and that that 
should be upon an application made in 
open Court, to which there could be 
no objection, but upon which I could 
not think it important to insist. So 
the matter remained till some days ago 
when in a meeting 6f the Rule Com- 
mittee, at the suggestion of the Lord 
Chancellor, I myself moved a Rule 
which has been passed unanimously by 


Lord Coleridge 
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the Rule Committee and which pro- 
vided as follows :— 

“Impounded documents in the custody of 
the Court shall, upon the requisition in writing 
- _ Law ae - ag: or chron 
of them representin rown, be given in 
the custody of such ee: Officer.” ” 

My Lords, when the Rule was first 
passed it is true that we had never con- 
sidered the matter about the Attorney 
General and Solicitor General at all ; 
we were looking at the matter between 
party and party, and the interference of 
the Law Officersof the Crown, espe- 
cially the Attorney General representing 
the function of the Public Prosecutor 
never occurred to us, perhaps it ought. 
to have occurred to us; but it 
did not, and the words of the 
Rule therefore did not except 
them. To the Rule not excepting them 
I felt at once that great objection 
might be taken. The Government, 
represented by the Attorney General, 
clearly, in my judgment, if they chose 
to take the responsibility of prosecution 
and of the custody of these documents, 
ought to have them; and not only in 
relief of the Court, but on the plainest 
principles, if the Attorney General or 
Solicitor General, representing the 
Crown, want documents for the pur- 
pose of justice, undoubtedly, on their 
request, the documents ought to be 
handed over to them. The result 
therefore, upon the whole, is that it was 
important in my judgment, and I think 
your Lordships will agree with me, 
that there should be some Rule to pro- 
tect the Law Officers ; it was important 
that the words of that Rule should be 
clearly ascertained which would be 
binding upon them and upon everybody 
who comes to the Courts for justice ; 
but the moment it was pointed out 
that although the Rule might be a right. 
Rule it might nevertheless interfere 
with public justice, because it ham- 
pered the action of the Attorney 
and Solicitor Generai, at once I con- 
ceived that it was desirable that 
that qualification should be made 
which now is made; and the docu- 
ments will be handed over to either 
the Attorney or Solicitor General. If 
he thinks fit to ask for them and has 
a use for them that is a matter with 
which we, the Court, can have nothing 
to do, because if he should—which is 
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not likely—in the least abuse the pos- 
session of such documents he is respon- 
sible to Parliament, as he ought to be, 
and is not. responsible to any other 
person. My Lords, I thank you for 
the attention which you have given to 
me, and I make this Motion, which is 
really for the purpose of making these 
remarks, and which I will either press 
or withdraw as your Lordships think fit. 


Moved, “‘ That a copy of Rule 33a in 
Part Ii. of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court. be laid on the Table of the 
House.” —(The Lord Coleridge.) 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
inasmuch as my noble and learned 
Friend has stated that a Rule has now 
been made which provides that the 
Law Officers of the Crown, under 
whose advice the Director of Public 
Prosecutions acts, will in future be in 
a position to require the delivery to the 
latter of impounded documents if they 
consider it necessary for the purpose of 
considering whether there should be 
a prosecution and against whom it 
should proceed, all that my noble and 
learned Friend has said is really now 
matter of past history. It refers to an 
incident which cannot occur again, and, 
being matter of past history, I do not 
propose to take up your Lordships’ 
time in discussing it. In future no 
such difficulty can arise as has arisen 
in the past; and, although different 
views may be taken perhaps with 
regard, for example, to the question 
how far it is for the Judges to 
consider against whom prosecutions 
sheuld be maintained by the Director 
of Public Prosecutions, I do not pro- 
pose to enter upon such difference 
of opinion. All that is removed 
absolutely for the future by the definite 
Rule which has been passed, and I do 
not think any useful object would be 
served by discussing what certainly 
occurred. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Haussury): I only desire to say that 
when the Rule in its original form 
was first proposed by my noble and 
learned Friend the Lord Chief Justice, 
I can answer that it did not occur to 
any one of the Rule Committee that there 
would be any probability of a conflict 
arising between any of Her Majesty’s 
Judges and the people representing the 
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Public Prosecutor. 
was to bave a regular Rule that docu- 
ments should be placed in custody 
when they are impounded by the Court, 
and—in the sense that there was no 
Rule about the matter—that the some- 
what unauthorised and irregular custody 
by the officers of the Court should be 
protected by a Rule, and that there 
should be some authority to whom 
application might properly be made— 
the whole intention being to keep back 
from idle and prurient curiosity docu- 
ments that might have been received 
in Court, and for which no legitimate 
reason could be alleged that they ought 
to be inspected or seen. The moment it 
occurred to the Rule Committee that 
the Rule, so framed, could be so inter- 
preted, and possibly so misunderstood, 
as to place any bar in the way of the 
Public Prosecutor, without any 
exception at all, including the 
Lord Chief Justice, we came to the 
conclusion that the Rule ought to be 
amended at once; and we have passed 
a Rule, as your Lordships have heard 
from my noble and learned Friend who 
last sat down, to prevent any such con- 
flict of opinion arising in future. 


Motion (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL: 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, I 
will ask your Lordships to allow me to 
explain in a very few words the 
necessity that has arisen for the intro- 
duction and passage of this Bill. 
Those of your Lordships who are 
connected with Scotland will be aware 
that, under the Local Government Act, 
1889, the residue of the Probate and 
Excise Duties, amounting to about 
£259,000, was assigned for the payment 
of fees in the public elementary schools. 
That sum was to be distributed as a 
capitation grant, but the amount was 
not a fixed one, because it depended 
upon the amount of the probate grant 
for the United Kingdom. For the first 
year the sum distributed was sufficient 
to pay a capitation grant of about 
eleven shillings for every child in 
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average attendance at the public schools 
in Scotland; for the next year the 
amount had rather incr , and it 
was further supplemented by an 
additional sum of £40,000 paid out of 
the Local Taxation, the Customs and 
Excise Act Fund of 1890; so that the 
whole amount available in that year 
was sufficient to pay a grant, not of 
eleven shillings as in the previous 
year, but of twelve shillings, for every 
child in average attendance in Scot- 
land. Last year, as your Lordships 
know, a grant was made of public 
funds for relieving fees in elementary 
schools in England. That however, 
could not be done cut of the same fund 
as was devoted to that purpose in 
Scotland, because that fund in England 
had been already devoted to various 
purposes under the provisions that 
had been arranged in the previous 
year. Therefore the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer provided for the payment 
of fees in English schools out of a 
Parliamentary Vote, the amount being 
calculated at ten shillings a head. It is 
obvious when that was done for England, 
that. Scotland had a claim to an equi- 
valent sum. Scotland, as I have said 
to your Lordships, had provided for 
the relief of the payment of the fees of 
schools out of the Probate and Excise 
Grant, which had gone in England to 
the relief of the rates. Therefore, my 
Lords, when England got the fees paid 
out of public funds it was obvious that 
Scotland had a right to have a propor- 
tionate sum paid out of the public 
funds for Scottish purposes. Now the 
proportion, established by careful 
inquiry, out of one hundred would be 
eleven for Scotland, eighty for England, 
and nine for Ireland. On this calcula- 
tion the sum which is to be paid to put 
Scotland on an equality with England 
in this matter amounts to about 
£265,000 ; but it is also obvious that an 
increased amount will have to be paid 
to Scotland if the amount paid in 
future years fer England at the rate of 
ten shillings a head fails to be 
increased. Now it might, no doubt, 
have been possible simply to assign 
this sum of £265,000 a year to the 
various purposes for which it was 
thought proper to employ it in 
England ; but I am assured that this 
would lead to very grave inconvenience, 
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and it would for all time to come have 
prevented the proper comparison 
between the local taxation relief 
granted in England and that granted 
in Scotland. It has accordingly been 
thought better to transfer the payment 
of the fees in Scotland, as in England, 
to the Imperia! Exchequer, and to set 
free an equivalent sum from the 
Probate and Licence Duties to 
be employed for miscellaneous pur- 
poses; but, on the other hand, 
it was not thought right to make 
the fee grant in Scotland, as it is in 
England, a mere fixed capitation grant 
of ten shillings, because the fee in 
public elementary schools in Scotland 
averages more nearly twelve shillings 
than ten shillings. It has, therefore, 
been necessary to introduce this Bill; 
and the way in which this Bill 
regulates the matter is as follows: 
The Scotch Education Department will 
receive from the Exchequer a sum 
equal to eleven-eightieths of the grant 
for the payment of fees in England year 
by year. This year that sum will be 
£265,000 ; but it will be eleven- 
hundredths of the sum which is paid to 
England, whatever that sum may be. 
To this amount the sum of £40,000, 
which I have already mentioned as being 
given under the Customs and Excise 
Act, 1890, will be added, and in return 
that fund will surrender £250,000 out 
of the Probate and Licence residue, and 
will receive what is left of that residue. 
This year what is left will amount alto- 
gether, as I have said, to £265,000, and 
with the £40,000 and the remnant of the 
Probate and Licence residue the sum 
available for fees in Scotlandis expected 
to amount to £307,000. Now it has 
been thought better to deal with the 
distribution of the £265,000, now paid 
to Scotland for the first time, in a com- 
prehensive manner, and in terms of an 
Act of Parliament, rather than to leave 
it to. be distributed year by year either 
at the discretion of the Secretary for 
Scotland, or by a Minute of any Public 
Department; and it has been thought 
better to place in the Act of Parliament, 
within certain limits, the objects to 
which it is to be attributed, rather than 
to leave the matter to local option. Is 
is thought that, if there is a fund so 
large as this to be struggled for year by 
year, it would lead in future to a great 
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deal of dispute and very likely jealousy 


and heartburning; and _ therefore 
that it is much better to settle it, so far 
as it can be settled, within the terms of 
an Act of Parliament. My Lords, in 
suggesting to Parliament the alloca- 
tion of this sum, the Secretary for 
Scotland has considered carefully the 
various claims that were made upon 
him for attention and ccnsideration. 
Of course there was a party who urged 
that the whole sum should be given in 
relief of the rates, and anybody who 
had a special subject which he thought 
more specially worthy of attention put 
in a claim for a share of thefund. My 
Lords, I am bound to say that in the 
abstract I think the Scottish ratepayer 
would have a very strong claim toa 
very large portion of this fund, perhaps 
to the whole of it, because he had not 
for three years got the relief which his 
English brother had got. At the same 
time I think the incidence of local 
rating is not, perhaps, so severely felt in 
Scotland as it is in England, because 
new rates, as your Lordships are aware, 
are in that country, for most 
purposes, divided between occupiers 
and owners. I must say I think those 
who are more particularly concerned 
in the management of the affairs of the 
Scottish ratepayer are entitled to 
have it said publicly on this occasion 
that they have shown a very con- 
siderable amount of generosity in 
this matter, because so far as we could 
gather, they are quite content with the 
allocation which is made in this Bill. 
The whole sum, as I have indicated, 
has not been given to the relief of the 
rates ; but, on the contrary, £30,000 a 
year has been assigned to the Uni- 
versities, and that sum will be distri- 
buted according to an Ordinance which 
is to be issued hereafter by the Uni- 
versities Commission which is now 
sitting. Next, your Lordships will find 
@ provision in the Bill for allocating 
£60,000 to the purposes of secon- 
dary education ; £3,000 out of that sum 
will be required to carry out the 
Inspection of secondary schools pro- 
vided for under a recent Act of Parlia- 
ment, but which has only been carried 
on up to the present time with consider- 
able difficulty for want of funds; and 
out of that £3,000 also will be paid the 


expenses of the examinations conducted 
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in most of the higher class schools of 
Scotland for granting leaving certificates. 
The balance of the sum that I have 
mentioned—£50,000—will, I think, be 
a substantial assistance to the higher 
education Schools. I can assure your 
Lordships, from my own knowledge, that 
there is no object to which assistance 
can be better devoted, or for which 
assistance is more urgently required, 
than for the promotion of higher educa- 
tion schools. I had the honour of 
serving upon a Commission, of which I 
was appointed Chairman by the noble 
Lord (Earl Spencer)—who is not in the 
House now—some ten years ago, and 
the result of that work, which was to 
reorganise the educational endowments 
of Scotland, convinced me that in many 
districts higher education was suffering 
from the educational policy of past years 
—I do not say suffering in any way which 
might not have been expected, or was 
not perhaps the inevitable consequence 
of what had been done for primary 
education in 1872; but there can be no 
doubt that, with the exception of a few 
of the larger centres of population and 
some districts of the country that were 
well off for endowments, the provision 
made from public funds and other 
sources for secondary education was 
lamentably deficient, not only for the 
wants of the population in the abstract, 
but in proportion to the provision which 
had been made for primary education ; 
and also in comparison with the atten- 
tion which has for many years been 
devoted to University education in 
Scotland. My Lords, I sincerely hope 
and believe that this sum of £57,000 
will be a really substantial assistance 
to secondary education in Scotland. A 
great deal of discussion has taken place 
as to the terms upon which it should 
be distributed. That matter is not 
contained in this Bill; but it has been 
remitted to a Committee over which 
Lord Elgin presides, and he has to 
assist him persons skilled in education, 
not only as regards the special circum- 
stances of Scotland, but as regards 
what has been done in Wales, and also 
with some English experience; and I 
have no doubt whatever that the out- 
come of their deliberations will be such 
that the Secretary for Scotland’s 
Department and the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department will find great assist- 
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ance in specifying the conditions upon 
which this money is to be distributed. 
The remainder of this sum of £265,000 
which is dealt with under this Act is 
devoted in the following proportions : 
£25,000 goes to the Parochial Boards 
iff addition to the grant they now re- 
ceive for pauper lunatics under the 
Local Government Act; £50,000 will 
go to the same Public Bodies for the 
relief of local rates; and the remaining 
sum of £100,000 will be given to the 
County Councils and to the Town 
Councils, partly in the relief of the 
rates which they administer, and 
partly, as the words of the Bill express 
it, for any scheme of public utility 
framed by those bodies respectively, 
but which shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary for Scotland. 
You have therefore, in the apportion- 
ment of that large sum, the initiation 
of the Local Authority, controlled and 
regulated by the wider experience of 
those at headquarters. I believe, my 
Lords, that although there has been 
considerable discussion about the 
terms of this Bill in another place, so 
faras I can now gather from theordinary 
channels of information and from com- 
munications that reach me, there is no 
general dissatisfaction, but, on the 
contrary, a considerable amount of 
satisfaction at the settlement which 
has been reached, and to which, 
by passing this Bill, I ask your Lord- 
ships to give your sanction. I beg to 
move that this Bill be now read a 
second time ; and I propose to put it 
down for Committee on Thursday 
next, if your Lordships are good enough 
to give it a Second Reading to-day. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”’ 
—(The Lord Balfour.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


MIXED MARRIAGES, MALTA, 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


*THE ArcuBIsHop oF CANTERBURY: 
My Lords, perhaps I may be allowed to 
say a very few words in explanation of 
the question which I have placed upon 
the , sae Your Lordships will re- 
member that some time ago there was 
very considerable anxiety among many 
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Malta. 


of Her Majesty’s subjects in the Island 
of Malta on account of the dcubt which 
had been thrown by independent 
authorities upon the validity of mar- 
riages which had been celebrated by 
other than the Roman Catholic clergy. 
A question was raised as to the validity 
of past marriages, and as to the course: 
to be pursued in future. The noble: 
Lord at the head of the Colonial Office 
promised that an inquiry should be 
made into the true state of the law,. 
and also in March, 1890, Mr. Smith, in 
the other House, promised that refer- 
ence should be made to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council in order 
to obtain an exact statement of the 
existing relations. Some time has 
elapsed and the anxiety upon this sub- 
ject has not diminished, although it is 
known that inquiries have been 
proceeding and the anxiety has been 
Increased recently by the appear- 
ance in Malta in the Government 
Gazette of the 1st June of a Draft 
Ordinance on the subject proposed to be 
enacted by the Governor of Malta with 
the advice and consent of the Council 
of the Government thereof. I am 
aware, of course, that this is of no pre- 
sent value until it has received confir- 
mation in England; but nevertheless. 
as it is a Draft Ordinance, and as it 
threatens to place the anxious part of 
the population in a worse position than 
they were in before, the anxiety has 
deepened greatly just now, and there 
is no doubt a strong feeling upon the 
subject in the island, and amongst 
those great communities which, one or 
other, are interested in all the Protes- 
tant population of theisland. The first 
Article of this draft states that in 
future a mixed marriage contracted 
between a person who is a Roman 
Catholic and a Protestant shall be in- 
valid. In fact, the statement is that 
it should have no civil effect either in 
regard to married persons or their issue 
unless it be celebrated according to the 
ritesof the Roman Catholic Church and 
by priests of that Church. It is not 
the less important, but rather more, to 
observe the third Article, which states 
that the marriage between persons 
who, with a view to elude the laws of 
the Catholic Church, or in /raudem 
legis, have abandoned the Roman 
Catholic religion, is invalid. This is 
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an inquisition into motives of a painful 
and may be of a destructive character. 
I venture therefore to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government for an answer to the 
question which I have placed upon the 
Paper before your Lordships : Whether 
the questions of the validity of the 
unmixed (Protestant) and mixed 
matriages, celebrated in Malta by 
clergy of the Church of England and by 
Presbyterian and Wesleyan ministers 
since the British occupation of the 
island, have been referred to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
in order to obtain an authoritative 
declaration cf law relating to the 
validity of such marriages ; and, if the 
questions raised have not been so 
referred, whether the Order of Reference 
will be completed before the Dissolution 
of the present Parliament ? 


“Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Lord Knyutsrorp) : 
[think I can relieve the mind of the 
most rev. Prelate. As regards that 
Draft Ordinance, it is so far as I know 
a Draft Ordinance which has been in- 
troduced into the Legislative Council 
by an unofficial Member for whom 
we are not responsible, and I do 
not think it is likely to get what 
is‘called here a Second Reading; but, 
assuming that it did pass the Council, 
I can undertake that it shall not receive 
Her Majesty’s Assent in the present 
state of things. My Lords, the ques- 
tion of the validity of these marriages 
is about to be referred to the Judicial 
Committee. A case has been prepared 
by Dr. Tristram in support of the con- 
tention that the marriages are valid, 
and the other case has been prepared 
by Sir Giusseppe Carbone, the Crown 
Advocate in Malta, in support of the 
view which he contended for, and which 
I had occasion once before to state 
to your Lordships, of the invalidity’ of 
the marriages. I think I may say 
that the cases are now ready, and 
it is intended that an Order in Council 
shall be passed at the next Council 
referring these two cases to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. 


{20 June, 1892} 


more formidable because it threatens |. 





Infirmary Bill, 1522: 
CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°.”""—(The Lord Chancellor.) 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
my attention has been called to two 
matters in this Bill to which I should 
like to direct the attention of my noble 
and learned Friend. I understand that 
this Bill for the first time makes it 
necessary for the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor to be obtained in the case 
of the appointment of deputies for 
County Coroners. The approval is not 
necessary as I understand in the case of 
all Coroners. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: Yes, 
it is. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: But in some 
boroughs Coroners are appointed, as I 
understand, by the County Council ? 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: Yes. 

Lorp HERSCHELL : That is what 
I had in view ; it is the borough county 
to which my observations apply, and 
whether it is necessary in those cases 
to require the approval of the Lord 
Chancellor, which has not hitherto been 
required, I should like my noble and 
learned Friend to consider. Also for the 
first time, as I understand, in the case 
of a County Coroner it is necessary for 
him to obtain a certificate signed by a 
Justice of the Peace before he can be 
absent and his deputy can act. That 
requirement is said to give rise, even 
in the case of Borough Coroners, to very 
considerable inconvenience ; and it has 
been represented to me that it is not 
an expedient policy to extend that to 
the County Coroners, as is done by the 
Bill. I will not say more now, but I 
ask my noble and learned Friend 
to consider those matters which have 
been represented to me. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow, 


GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
Capoean): My Lords, this Bill pro- 
vides for the re-constitution of Galway 
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Infirmary as a Public General Hos- 
pital available for patients in the town 
as well as in the county. The institu- 
tion was originally a county infirmary, 
and will in future, so far as it is not 
self-supporting, be maintained out of 
the poor rate. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be row read 
2*.—(The Earl Cadogan.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 
REPORT OF AMENDMENTS. 
Order of the Day for the Report of 
Amendments to be received read. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, there 
are a few Amendments, which I am 
sorry to say are not printed, because 
there was no time to do so, which I 
wish to propose to your Lordships. 


Clause 4. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I pro- 
pose in page 2, line 28, to leave out 
**them ”’ and insert ‘the Council” ; it 
is purely a verbal Amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 9. 

Eart CADOGAN : I move, in page 
4, line 35, after the word “be” insert 
the word “ divided,”’ and leave out 
the word ‘let,’ and insert the same 
word after the word “assign.” In 
the clause as it was agreed to in Com- 
mittee, the word ‘sub-let’’ was in- 
serted, and the word “let’’ was 
omitted. The clause, as I propose to 
amend it, will read as follows :— 

“That the holdings should not be divided, 


‘sub-divided, assigned, or sub-let, without the 
consent of the County Council.” 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Eart CADOGAN: I have an Amend- 
ment to move in page 5, line 5, to 
meet the objection made by the noble 
Lord (Lord Basing) to the wording of 
the sub-section (g) which was moved 
in Committee. I promised to bring 
up a new sub-section, which is as 
follows :— y 

“In the case of any holding; on which in the 
opinion of the County Council a dwelling- 
house ought not to be erected, no dwelling- 
house sh 
the consent of the County Council.” 


Earl Cadogan 
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It is simply an amended form of the 
same sub-section which was approved 
in Committee. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 10. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
before moving the Amendment of which 
I have given notice, I should like to ask 
my noble and learned Friend whether 
something must not be done as regards 
Clause 10? 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
have some Amendments to move with 
regard to Clause 10. I think the form 
in which Clause 10 was left by the 
Amendments actually made renders it 
impossible for the clause to stand as it 
is. I have to move, in e 6, lines 1 
and 2, te leave out ‘‘ sold a small hold- 
ing to a purchaser” and insert “ pur- 
chased the land”; in lines 2 and 3 to 
leave out ‘‘for his registration as the 
proprietor ” and insert ‘‘for registration 
as proprietor’’; and to leave out all 
after “1875” in line 3 to the end of 
line 9. That would make the clause 
workable as it was amended in Com- 
mittee. 


Amendments agreed to. 


New Clause 11. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
in making the proposal to insert the 
clause of which I gave notice, in place 
of that which was struck out at the 
last stage of the Bill, I desire to say at 
the outset that, if Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment state that they intend, as 
was suggested at all events by the noble 
Earl in charge of the Bill, to propose a 
clause in another place, in substitu- 
tion for that which was struck out at 
the last stage of the Bill, I shall, on 
receiving that assurance, at once with- 
draw my proposal ; I have no desire to 
press the particular form in which I 
have proposed it before your Lordships, 
or to press it at all here, if I receive 
the assurance that the Government in- 
tend, as was at one time suggested, to 
make the proposal in another place. 
But, my Lords, supposing I do not 
receive that assurance, I shall ask your 
Lordships to adopt this clause. Un- 
doubtedly it is a matter to which many 
persons attach very considerable im- 
rtance, and I do not think that to 
adopt it would be making any violent 
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change in the law; it would be pro- 
ceeding in the direction in which the 
Legislature has to some extent already 
proceeded in the Act which was referred 
to when this matter was last discussed, 
which made, in the case of small pro- 
perties, a provision for the widow 
whether the estate be real or personal 
estate. But it is only for the widow 
that they have made provision where 
the estate does not exceed £500. Sup- 
posing there be no widow in the case 
of small property, the whole of it will 
go still to the eldest son, and there is 
no provision whatever for the younger 
children. Now we expect these small 
holdings to be held by persons who 
will have but little property; very 
often the whole of that property will 
be invested in this shape; and they 
will certainly be of a class amongst 
whom it is extremely common not to 
make wiils; it is in the case of these 
small owners of property that the pre- 
sent law of intestacy has the widest 
operation. The owners of large estates 
almost invariably dispose of them 
either by settlement or by will; but 
amongst the owners of small portions 
of landed property I believe the prac- 
tice is exactly the contrary, and that 
you would find it is a minority only 
who are in the habit of making wills. 
I was told in a part of the country 
where there are a number of small 
freeholders, by, I forget whether it was 
the Conservative candidate, at allevents 
it wasa Conservative attending a meeting 
there, that he asked those present 
among the small owners of land who 
had made wills to hold up their hands, 
and then these who had not made wills ; 
and the vast majority had not made 
wills. And I think that the experience 
one has had as Law Officer shows how 
common a thing it is, even in cases 
where a person, being illegitimate, has 
no heir, so that the property would go 
to the Crown, that still no will is made, 
and the children are left unprovided 
for, and dependent upon any grant that 
they may apply for from the Crown. 
Therefore you have these small owners 
very often not making wills; and I 
think that the law ought, if possible, 
to make, so far as it can, for those who 
do not make wills, a just distribution of 
the property. In the case of these 
small owners it cannot be said to be a 


{20 Jung, 1892} 
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just distribution that the whole of the- 
property will go to the eidest son and 
nothing be left to the other children. 
Of course a measure of this sort—and 
that I think is a justification for deal- 
ing with it as is proposed in this Bill— 
tends to increase that state of things. 
You are intending here to encourage a 
number of people to own a small piece: 
of land only ; that is the very object of 
your Bill. Therefore you are going to- 
induce a number of persons, who other- 
wise might have had such savings as. 
they had gathered invested in oteahien 
by which, in cases of intestacy, all 
would be distributed amongst their 
children, to invest them in such form 
that, if they die intestate, the whole 
will go to one child and the others will 

be unprovided for ; and the question is 
whether, when introducing a measure 

which would have that effect, the: 
proper course is not that which com- 
mended itself to the other House— 

namely, to deal exceptionally, by way 

of legislation, with the small holdings, 

and to provide that they shall descend 
as personalestate? My Lords, it is 
said that this will create an anomaly— 
and that no doubt is the case; but 
there is a good deal that is anomalous 
in the Billitself. You are interfering 
in this way to induce persons to become 
the proprietors of these small holdings, 
and that law is justified on account 
of the public benefit which will result. 
I do not think it will create any real 
confusion or difficulty, because all this 

land isto be registered; and I should 
propose, if this Amendment were 
carried, as a consequential Amendment 
at the next stage of the Bill, to require 

that it should appear on the face of the 
register when it is conveyed under this 
Act as a small holding. You will 
therefore have on the face of the 
register a clear indication that it was 
land under this Act, and to which 
therefore this clause would apply. That 
I think would prevent doubt, difficulty, 
or confusion, as to whether or not the 

land came within the clause which I 
am now proposing. Even supposing 

that the difficulties are greater than 

theyare, I wouid submit to your Lord- 

ships that they are not at all sufficient 

to outweigh the injustice that is likely 
to result from the change in the law 

which will aggravate the evils of the 
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existing system. And those who desire 
that the law should remain unchanged, 
I should have thought, would have de- 
sired to remove one of their difficulties 
‘by encouraging a change in the law 
such as this in the case of small pro- 
perties. But the fear is, after all, 
as to its effect upon larger estates 
and family properties. That is the 
reason they are apprehensive of the 
change in the law, and desire that it 
should not be made. But the views 
they express really do notapply to such 
s:nall holdings as these, to which alone 
the change of the law would be appli- 
cable. I hope, therefore, your Lordships 
will see your way to make this change. 
I cannot help feeling that it will tend in 
‘the direction of a just distribution of the 
property ; that it will tend to make the 
measure more popular than it is; and 
that its tendency will be to create more 
of these small holders of land, in whose 
-case the present law frequently works 
an injustice. My Lords, I move the new 
clause which I have put on the Paper. 
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Moved, after Clause 10, to insert a 
new Clause— 


“Where a County Council have sold a small 
holding to a purchaser under this Act and he 
-has been registered as proprietor as herein- 
before provided, the land so sold thereupon be 
.and remain personal property; provided that 
nothing in this section shall render any such 
‘land liable to probate duty or legacy duty, or 


-exempt it from succession duty."-—(The Lord 


Herschel.) 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv SE- 
‘CRETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of Satis- 
BuRY): My Lords, the difficulty that 
we have to deal with is that there is a 
balance of advantages on both sides; I 


‘do not maintain that the argument is 


all"one side; but there seem to me 
serious objections to the course recom- 
mended by the noble and learned Lord 
of which he has taken no notice. The 
first objection is one that I ventured to 
bring before him the other night, and 
which I thought he swept away ina 
summary manner which showed that 
he had not sufficiently considered it ; 
and it is this : that the operation of 
your clause in cases‘of intestacy will be 
precisely in the opposite direction to 
the operation which you desire to give 
your Bill. That is to say, that if 


‘we assume cases of intestacy to be 
Lord Herschei 
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very numerous—I take that as 
the hypothesis—your small holdings 
will be re-absorbed in larger estates 
almost as fast as you make them; 
whenever there is intestacy, if this 
clause passes, practically the small 
holding must be sold; the County 
Council are not forced to sell it, but 
they are invited to sell it. But there 
is another circumstance of which 
sufficient account has not been taken. 
By the Act of 1890 where there is real 
property a scale is given in order to 
ascertain what its value is, and, on its 
value so ascertained, the widow must 
have £500 worth, if there is so much. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: If think that 
is whether it is real or personal. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
That is true ; but, in the case of real 
property, without selling the property, 
a scale is indicated by which you may 
ascertain what the value is—it is to be 
twenty-five years’ purchase of the 
Income Tax value of the land. But if 
it is personal property there is no such 
scale ; you are simply to take the net 
value of the property after all debts 
and liabilities have been cleared up. 
I submit myself to the noble and 
learned Lord opposite ; but my impres- 
sion is that, for the purpose of paying 
a debt of that kind, executors would 
very seldom be willing to undertake the 
responsibility of valuing the property, 
but practically they would always put 
it up for sale. The result, therefore, 
of the clause, which the noble Lord 
has brought forward, will be that these 
small holdings, in all eases of intestacy, 
will be sold; if sold, they would be 
sold by auction ; and you know what 
the state of things is in country 
districts ; you know how many bidders 
there are for small holdings to keep 
them in that condition. We are 
obliged to give special induce- 
ments, in the way of a very large 
advance of capital, and the power of 
putting off payment. in order to 
make this kind of purchase as palatable 
as we desire that it should be. One of 
two things is true—either intestacies 
are numerous, or they are not. If they 
are numerous you will have the small 
holdings purchased again by larger 
proprietors, and the main object with 
which your Bill has been introduced 





will be frustrated. If intestacies are 
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very few it is not worth while dis- 
tarbin the general law of the country 
and the general uniformity of the 
devolution of freehold estates in order 
to provide for such cases. My Lords, I 
wish that for all these discussions some 
measure could be taken forascertaining 
whether these intestacies are numerous 
or not. I do not measure my ex- 
perience by the side of that of a former 
Law Officer of the Crown; but, such 
as it is, my experience is entirely in 
the opposite direction: that intestacy 
is becoming very rare, and rarer every 
day; that intestacy is a condition 
which is produced by want of education, 
and that, as education goes on, 
intestacy will become quite an excep- 
tional occurrence. It is possible that 
the persons with whose estates the 
noble Lord had to deal were persons 
who had come to an age of discretion 
in a pre-educational era; but these 
holders, the owners of these small 
holdings—for I do not suppose men will 
undertake such an enterprise late in 
life—will all, or very nearly all, be 
people who were under the age of four- 
teen when twenty-two years ago pro- 
vision was made for education in every 
parish in the country. Therefore, my 
Lords, I doubt the fact of intestacy 
being very common ; but I repeat again 
that you have the alternative that, if it 
is common, you will undo the working 
of your Bill, and, if it is not common, 
you will have incurred the disad- 
vantages gratuitously. Now the dis- 
advantages are real. This is a very 
serious provision; it attaches to the 
land, no matter what its fate, 
no matter what vicissitudes it may go 
through, a peculiar character for all 
time. The land may be bought, on in- 
testacy, by a neighbouring proprietor of 
ten or twenty acres, and the holding 
may be merged in a large forty or fifty 
acre field,—the very boundaries of 
which may be forgotten ; and yet there 
will be attached to that land this 
character : that for all time, on certain 
occasions, it will have a _ different 
devolution and will be assigned dif- 
ferently compared with the land by 
which it is surrounded. Surely, there 
is great danger that these boundaries 
will be forgotten, and people will not 
remember that this bit of land in a 
grass field has attached to it a different 
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law of devolution from that of the land 
in which it lies ; and great doubt, and 
controversy, and litigation, and loss, 
and injustice will arise from the fact of 
the different destinies of those two kinds 
of land being forgotten, and the requisite 
precautions for preventing contusion 
not being taken. I feel that that is a 
danger; and I think that the noble 
Lord, with his experience as Law 
Officer, will bear me out in this: that 
it is a danger with which we are 
acquainted with respect to copyhold 
land ; it is a matter of experience that 
the boundaries of a bit of copyhold land 
are lost sight of, and you only know 
that there is a bit of copyhold land 
somewhere in a big field, but you do 
not know where you can light upon it ; 
and that causes great difficulty and 
confusion. That is the evil. Is there 
any advantage in this Bill that should 
justify you in incurring that evil? I 
doubt it very much. A great deal has 
been said in the other House and in 
this House of the wife. It was said 
that by the Intestate Estates Act of 


1890 the wife will always have 
her £500. The limit of a holding 
is £50, and only one-fifth of 


that is paid for; and my impression 
is that, at the prices at which the 
County Council can buy, ten acres of 
land will very seldom cost more than 
£500. Consequently all these holdings, 
as a matter of practice, will come under 
the operatidn of the Act of 1890; the 
widow will get the land absolutely as 
her own; and this Act converting it 
into personal property will not inter- 
fere. Therefore I do not think you 
will confer any advantage whatever 
upon the widow. The only advantage 
is of course upon the other children ; 
and, whether it is in accordance with 
the wishes of the agricultural popula- 
tion that land should be sold and the 
money equally divided among the 
children, instead of the land being left 
to one son, is to my mind a matter of 
very great doubt. I do not think you 
are moving on lines parallel to the 
public sentiment on that point. But 
finally I want to point out to the noble 
Lord that, as the Bill stands, it enables 
every County Council to do exactly 
what he desires; they have nothing to 
do but to revert to a form of tenure 
with which I am sure he must be very 
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familiar, namely, a 999 year lease,| the noble Lord as it stands upon the 
which is a very common form of tenure | Paper, if he wishes to give the County 
in various parts of England. That is| Councils the power of making this 
personal property. The Council,| experiment, I s t. that the 
instead of pile are perfectly com- mode of doing it by long lease is. 
petent to give 999 year leases, and that a mode which will not disturb the 
will answer all the objects of the| machinery of the law, and will 
noble Lord, without running the very | enable all that is desirable in his pro. 
considerable danger of the legal con- | posal to be attained. 

fusion which his very unusual and | Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
strange enactment may produce. I) Lords, I think it is pretty clear that 
doubt whether the noble Lord has | the Bill as it stands does not give such 
sufficiently considered all the cases in| power to the County Council as the 
which the words “personal” and | noble Marquess suggests. There are 
“real ’’ property are applicable, and | only two clauses in it relating to the 
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whether he is quite certain that it is 
safe, in this sudden way, to substitute 
the word “ personalty’’ for the word 
‘‘ realty.” But, if the House desires to 
do it, and if the County Councils desire 
to do it, the provisions of the Billenable 
the County Council, instead of granting 
the freehold, to grant a lease for 999 
years. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: They can 
only dothat where they are satisfied that 
the persons desiring to cultivate it are 
unable to buy under Clause 4,.Sub- 
section 2. The general law is as to 
land which they themselves hire or 
otherwise. 

THe Margquzess or SALISBURY: 
But they may take it themselves on a 
999 year lease, which will meet the 
difficulty. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: No; they 
can only do that under Clamse 2. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
They can do that, I think, up to 
fifteen acres without hindrance. How- 
ever, upon that point, if it would meet 
the view of the noble Lord, I should be 
ready to introduce modifying words 
into the Bill. But the advantage of 
doing that, if you are to do it, by way 
of long lease, is that, as noble Lords 
well know, in 1882 an Act of Lord 
Cairns enabled any subsequent free- 
holder to convert it into freehoid if he 
pleased. That leaves it absolutely free. 
If it turned out that the noble Lord 
was giving a gift to the holder which 
he did not appreciate and did not want 
to have, Lord Cairns’s Act of 1882 
would enable hin at once to convert it 
into ordinary freehold. Therefore, 


though I do not think myself that an 

change is desirable, and though I sh 

certainly vote against the proposal of 
The Marquess of Salisbury 


| letting of land: one is Clause 2, by 
which they are permitted to let land 
| where the purchase would be too high 
| on account of its being likely to be used 
| for building or for other reasons; and 
‘the other is Clause 4, Sub-section 2, 
| which enables the County Council to 
let land where the persons are unable 
to buy. 

Eart CADOGAN: Clause 2 em- 
powers them to hire. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : Quite 
so; but that is not my point. My 
point is that they cannot let upon a 999 
year lease; they cannot feu out the 
land, as it is calledin Scotland, because 
they are given no such power except 
in the two special cases to which 
I have just referred. It is possible, of 
course, for Her Majesty’s Government, 
if they think proper and desirable, to 
introduce into the Bill a power to the 
County Councils to feu or let out 
land for 999 years. With regard to 
the supposed danger which may arise 
from confusion as to the tenure on 
which this land is held, what the noble 
Marquess said about copyholds is quite 
true; but I would point out to him 
that there is no possibility of confusion 
arising under this Bill, because every 
one of these holdings will have to be 
registered, and, wher. registered in the 
Registry Office, they are registered with 
a map of the boundary as fixed by the 
vers and, as it would be impossible 
to deal with that land in any way except 
through the Registry Office, it is incon- 
ceivable that anybody should be un- 
aware that it is land which is 
subject to this particular tenure. 
Precisely the same argument might be 
used with regard to registration gener- 
ally. You might say that no one can tell 
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—nor can they without inquiry—whe- 
ther any particular land is registered ; 
but you cannot become possessed of 
land now by purchase, when once it is 
registered, except through the Registry 
Office. Itis, therefore, obvious that, 
if you made the mistake of imagining 
land was registered when it was not, 
and you took possession of it without 
going to the Registry Office, you would 
not be able to make good the title to 
it. With regard ty the general question 
whether agricultural labourers are in 
the habit of allowing property to 
descend without making wills, one must 
have an extensive knowledge to make 
an absolute assertion. I do not pretend 
to set my experience against that of 
the noble Marquess; but I have con- 
stantly found it the case—far more 
often than not—that men _ holding 
small pieces of land do not make wills. 
However no individual can lay down a 
general proposition on such a matter 
as that, and I should not be so rash; 
but it is my strong impression that you 
will find that they very frequently die 
intestate. And with regard to what 
the noble Marquess said, that such an 
Amendment as that which my noble 
and learned Friend proposes would be 
in the teeth of the objects of the Bill, 
which are that there should be small 
holdings held by one person, I would 
point out that it is quite a mistake to 
suppose—at least if I read the Bill 
rightly—that, when this land is sold by 
the action of the County Council, it 
can be sold to a large landowner; 
because, unless the County Council 
determine that for special reasons 
it shall be exempt, it must 
remain for twenty years subject 
to the conditions in the Bill. At the 
end of twenty years, under all circum- 
stances, it would be emancipated from 
those conditions, and might be sold 
back to a large landowner. Therefore, 
for the twenty years, for which you 
have provided that it shall remain as a 
small holding, cultivated by one person, 
unless the County Council otherwise 
decide for special reasons, it cannot be 
sold to any large landowner: it must 
be sold to a single person who must cul- 
tivate it himself. Then as regards the 
effect of the sub-division, the argument 
of the noble Marquess seems to me to 
point to this: that the Bill ought to 
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provide that, under no circumstances 
whatever, should it be possible to sell 
this land in consequence of sub-division, 
But that is not so ; because you leave to 
such holder a perfect power of bequeath- 
ing the land, and, if he bequeaths the 
land to his children generally, precisely 
the same operation would take place as 
if it takes place by the course of law. 
You have not provided in the Bill that 
it shall unalterably be subject always to 
these conditions, but you have provided 
that for twenty years it shall be subject 
to them unless the County Council 
shall otherwise direct. My Lords, I 
should have thought it would be a great 
hardship to the family of a labourer to 
find that, in consequence of his not 
having made a will, all the children, 
except the eldest son, will be left with- 
out a share of the property whatever. I 
cannot conceive anything more likely to 
cause discontent and discouragement 
amongst labourers who may have be- 
come possessed of land. Under these 
circumstances, I cannot see _ the 
balance of advantages of which the noble 
Marquess spoke. I do not see any advan- 
tage on the other side in maintaining 
the present system of tenure in this 
land. The only argument that I can 
see—and that argument I admit ma 
have weight with some of your Lord- 
ships—is that you are introducing a 
modification in the Law of Succession, 
and, if you do that with regard to 
small holdings, you may be paving the 
way for a similar alteration of the law 
in regard to all the landof the country. 
Apart from that, it seems to me that 
every one of the arguments are dis- 
tinctly in favour of my noble and 
learned Friend. The argument from 
the desire you have to make this Bill 
generally popular: the argument from 
your wish that it shall not in any way 
lead to sub-division on the part of men 
who become possessed of small 
holdings—every one of these considera- 
tions seems to me to make in favour of 
the clause; and I submit that it would 
be very much to be regretted if the 
House should strike out a clause put 
in by the other House, which I think 
is quite in accordance with the general 
provisions and objects of the Bill, and 
which I cannot see could lead to any 
serious difficulties or dangers. 
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*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: My 
Lords, it seems to me that a general 
question is raised by this Amendment 
under very peculiar and exceptional 
circumstances. I have some time 
since given in my adhesion to the 
general proposition that, on the whole, 
when the law has to make a will 
for a man who does not make it 
himself, the most equal distribution of 
the property is the best; and, there- 
fore, if it were a question of general 
law, I should no doubt adhere 
to that conclusion—which was not 
arrived at suddenly, because formerly I 
did not think so. But I have always 
felt that against that alteration of the 
general law the strongest argument 
arose from this very class of cases ; 
because it is not the wish of any of us, I 
should think, to see the process of 
absorption of small holdings into larger 
ones going on, and we should certainly 
prefer that they should remain in the 
families to which they belong. But it 
has always seemed to me that changing 
the tenure from that of real to that of 
personal estate would generally make 
sale necessary; and certainly one 
is struck with the opposition of 
that consequence to what seems to be 
the policy of this particular Bill, which 
is to create small holdings, and, I pre- 
sume, that they should so continue. 
I am further struck with the ex- 
treme difficulty of reconciling what 
is proposed with the conditions 
which are to be enforced for twenty 
years—namely, that the holding shall 
not be sub-divided, let, assigned, or 
sub-let without the consent of the County 
Council. Now, unless we assume that 
in these cases of intestacy the County 
Council would always allow sub- 
division, you will be placing this land 
in a very singular and anomalous 
position. If the Amendment is made 
law, it cannot be divided; therefore it 
must be sold if it is to be dealt with at 
all. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: Clause 4, 
Sub-section 2, contemplates sub-division 
on death. 

THe Marqunss or SALISBURY: 
That implies the consent of the County 
Council. 

“THe Eart or SELBORNE: The 
County Council may require it to be 
sold; but I see nothing there about 
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So far as assignment is 
concerned, the objection no doubt 
would not arise, but it could not 
be sub-divided amongst the holders 
as any other estate might be. I 
confess I am very much perplexed with 


division. 


this. It seemsto beintroducinga change 
into the law exactly at the point where 
the change is attended with the 
greatest difficulty. 

Eart CADOGAN: I should like to 
ask the noble and learned Lord for one 
explanation. In his clause he proposes 
to enact that, under certain circum- 
stances, the land so sold shall thereupon 
be and remain personal property. 
How long does he mean it to be and 
remain? Is it to be only during the 
twenty years, or how long? 

Lorp HERSCHELL: I meant alto- 
gether. I think there would be a great 
difficulty in making it shift backwards 
and forwards from real to personal. I 
think it should remain without any 
limitation. I might say that I pro- 
pose to change the word “ property ” 
into ‘‘ estate’’ in moving the clause. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
must say that I think one of the 
great sources of confusion in the law is 
where, by Act of Parliament, the Legis- 
lature has thought proper to say that 
something should mean something that 
itis not. And this is really, in that 
way, to enact by Statute that a small 
holding shall be personal and subject 
to be assigned so by devolution of it 
upon death. That is the only object 
I understand that is insisted upon. If 
that is to be done, I think it ought to 
be done directly and by a precise 
apportionment of what is to be done 
in such and such cases, according to 
the analogy of the Statute of Distribu- 
tions. I must say I object very much 
to simply making it personalty, which, 
no doubt, from one point of view, may 
be a small thing, but which may add 
to it other incidents. I do not think 
any human intelligence is capable of 
foreseeing what the consequences would 
be if you turn this imto personalty. 
I think that if what is sought to 
be done is to be done, it should be done 
in a different way. I cannot help 
thinking that what my noble Friend 
the Prime Minister suggested would 
meet the case—namely, that the 
County Councils should have power to 
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grant long leases; and, if that power 
does not exist now—and I ong = 
sed to agree with my noble an 
oad Friend in thinking that it does 
not—nothing would be easier than to 
suggest an Amendment by which the 
power of the County Councils could be 
enlarged to give long leases. 


Earn NELSON: My Lords, I 
should like to point out that we have 
taken it for granted that the agricul- 
tural labourer would wish his property 
to be divided ; but I myself believe 
that one of the great desires of the 
small holder to have property is that 
it may continue in his family, and I 
believe that, if we are making it im- 
possible for the eldest son to continue 
the holding, we shall be taking away 
one of the great incentives that they 
have at present for desiring the posses- 
sion of small holdings. 


On Question, their Lordships di- 
vided :—Contents 21 ; Not Contents 63. 


New Clause 11, negatived accord. 
ingly. 
Clause 11. 


Earn CADOGAN: My Lords, I 
have an Amendment to propose in 
Clause 11, page 6, line 16, after the 
word ‘* doing” to insert ‘‘ whether the 
holding is situate within a town or 
built upon or not.” It is necessary to 
insert these words, so that the exemp- 
tion from the right of pre-emption 
given by the Bill as it stands may not 
be increased, and I move the insertion 
of these words. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, I have 
another Amendment to move to meet 
the point raised by my noble Friend 
(Viscount Galway) with regard to the 
pre-emption in the case of any land 
which has been acquired by the 
County Council for agricultural pur- 
poses, and is found not to be suitable 
for agricultural purposes. My noble 
Friend raised the point that it would 
be possible that the County Council, 
before offering the right of pre-emption 
to the previous owner, would build 
upon the land or might use it for other 
than agricultural purposes. 

Viscount GALWAY: Or sell it as 
building land. 
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Eart CADOGAN: And, therefore, 
to give the right of pre-emption to thé 
previous owner as building land. In 
order to provide against that contin- 
gency I propose in line 21, after thé 
word “ section,” to insert, ‘‘ before any 
such buildings or works as aforesaid 
are erected or executed on the land 
proposed to be sold.” 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: The 
object of the Amendment seems to me 
quite right ; but do I rightly understand 
that it would compel the County 
Council, in every case where buildings 
are to be erected, to come to the 
previous owner ? 

Eart CADOGAN: That is not quite 
the object. The object is that the 
County Council acquire the land as 
being suitable for agricultural purposes ; 
and, having acquired it, it is found that 
some portion of that land is not suit- 
able for agricultural purposes. It was 
then provided that they should sell it, 
but that there should be a right of pre- 
emption to the previous owner, and, I 
think in the second instance, to the 
contiguous owner; therefore it was 
found necessary to provide that the 
County Councils should not enter into 
building speculations which should 
oblige the previous owner to buy back 
his own land at building land prices. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: The 
operation is that where the County 
Council think it necessary to erect 
buildings, in order to sell or let the 
land, in those cases they must offer it 
to the previous owner. 

THe Duke or RICHMOND aynp 
GORDON : That is before they erect 
buildings upon it; otherwise they 
might have bought the land at an agri- 
cultural price, and might sell it back at 
a building land price. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
think that is very desirable. 

Eart CADOGAN: If I may I will 
put it in still wider words: “ before 
they use it for purposes other than 
agricultural.” 


Amendment agreed to. 

Eart CADOGAN : There isa purely 
verbal Amendment to Clause 20, page 
10, line 2, to leave out “ their” and 
insert “ its.” 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Bill reported with Amendments ; to 
be read 3* To-morrow; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 204.) 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, this 
is a Bill brought forward by Her 
Majesty’s Government in fulfilment of 
a pledge made I think to the noble 
and learned Lord opposite last year. 
The object of the Bill is substantially 
the same as that of last year, namely 
to put the occupier, under certain cir- 
cumstances, in the position of the 
owner for the purpose of carrying out 
the Drainage Acts. When the noble 
and learned Lord brought in the Bill 
last year he was kind enough to with- 
draw it. 

Lorpy HERSCHELL: I brought 
before this House the Bill as carried in 
the other House. 

Eart CADOGAN: But the noble 
Lerd had charge of it in this House 
and withdrew it ona pledge that we 
would produce a Bill this year. This 
Bill is substantially the same as that ; 
but there are two changes in it which 
are intended to meet the objections 
raised by the noble Lord (Marquess 
of Waterford). In Clause 3, lines 
12 to 16 have been added, giving 
to the proprietors the same powers 
as they have at present of putting 
a veto on the formation of a 
drainage district, provided that the 
owners of one-third of the land impli- 
cated record a vote of dissent from the 
scheme. In other words, I must point 
out to my noble Friend that, if a suffi- 
cient number of tenants may vote fora 
scheme, the landlord still has the power 
of veto. Then the other Amendment 
which we have introduced in the Bill 
is to be found in Clause 6. By last 
year’s Bill, if the tenant’s interest was 
determined, following that which was 
then believed to be the law, the land- 
lord became liable to the charge of 
arrears thereof; but, by the present 
Bill, in the future, if the interest of the 
person primarily liable is determined, 
then the rent-charge and one year’s 
arrears only are to become a charge on 
the landlord. The noble and learned 
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Lord will remember that there was a 
matter before the Courts at the time, 
and it is in consequence of the decision 
then arrived at that we have intro- 
duced this Amendment in the Bill. 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°.” —(The Earl Cadogan.) 


*THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I think this is a much better 
Bill than that of last year; but stiil I 
have objections to certain clauses. I 
object very much to the proposal that 
the landlord is to pay one year's 
arrears. I cannot see why that should 
be inserted. And why, at the termina- 
tion of the tenancy, when the landlord 
is likely to be put to a large amount 
of expense, should he be charged for 
one year’s arrears for work from which 
he has obtained no benefit? The effect 
will simply be that the Drainage Board 
will never attempt to collect the last 
year’s arrears. When a tenancy is 
falling out at the end of a lease, or 
when a man is likely to be evicted, they 
will not take the least trouble to collect 
the arrears, but will merely apply to 
the owner in fee to pay them ; it will 
save them a great deal of trouble; but 
I think it would be most unfair. Then 
the owner will have no power to 
collect those arrears from the out- 
going tenant; he, the owner, will 
have to pay them in every case. I 
hope my noble Friend will agree to 
leaving that out. I object also to 
putting charges upon an inheritance to 
which the owner has never had any- 
thing to say. While I think this Bill 
is very much better in respect of the 
landlords, in that a certain number of 
them may object to the drainage im- 
provements being made, at the same 
time I think they should not becharged 
with these arrears. The Public Works 
Department will have no inducement 
whatever to keep up the maintenance 
of the work if they can make those 
charges upon the fee. Then I have 
attempted to understand Clause 8, but 
I have been perfectly unable to do so. 
It seems that the Board have got into 
some difficulty and have put in that 
clause to get them out of it; but it is 
difficult to understand what the advan- 
tage of the clause is. I have consulted 
others who know about these Acts and 
they have not been able to explain it. 
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1541 Accumulations 
Eart CADOGAN: Clause 8 is put 


in merely to explain the Bill. 


*THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
Then there is another alteration in this 
Bill of which my noble Friend did not 
tell us in Clause 9, which enables occu- 
piers to borrow as small asum as £50 
for a drainage improvement. It seems 
very ridiculous that such a small sum 
as £50 can be borrowed for such a pur- 
pose; it is only an inducement to these 
small tenants to borrow money. I think 
it would be very much better to leave the 
law as itis. At the present time £100 
is the lowest amount they are able to 
borrow. My Lords, I remember the 
noble Duke whom I do not see in his 
place (the Duke of Argyll) protested 
against these advances being made to 
small tenants throughout Ireland, 
which probably would do the tenants 
no good and would not be satisfactorily 
expended upon improvements. I hope 
the noble Lord will not keep the 
clause as it is with regard to that. 
Then I will draw the noble Lord’s 
attention to Clause 10 which I think 
is much too elaborate in its present 
form to collect such a small sum as 
£5; it gives enormous powers of 
creating trustees and everything of that 
sort for the purpose of collecting a very 
smali sum ; and I think that might be 
amended with great advantage. Then, 
my Lords, I think there is a mistake 
in punctuation in Clause 12. If the 
noble Lord will turn to line 16, it 
reads thus— 

“Means the sum for which a drainage 

assesses rates and taxes, the proprietors 
of the land.” 
I think the comma between “taxes” 
and “ the proprietors ” must be a mis- 
take. I believe the noble Lord is 
putting down this Bill for to-morrow, 
and, therefore, I will put down the 
Amendments that I have named on the 
Paper this evening, if that will suit the 
noble Lord. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
would only say that this Bill seems to 
me to be a complete redemption of the 
pledge which was given by the Govern- 
ment when I withdrew the Bill of last 
year. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com; 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 
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ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 
House in Committee (according to 


order). 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
pointed out on the Second Readin 
of this Bill that Clause 1 as it st 
would have no operation, and that 
the words “loan” and “only” ought 
to be struck out, with which I think 
my noble and learned Friend was dis- 
posed to agree. But I have considered 
the matter since then, and it appears 
to me that even then this Bill would be 
likely to have little or no operation. 
It is only to apply to a provision 
under a will or deed (chiefly wills) for 
the accumulation of property for the 
purpose of purchasing land; it does 
not prohibit any other kind of accumu- 
lation, and it does not, of course, pro- 
hibit the investment in land of the 
accumulated money; it would not 
even render it illegal for a person 
to express to his Trustees his 
desire that they should so _ invest 
it, provided that he did not impose it 
upon them as a legal obligation. The 
real truth is, therefore, that anybody, 
desiring to do that which you are going 
to prohibit by this Act, can do it just 
as well, for all practical purposes, after 
the Bill has passed as before. If that 
was not the intention it seems to me 
that it should be carried out in some 
more effectual way than is done, or we 
shall be passing an Act with apparently 
the intention of preventing accumula- 
tions which hd not prevent them at 
all. My Lords, I have had several 
communications upon the subject of 
Clause 2; I am not going to allude 
to them now, as we are on Clause 
1, further than to tell your Lordships 
that serious objection is taken to the 
form in which the clause stands; and 
I would ask my noble and learned 
Friend whether it would not be well to 
defer this measure to the next Session, 
or the next Parliament, and really to 
consider whether there is any use in it 
in this form, and whether it could not 
be put into a shape that would render 
it more effectual ? 

“THe Eart or SELBORNE: My 
Lords, I cannot . coming to the 
conclusion that the Bill may require 
more consideration than it can really 
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receive at this time. Ido not know 
whether, if it passes through Com- 
mittee now, it will be proposed to 
negative the Reference to the Standing 
Committee ; but I think this is a’Bill 
which ought to go to the Standing 
Committee. My noble and learned 
Friend has pointed out that, so far as 
the operation of Clause 1, as it now 
stands, is concerned, it would be so 
easily evaded as practically to amount 
to very little. The direction in which 
the clause points commends itself 
to my mind now, as it has done 
always; but I cannot help thinking 
that it would not be a very easy thing 
offhand to meet that objection, if the 
limitation as to investments in land is to 
remain at all. I will not go into 
any other criticisms that might arise 
as to the imperfection of the means 
provided for determining who is to take 
that which may be directed to be ac- 
cumulated. But with regard to Clause 
2,1 must say that I certainly myself 
understood it not to be retrospective. 
Doubts, however, were thrown upon 
that point on a former oceasion, and I 
am not prepared to say that the words 
‘* as from the passing of this Act ” may 
not introduce such adoubt. Certainly 
I think it would be a very grave matter 
to pass a measure of this kind which 
was retrospective, without having 
clearly in view before you the cases to 
which it was expected toe apply; and, 
if there is in any part of the country 
an apprehension that in any cases it 
might work injustice, that seems to 
me a cogent argument against dealing 
too heavily with the matter. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, in the face of the objections that 
have been made to this Bill, I certainly 
do not think I could ask your Lord- 
ships to allow it to leave this House 
without its having undergone examina- 
tion by the Standing Committee; there- 
fore I shall move that it be referred 
to that Committee; and, indeed, I 
should have taken advantage of the 
suggestion made by my noble and 
learned Friend opposite to remove the 
same objections myself. I assume that 
the Bill will have to go to the Standing 
Committee, and, if there we can agree 
upon something which will effect 





the object of the promoters of the 
Bill, I shall be very glad to have as- 


The Earl of Selborne 


{LORDS} 
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(Ireland) Bill. 


sisted them in their views. But, at 
present, I do not think it would be a 
convenient thing to amend the Bill as 
it now stands here. I shall therefore 
ask your Lordships to remit it to the 
Standing Committee. 

Lorp HERSCHELL : I donot know 
that this is the time to say so, but it is 
not very convenient to send the mea- 
sure now to the Standing Committee to 
be considered. It is a Government 
Bill, and, therefore, the ordinary diffi- 
culties of private Members do not 
apply ; but I should have thought, if it 
was a Bill to be pressed, it might have 
been sent up before. At the present 
time it is very difficult to get the 
Members of the Committee together. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; 
and re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BiLL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, this 
isa Billenabling members of the Boards 
of Poor Law district schoolsin Ireland 
to charge their travelling expenses. 
Those expenses are allowed in England, 
and there appears to be no objection in 
this case. I believe there is only one 
schocl of this character in Ireland; 
therefore I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°.” —(The Earl Cadogan.) 


“Tue Eart or COURTOWN: My 
Lords, I do not wish to throw any diffi- 
culty in the working of these institu- 
tions, but this Bill appears to me most 
These Guardians are 


unnecessary. 
persons who have a great many 
public duties to perform without 


payment; they have to attend as 
jurors at Assizes, and at Quarter 
Sessions and at Presentment Sessions, 
and it is probable that they are just the 
men who will furnish our County 
Councillors in the future. I am not 
aware that it is proposed to pay them 
in any of those capacities. And, besides 
performing all those duties, they are 
just the men who find time to attend 
public meetings. And, my Lords, 
I cannot understand the object of 
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viding for the payment of clerks of 

nions ;. they are not officers of the 
district schools, and the District 
Schools Act provides for the salaries of 
their officers. And I think I under- 
stood the Lord Privy Seal to tell us 
that there was only one of these 
schools. The Act providing for these 
schools I believe came into existence in 
1843, and all that time it has not been 
thought necessary to reform the law. 
It so happens that I was present last 
year with a good many Guardians at « 
discussion as to the value of these 
schools, and we came to the conclusion 
that it was not advisable to adopt them. 
The industrial schools formed under 
the Industrial Schools Act do a great 
deal of good in consequence of the 
stringent powers of the Industrial 
Schools Act ; but these schools have no 
such stringent powers—they are worked 
under the ordinary Poor Law Acts. 

Eart CADOGAN: I am sorry to 
hear that the noble Lord disapproves 
of these schools which it is intended to 
encourage, because, in the opinion of 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, it is 
very desirable to establish these schools 
which are created by the joint action of 
several Unions. It was pointed out 
that the Guardians of the Unions close 
to where the school was would very 
easily do the work in connection with 
the school, but that the other Guardians 
might have a long way to travel in 
order to take part in the work, and 
therefore it was thought not only 
desirable but just that their expenses, 
in accordance with the English law, 
should be defrayed. 

Motion agreed to ; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House To-morrow. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report of 
Amendments to be received To- 
morrow. 


MARRIAGES ABROAD BILL [u.1.] 
Commons Amendments considered 
{according to order), and agreed to. 


{20 Jung, 1892} 





(Morton Fen) Bill. 1546 


POLICE RETURNS BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 7) 
BILL. 

Report from the Committee, That 
the necessary proofs have been given : 
Bill reported with Amendments; and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow ; and Stand- 
ing Order No. XX XIX. to be considered 
in order to its being dispensed with. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment; and commitied 
to a Committee of the Whole House 
To-morrow; and Standing Order 
No. XX XIX. to be considered in order 
to its being dispensed with. 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE (IMMORALITY) 
BILL [H.1.]}. 

Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendment made by the Lords to 
the Amendments made by the Commons, 
and consequential Amendments to the 
Bill, agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [m1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ORDER (GLASGOW, &c.) BILL [1.t.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendment, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (MORTON FEN) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 
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Naval Knights 


METROPOLITAN POLICE 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order: Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 5) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order). 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow ; and Stand- 
ing Order No. XXXIX. to be con- 
. sidered To-morrow in order to its 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill. 


{LORDS} 
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NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 

committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
INSTITUTIONS BILL [.1.]. 


Commons Amendments considered 
(according to order), and eed to, 
with a consequential Amendment to 
the Bill; and Bill returned to the 
Commons. 


ALKALI, &c. WORKS BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS AND 
BONDS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION OF 
EXCHEQUER BONDS) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 

passed. 


POST OFFICE ACT (1891) EXTENSION 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


TAXES (REGULATION OF REMUNERA- 
TION) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 


Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To- 
morrow. 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow.—(7he Lord Macnaghten.) (No 
205.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 


Brought from the Commons; read 1* ; 
to be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 


aminers. (No. 206.) 
House adjourned at five minutes 
past Seven o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 20th June, 1892. 





PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Standing Orders for the Suspension 
of Private Bills, or Bills to confirm any 
Provisional Order or Certificate. 


(3.10.) Tae CHAIRMAN or WAYS 
AND MEANS (Mr. Courtney, Corn- 
wall, Bodmin): It is proper that I 
should say a word or two upon the 
Resolutions I have the honour of 
moving. Their object is understood 
by the House—namely, to enable the 
promoters of Private Bills who have 
not succeeded in getting their Bills 
passed into law this Session to sus- 
pend further proceedings at the stage 
they may have reached when this 
Session comes to an end, and to resume 
those proceedings in a new Session of 
Parliament, so that promoters may not 
be forced to go through again the work 
transacted in respect to such Bills in 
the present Session, and be put to the 
expense of fees in relation to those 


{20 Junz, 1899} 


stages which have been passed. These 
Resolutions have been agreed to on 
similar oceasions more than once in 
recent times, and their operation is. 
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perfectly well understood; but the 
condition of affairs this Session 
materially differs from the conditions 
on previous occasions. In 1880 and 
again in 1886 there were interruptions 
of the work of the Session, consequent 
upon the Dissolution of Parliament, 
and Private Business was suspended 
and resumed when Parliament met 
again. But it will be remembered that 
in 1880 the Dissolution happened be- 
fore Easter, when the work of the 
Session was not one-third through, 
when there was a considerable amount 
of Public Business left over for the 
beginning of the new Session. Again 
in 1886, although the amount of 
legislation left for the House when 
it re-assembled was small, a great 
amount of administrative work—a large 
number of Votes in Supply—had 
to be disposed of; and under the 
circumstances there was no difficulty 
in calling together the necessary 
Committees to carry the Private 
Business to completion. But in the 
present Session, with all the Public 
Business transacted and no Votes re- 
maining in Supply, it must be obvious 
to everybody that the prospect of ob- 
taining Committees tc sit and consider 
Private Billsaftera General Election and 
in the month of August is small ; there- 
fore, unless the stages which remain 
are purely formal, not calling for 
the action of Members in Committee, 
or unless the Bills have reached a 
stage only calling for assent to Amend- 
ments made in the other House, all 
practical work being completed ; unless 
such a stage is reached when Parlia- 
ment adjourns and is dissolved, it. 
would be hopeless to attempt to carry 
them through in the autumn; they 
must, in fact, be suspended until 
February ; and so long a suspension, 
with possibly considerable changes in 
the circumstances under which the 
Bills were promoted, might involve 
greater hardships to promoters than 
was involved in the years I have re- 
ferred to, 1880 and 1886. The circum- 
stances of the present year are 
altogether novel, and the assistance 
which the House has been able 
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to give to promoters on former 





occasions, ng them to re- 
sume proceedings after a short inter- 
ruption, cannot practically now 


be offered until many months have 
gone by. Under these circumstances 
we who have been engaged in the 
conduct of Private Business have 
endeavoured to get as many Bills as 
possible through their stages, so that 
as small a number as possible may be 
left over ; and I am glad tothink that 
of the Bills promoted, so far as this 
House is concerned, only about ten ora 
dozen will be left over, among them 
being two very important Bills—the 
Leeds Corporation Bill and the Black- 
1 Improvement Bill. These must 
left, and be carried through in 
another year. The other Bills are of 
comparatively minorimportance,though 
still of importance ; but altogether I do 
not think there are mere than ten or 
twelve. I am bound to say the list is 
actually longer, but we hope with the 
concurrence of the other House to 
dispose of several this week. The 
time has not elapsed within which 
parties may lodge Petitions against 
some seven or eight Bills, and until the 
time has elapsed we have no security 
that parties will not appear, though 
in the majority of cases the Bills wili 
be unopposed. In the course of the 
week the required time will expire, 
and the House sitting for another week, 
these seven or eight Bills may pass 
‘both Houses and be ripe for the assent 
of the Crown. I feel bound to express 
the opinion that there are grave reasons 
why this Private Bill legislation should 
ibe dissociated from the chances and 
fortunes of Parliamentary life so long 
:@8 we retain control of Private Busi- 
ness, and that we are bound to 
‘do all we can to alleviate the pressure 
the exigencies of the situation throw 
upon the promoters of these very useful 
measures. I am glad that we are able 
‘to do so much, and that the remnant 
that must stand over will be so small, 
-although included in the number are 
two very important Bills in which large 
‘Corporations are interested. 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 
“1. That the Promoters of every Private Bill 


‘which shail have been introduced into this 
House, or brought from the House of Lords ia 


Mr. Courtney 


{COMMONS} 
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the present Session of Parliament, shall have 
leave to suspend any further ing there- 
upon, in order to proceed with the same Bill 
in the next Session of Parliament. 

2. That the Promoters of every such Bill 
shall give notice in the Private Bil! Office, not 
later than the day prior to the close of the 
present Session, of their intention to suspend 
any further proceedings thereon; or, in the 
case of Bills which shall have been suspended 
on the Report of a Committee, or which, 
having passed this House, shall then be pend- 
ing in the House of Lords, of their intention to 
proceed with the same Bill in this House in the 
next Session. 

3. That an Alphabetical List of all such 
Bills, with a statement of the stage at which 
the same were suspended, shall be prepared by 
the Private Bill Office, and printed.” 


Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.}: I presume the list will be 
circulated ? 

Mr. COURTNEY assented. 


“4, That, not later than three clear daysafter 
the next meeting of Parliament, every Bill 
which has been introduced into this House 
shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office, in 
the form required by Standing Order No. 201, 
with a declaration signed by the Agent 
annexed thereto, stating that the Bill is the 
same, in every respect, as the Bill with respect 
to which proceedings have been so suspen 
at the last stage of its ——— in the 
House in the present Session; and, where 
any sum of money has been deposited, that 
such deposit has not been withdrawn, together 
with a certificate of that fact from the proper 
officer of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court of Justice in England or Ireland, or 
the Court of Exchequer in Scotland, as the 
case may be. ’ 

5. That such Bills, indorsed by one of the 
Clerks in the Private Bill Office, as having 
been duly deposited with such declarations 
and certificates annexed, be laid by one of 
the Clerks of that Office upon the Table of 
the House, in the next Session of Parliament, 
in the order in which they shall stand upon 
such List. 

6. That in respect of every Bill so laid upon 
the Table, the Petition for the Bill and the 
Order for leave to bring in the same in the 
present Session shall be read, and thereupon 
such*Bill shall be read a first time; and a 
second time (if the Bill shall have been read a 
second time previously to its being suspended); 
and if such Bill shall have been reported by 
any Committee in the present Sessioen, the 
Order for referring the Bill to a Committee 
shall be dispensed with, and the Bill ordered 
to lie upon the Table or to be read a third 
time, as the case may be. 

7. That in case any Bill brought from the 
House of Lords in the present Session, upon 
which the proceedings shall have been sus- 
pended in this House, shali be brought from 
the House of Lords in the next Session of Par- 
liament, the Agent for such Bill shall deposit 
in the Private Bill Office, prior to the first 
reading thereof, a declaration stating that the 
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Bill is the same, in every as the Bill 
which was brought from the House of Lords 
in the present Session ; and where any sum of 


_money has been deposited, that such deposit 


has not been withdrawn, ther with a cer- 
tificate of that fact from per officer; 
and so soon as oneof the Clerks in the Private 
Bill Office has certified that such deposit has 
been duly made, the Bill shall be read a first 
time, be further ed with in the 
same manner as Bills introduced into this 
House during the present Session. 


8. That all Petitions presented in the present 
Session against Private Bills, or inst any 
Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Cer- 
tificate, and which stood referred to the Com- 
mittees on such Bills, shall stand referred to 
the Committees on the same Bills, in the next 
Session of Parliament ; and that all Notices 
-and grounds of objection to the right of Peti- 
tioners to be given in the present Ses- 
sion within the time prescribed by the Rules 
of tae Referees relating to such Notices shall 
be held applicable in the next Session of Par- 
liament. 

9. That no Petitioners shali be heard before 
the Committee on such Bills, unless their 
Petition shall have beer presented within the 
time limited in the present Session. 


10. Tha; in case the time limited for pre- 
senting Petitions against any such Bills shall 
not have expired at the close of the present 
Session, Petitioners may be heard before the 
Committee on such Bill, provided their Peti- 
tion be presented previous to, or not later than, 
seven clear days after the next meeting of 
Parliament. 

11. That all Instructions to Committees on 
Private Bills inthe present Session which shall 
be suspended previously to their being reported 
by any Committee be Instructions to the Com- 
mittees on the same Bills in the next Session. 

12. That no new Fees be charged in respect 
of any stage of a Bill upon which Fees have 

y been incurred during the present 
Session. 
13. That all Standing Orders complied with 
in respect of any Public Bill intraduced, or in- 
to be introduced, durig the present 
Session, shall be held applicable to any Bill 
for the same objects introduced in the next 
Session, and where the Examiner has already 
reported upon the compliance with the Stand- 
ing Orders in respect of any such Bill, he shall 
orly report in the next Session whether any 
further Standing Orders are applicable. 


14. That Bills to confirm any Provisional 
Order or Certificate introduced into this 
House, or brought from the House of Lords 
in the present Session, shall be suspended from 
the close of the present Session, in order to 
be proceeded with in the next Session of 
Parliament. 

15. That with to any such Bills the 
Order of Leave in the present Session shall be 
read, and thereupon the Bill shall be read a 
first time and a second time (if the Bill shall 
have been read a second time during the 
aap Session); and if such Bill shall have 

n reported by any Committee in the pre- 
sent Session, the r for referring the Biil 
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te a Committee shall be dispensed with, and 
the Bill ordered to lie c the Table, or to 
be read a third time, as case may be. 

16. That all applications made, and Certifi- 
eates given, and all other p ings taken 
with reference to any Bill introduced, or in- 
tended te be introduced in the present Session 
for confirming any Provisional Order in 
respect to the Inclosure of Commons, under 
‘The Commons Act, 1876,’ shall be deemed 
to apply to any Bill introduced for the same 
object in the next Session. 

17. That the said Orders be Standing Orders 
of this House, and be printed.”—(The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means.) 


Motion agreed to. 


Mr. COURTNEY: My next pro- 
posal is to facilitate the more rapid 
consideration of Lords’ Amendments 
that may be returned to us this 
Session. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That Standing Orders 220 and 246, re- 
lating to Private Bills, be suspended for the 
remainder of the Session. 

That, as regards Private Bills alread 
returned by the House of Lords, with Amend- 
ments, such Amendments be now considered. 

That, as regards Private Bills to be returned 
by the House of Lords, with Amendments, 
such Amendments be considered forthwith. 

That, when it is intended to propose any 
Amendments thereto, a Copy of such Amend- 
ments shall be deposited in the Private Bull 
Office, and notice given on the day on which 
the Bill shall have been returned from the 
Lords, and such Amendments may be con- 
sidered forthwith.” —( The Chairman of Ways 
and Means.) 


Motion agreed to. 


REGENT’S CANAL, CITY, AND DOCKS 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 
“That, in the case of the Regent's Canal, 


City,and Docks Railway Bill egy mene 
Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now taken into considera- 
tion, provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited.” —( Dr. Clark.) 

(3.25.) Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I 
think there are some reasons for object- 
ing to this. I presume, if objection is 
taken, it stands over till to-morrow? I 
think it will be more convenient to put 
it off. 

Mr. COURTNEY: There is the 
Third Reading afterwards. 

Mr. PICTON : I think some reasons 
should be given why this scheme should 
have been hung up for eleven years. I 
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think we ought to have a full explana- 
tion of the subject, which I suppose we 
can scarcely have to-day ; therefore I 
object. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. 
Member object to this Motion, or to the 
Third Reading ? 

Mr. PICTON : To the Motion. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Then it is post- 
poned till to-morrow. 


QUESTIONS. 


A GALLERY OF BRITISH ART. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can hold 
out any hopes of a successful resump- 
tion of negotiations with Mr. Tate, and 
the acceptance by Government of his 
generous contribution towards the 
establishment of a Gallery of British 
Art ; and whether it might be possible 
to induce Mr. Tate and the Trustees of 
the National Gailery to agree to some 
kind of compromise, by which his 
valuable collection might be housed at 
the St. George’s Barracks’ site ? 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): As regards the first 
question, I am not at present in a posi- 
tion to hold out any such hopes. As 
regards the second question, it would 
be most agreeable to me to see such a 
compromise effected, ane I do not see 
why it could not be possible; but I 
have no information at the present 
moment to entitle me to admit its pro- 
bability. 


THE TRAINING SHIP “ BRITANNIA.” 


Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty if His Royal Highness the Duke 
of Edinburgh has yet made his official 
Repert upon the system of fagging dis- 
covered on board the cadet training 
ship “‘ Britannia” last autumn; if so, 
will he state the nature of the recom- 
mendations that have been made ? 

Tae CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AsHmeap - Bartuert, 
Sheffield, Ecclesall) (who replied) : In 
the absence of my noble Friend I have 
to say that no Report of the kind 
suggested was made ; but certain cadets, 
having been detected in practices of a 


Mr. Picton 
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very reprehensible character, were exe 
pelled the ship, and warning was given 
to all the cadets that any repetition of 
these offences. would meet with sum- 
mary punishment. 

Mr. GOURLEY: Was the Duke of 
Edinburgh called upon to make any 
Report ? 

Mr. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
believe not. 


BOYS FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. GOURLEY : I beg to ask the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty if the 
1,292 boys just reported as being pro- 
posed for entry into the Navy during 
the current financial year is in addition 
to the annual entry of 3,700 boys for 
three years, or 2,500 less ? 

Mr. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: The 
number, 1,292, is the estimated increase 
on the total number of boys to be borne 
in the Navy, both for service and train- 
ing, for the year 1892-93, as compared 
with the same total for the year 1891- 
92. The number to be entered durin 
1892-93 is 3,700, which is two hundred 
more than in the preceding year. 


THE LAND PURCHASE COMMISSION 
AND THE GREVILLE ESTATES. 
Cotoner LLOYD ANSTRUTHER 

(Suffolk, Woodbridge): I beg to ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland whether he can ex- 
plain the delay of the Land Purchase 

Commissioners in adjudicating upon 

the offers of certain tenants on the 

Greville Estates, County Longford, to 

purchase their holdings under the 

terms of Lord Ashbourne’s Act; whe- 
ther he is aware that agreements to 
purchase to the extent of £76,000 were 
signed between April and December, 
1889, by tenants on the Granard 
portion of the estate; that up to the 
present time sales gs 
£49,266 have been sanctioned; an 
that there remain on this portion of the 
estate a large number of cases still 
nding on which no final decision has 
en given; and that agreements to 
purchase to the extent of £12,944 were 
signed, for the most part, in October 
and November, 1889, by tenants on 
the Ballymacormick portion of the 
estate; that up to the present time 
only three of these cases, representing 





£1,257, have been sanctioned ; that the. 
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remaining cases were postponed by the 
Commissioners on a question of turba 
rights ; that this question was settled, 
and the cases were remitted for the 
consideration of the Commissioners 
in November, 1891; and that offers to 
purchase on this portion of the estate, 
to the extent of £11,687, are still 
awaiting their decision ? 

Tae SECRETARY to tur FREA- 
SURY (Sir Jonn Gorst, Chatham) 
(who replied): My zight hon. Friend 
has asked me to answer this ques- 
tion. The Land Purchase Commis- 
sioners report that there has been 
no delay on their part in dealing 
with the applications from the Greville 
Estate, which have been adjudi- 
cated upon in due course according 
as the necessary information and recti- 
fications as to areas, tenancies, turbary 
rights, grazing rights, and otherwise 
have been supplied. The total 
number of applications from both 
sections of the estate was 186 for 
sums amounting to £86,360. Of these 
128 have been sanctioned for sums 
amounting to £62,018, and fifty have 
been refused for sums amounting to 
£22,562. There remain only eight 
cases to be adjudicated on, and these 
are stayed for replies to queries which 
have been issued long since. A 
sum of £48,624 has been lodged to the 
credit of the estate in the Bank of 
Ireland. 


THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. YOUNG (Christchurch) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the statement 
in the Gold Fields News of last October, 
thata party of Englishmen were arrested 
in Zambaan’s territory by a Transvaal 
Sheriff and were turned out of the 
country, has been brought to the 
knowledge of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; whether any Dutchmen, on be- 
half of the Transvaal, demand taxes 
within the territories of Zambaan and 
M’Bigesa ; and whether Her Majesty's 
Government are taking any steps to 
prevent concessions being granted to the 
subjects of the Transvaal similar to 
those which were acquired by them in 
Swaziland? - 
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THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tat COLONIES (Baron 
H. pve Woras, Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth) : The statement in the Gold Fields 
News, which the Secretary of State has 
not seen, no doubt refers to a case 
which occurred in September last, when 
a ey of white men were arrested by 
a Transvaal official while on their way 
to Zambaan’s kraal. Ii is not stated 
that the men were British subjects, and 
it is doubtful whether the spot where 
the arrest took place was, or was not, 
within the Transvaal boundary. The 
Transvaal official maintained that it 
was. The Secretary of State is not 
aware that taxes are being demanded 
in the territories of Zambaan and 
M’Bigesa by a Dutchman on behalf of 
the Transvaal Government. Her 
Majesty’s Government cannot prevent 
the grant of concessions by independent 
chiefs, but they must reserve the ques- 
tion whether they would lie under an 
obligation to recognise such conces- 
sions hereafter under altered circum- 
stances. 


COUNTY CESS RECEIPTS. 

Mr. KNOX (Cavan, W.): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that the cess col- 
lectors in Cavan have, by direction of 
the Grand Jury, refused or omitted to 
give separate receipts for county cess 
under the Relief of Distress Act, 
1880, half of which is recoverable from 
the landlord, or in any way to separate 
the amounts levied under that Act from 
the ordinary cess ; whether £4,000 re- 
payable by the landlords has ever been 
repaid by them owing to this practice ; 
and whether he will take steps to pre- 
vent the recurrence of this abuse ? 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin 
University): My right hon. Friend 
answered this question on Friday to 
the effect that it is a matter which does 
not come within the cognisance of the 
Government, but that the question had 
been referred to the Secretary to the 
Grand Jury for any observations the 
Grand Jury might desire to offer. No 
reply had then been received, and I am 
informed that up to the present no 
information has reached the Irish 
Office. 
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Mr. KNOX: Is it not customary, 
as a matter of courtesy, for the Secre- 
tary of a Grand Jury to reply ? 


Mr. MADDEN: Oh, yes. I have 
always received the fullest information 
from Secretaries to Grand Juries, and 
I have not the slightest doubt that in- 
formation in this case will be trans- 
mitted. I merely notify to the hon. 
Member that it has not yet been re- 
ceived. 


THE CAVAN GUARDIANS COSTS. 

Mr. KNOX: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury what decision has 
been arrived at as to the payment of 
the costs, &c., in the case of ‘“‘ Ryan v. 
the Guardians of the Cavan Union”? 


Sm JOHN GORST: I have again 
made inquiry, and am informed that 
the Inspector did not recommend the 
Guardians to reject the potatoes after 
handpicking, and that it was not in 
obedience to his order that they re- 
jected the handpicked seed. The In- 
spector examined the seed supplied by 
Mr. Ryan to the Guardians after de- 
livery, and reported that it was very 
uneven and not equal to the sample 
handed in by the contractor. The 
hon. Member will see that my informa- 
tion does not confirm the accuracy of 
the statements made on the subject in 
this House, so that I do not as yet see 
my way to sanction payment of the 
costs; but I have asked for, and am 
still awaiting, a copy of the proceedings 
in the case, so as to leave no means 
untried of obtaining perfectly complete 
information. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE PENSIONS. 

Mr. FRANCIS EVANS (Southamp- 
ton): I beg te ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether his attention 
has been called to the case of Benjamin 
Young, who joined the Naval Reserve 
in November, 1874, having, in Decem- 
ber, 1889, whilst on bcard H.M.S. 
“ Trincomalee,” sustained single rup- 
ture, the injury from which he is now 
suffering, and who was granted a pen- 
sion of £9 2s. pef annum, which was 
discontinued after the second year, the 
Admiralty giving him a gratuity of £5 
on account of the injury sustained ; 
whether he is aware that Young applied 
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for a pension such as would be given 
to a man who had served fifteen years 
in the Royal Navy under the Queen’s 
Regulations, Article 2,003, vii., and 
Article 2,004 (c)—namely, 6d. a day 
for life—and that the Admiralty de- 
clined by letter, dated the 19th of April, 
1892, to grant the deferred pension of 
Royal Naval Reserve, for which Ben- 
jamin Young did not apply; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
Young applied only for the pension of 
6d. a day under the Queen’s Regula- 
tions, Article 2,003, vii., and Article 
2,004 (c), he will direct that an inquiry 
be made into the claim, with a view to 
Young receiving the pension to which 
he is entitled ? 


Sm JOHN GORST (who replied): 
Benjamin Young sustained a single 
rupture in December, 1889, while 
loading sand in a boat during the period 
of his drill on board the ‘‘ Trincomalee.” 
For this injury he was awarded a pen- 
sion of £9 2s. a year for two years, and 
at the end of that time a gratuity of 
£5. This is the utmost assistance that 
the Admiralty are justified in granting 
under the regulations, as aithough the 
rupture incapacitated him for further 
service in the Royal Naval Reserve, yet 
it did not render him incapable of con- 
tributing to his own support. The 
conditions of service of men in the 
Royal Navy are very different from 
those of merchant seamen enrolled in 
the Royal Naval Reserve, who in the 
ordinary course are only called upon 
to undergo an annual drill of a few 
weeks’ duration. It is not, therefore, 
considered that fifteen years’ service in 
the Naval Reserve entitles a man to 
the same pension as fifteen years’ ser- 
vice in the Navy. 


Pier. 


SKERRIFF PIER. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the Irish Board of Works have received 
a Memorial from the people interested 
in Skerriff Pier, and whether a reply 
has been given; and what action they 
intend to take in the matter ? 


Sm JOHN GORST: This subject is 
engaging the attention of the Board of 
Works, who are willing to do what 
is possible to meet the hon. Member's 
wishes. ; 
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OPIUM SALES IN BURMAH. 

Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, 
Barnard Castle): I wish to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for India a 
question of which I have given him pri- 
vate notice : whether any reply has been 
received from the Chief Commissioner 
of Burmah to the Despatch of 29th July, 
to the Government of India, and para- 
graph 9 of that Despatch, as to the 
possibility of a total prohibition of the 
use of opium ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): No reply has 
yet been received by the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Willa 
Return be given of the issue of licences 
for the sale of intoxicating liquors and 
opium in Burmah, or is it desirable to 
move for it ? 

Mr. CURZON: I shall be obliged if 
the hon. Gentleman will put notice of 
the question on the Paper. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I do not 
see the First Lord of the Treasury in 
his place, but perhaps the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer can say is it the 
intention to push forward the Arch- 
deaconry of Cornwall Bill? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am not in a 
position to answer the question; but 
my right hon. Friend will be in his 
place in afew minutes, and in the course 
of the afternoon will answer the 
question. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): Per- 
haps the Financial Secretary can say 
under what circumstances, by whose 
authority, and upon what information 
have the bands in Limerick been pro- 
hibited from playing ? 

Sm JOHN GORST: That is a 
question quite out of my Department. 
Perhaps the hon. Member will give 
notice of it? 


Mr. CONWAY: Under the circum- 
stances, and as the Attorney General 
for Ireland is within the precincts of 
the House, perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will so far assist me to the 
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information as to send for the Attorney 
General for Ireland ? 


Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 
University) : May I ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether the Govern- 
ment, seeing that the Shop Hours Bill 
has no opposition, will agree to ‘‘star”™ 
that Bill so that it may be included in 
the list of Government Bills for to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: I will report the 
matter to my right hon. Friend the 
First Lord. I now beg to move— 

“That, for the remainder of this Session, 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House each day 
at the conclusion of the Government business 
without Question put.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That, for the remainder of the Session, 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House each day 
at the conclusion of the Government business. 
without Question put."—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 

Sm JOHN LUBBOCK: May I ask 
if the Shop Hours Bill, to which I just 
now referred, will be starred and in- 
cluded ia the Government Bills ? 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.) : 
I hope we shall have some guarantee 
that Ministers will be present to answer 
questions Members may desire to 
ask. 

Mr. CONWAY: Seeing the Attorney 
General for Ireland in his place, I beg 
to repeat my question: Under what 
circumstances and by whose authority 
have bands in Limerick been prohibited 
from playing in public ? 

Mr. MADDEN: I think the hon, 
Member will recognise that the ques- 
tion is one I cannot possibly answer 
without notice. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must remind the House of the Question 
before it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, . 
“That the Bill be now. read the third . 
time.” 
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* Crviz: SERVANTS AND ELECTIONS. 
(3.47.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal 


‘Green, N.E.): I desire for a inoment to 
call the attention of the House and of 


the Postmaster General to a notice, 
which was issued by the authority of 
the latter, apparently since the Debate 
which took place at the latter end of 
last week, in which the Postmaster 
General cautions postal employees with 
regard to their conduct in the forth- 
‘coming General Election. One parti- 
cular paragraph in the notice I desire 
to call attention to. It is as follows :— 
“The Postmaster General at the same time 
desires to warn Post Office servants that it 
would be improper for them, in combination or 
individually, to endeavour to extract promises 
from any candidate for election to the House 
of Commons with reference to their pay er 
duties.” 
This is dated Friday, 17th June, and I 
feel it my duty at once to call the attention 
of the House to the position in which 
postal employees are placed by a notice 
of this kind. In the first place they 
are denied the right of ordinary com- 
bination, and the leaders in such 
combination, contrary to the law 
of the realm, were a year or two 
ago punished for such combination. 
Some of them were deprived of their 
positions, and others had their good 
conduct stripes taken from them, and 
they have never been restored ; and 
now these employees are placed in the 
unfortunate position that they are 
denied the right of combination to 
which they are by law entitled; and 
they are refused the right of appealing 
to Parliament through the Members 
for their constituency in regard to 
their duties and pay. Now, I 
hold it is not within the com- 
petence of the Postmaster General 
to issue a notice of thiskind. I hold it 
is altogether a violation of the duties of 
the position of Postmaster General to 
deny to postal employees this right con- 
ferred upon them by law. If these men 
are not permitted to combine and are 
not permitted to bring their complaints 
before the House of Commons, how are 
they to obtain any redress of the 
grievances of which they complain? I 
fully admit it would be very improper 
with regard to the rules quoted by the 
right hon. Gentleman as issued in 1885 
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that postmasters and others in the 
Service should take prominent parts in 
Party elections. I am quite prepared 
to go that far. But if this is fair 
towards postal employees, then it is a 
rule which should equally apply to all 
Civil servants of the Crown. But it is 
well known in the House, or it ought to 
be well known inthe House, that many 
of the higher officials in the service of 
the Crown employ much of their time 
—and it is very doubtful it they do not 
employ time which should be devoted 
to the Public Service—in taking part 
in Parliamentary elections for the pur- 
pose of serving the candidate of the 
Party they support in any given con- 
stituency. Now, what is right with 
regard to the higher paid officers in the 
Service ought to be right for those who 
are underpaid. The rights of the latter 
should be more secure, and they should 
have the opportunity of putting their 
grievances before the House. But the 
Postmaster General would deny to 
these men the right of public petition 
through their own representatives for 
the Division in which they happen to 
reside when they have any grievance to 
bring before the House. I have no 
wish, and perhaps it would be unseemly 
for me, to put the House to the trouble 
of a Division on this question ; but I 
should like to learn from the Post- 
master General under whet authority, 
under what Statute, under what regula- 
tion passed by this House, he has 
cautioned —or warned, to use the 
words of the circular 


“Servants of the Post Office that it would 
be improper for them, whether in combinatioa 
or individually, to endeavour to extract 
promises from any candidate in reference to 
their duties and pay ” ? 

Let me remind the House that this is 
done particularly by two branches of 
the Public Service. Every Session we 
have Members representing the Army 
and Navy bringing forward grievances 
of men in those Services, and long De- 
bates ensue. But men in the Postal 
Service have no Members here capable 
of representing their case. The only man 
capable of dealing with these questions 
is the Postmaster General, and he deals 
with them adversely to the interest of 
the employees. I have feit it my duty, 
having had the opportunity of seeing a 
copy of this notice pres to declare 
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that, so far as I am concerned, I do not 
understand there is any right on the 
part of the Postmaster General to issue 
such a warning; and I ask him under 
what Statute does he exercise such 
authority? So far as my information 
goes, every postal employee in the 
country whatever his position has the 
right of every citizen to apply to the 
Member for his Division for representa- 
tion to the House of Commons of 
grievances of which he may have to 
complain. When and where has Par- 
Aament sanctioned any regulation in 
abrogation of such a right ? 

*(3.55.) Toe POSTMASTER GENE- 
RAL (Sir James Fereusson, Man- 
chester, N.E.): The hon. Member has 
correctly quoted a passage in the cir- 
cular which has been issued to servants 
of the Post Office, and it has been 
usual to issue such a circular previous 
to a General Election warning public 
servants not to take a prominent part in 
elections. It is desirable, and it is 
recognised as proper, that while public 
servants should be entrusted with the 
franchise—-and we will not quarrel now 
over the question of whether it is a 
privilege or a right—they shall not 
take a leading part in elections. It 
would be extremely inconvenient, and 
dead to ali sorts of abuses, were officers 
of the Post Office to be at liberty 
to do so. To this circular has been 
added a special caution on account of a 
disposition which has been shown in 
some branches of the Service to put 
test questions to candidates at the 
General Election. I read to the House 
the other night passages from a circular 
which had been issued, and which bore 
the very strong appearance of being 
put to candidates as the condition upon 
which the votes of members of the Ser- 
wice would be given. That, as I said 
then to the House, appeared to me 
to be an abuse of the privilege of 
the franchise, and calculated to im- 
pair the purity of elections. The 
hon. Member has, I think, overstrained 
his case in asserting that in issuing 
this caution, this warning, to servants 
of the Post Office against putting test 
questions in reference to pay and duties, 
I have gone the length of denying the 
right of public petition. I in no way 
deny the right of members of the 
Public Service to appeal to Members of 
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here. But there is all the difference 
between Members being asked to repre- 
sent a prima facie case and candidates 
being asked to pledge themselves upon 
an ex parte statement to support a re- 
vision or @ commission of inquiry—in 
fact, to prejudge the case. To ask for 
such a@ promise as a condition of 
giving a vote does seem to me incon- 
sistent with the duties of a public 
servant, and to go beyond his constitu- 
tional privileges. In that view the 
warning has beenissued. By what law or 
right has this been done the hon. Mem- 
ber asks? By the right and duty which 
belongs to the head of a Department to 
preserve proper discipline. Of course 
my actions in this respect are subject 
to review in Parliament; and I sub- 
mit the grounds on whieh I acted. 
The hon. Member says that officials of 
a higher grade take a prominent part in 
elections ; but I am not aware of any 
cases. If this has been the case such 
officials have undoubtedly been guilty 
of a breach of discipline and are open 
to censure. For my part, I make no 
distinction between the lower and 
higher branches of the Service. The 
hon. Member refers to discussions 
upon the Army and Navy Services, and 
I make no objection to similar dis- 
cussions on the Postal Service ; but 
that is altogether different from this 
putting of test questions to candidates. 
If such a practice were carried out, say 
by such public servants as soldiers, 
where would discipline be? It is 
surely desirable that there should be 
some reserve maintained by all public 
servants. The hon Gentleman says 
that I have been insensible to the 
wants of the members of the Depart- 
ment while I have been active in 
maintaining discipline. I do not think 
that is the feeling of the officers of the 
Department, nor would the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer say so, and I repel 
the charge as undeserved. 

Mr. HOWELL: May I be allowed 
to make the explanation that I know 
nothing whatever of the test question 
being applied? I have had no test 
question put before me, nor have I had 
any information from the employees 
themselves. I have taken the matter 
up simply as a public duty. 

' 3M 
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Tue Utster CONVENTION. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Tipperary, 
S.): My hon. Friend behind me re- 
marked on the absence of Members of 
the Government from their places. I 
regret the absence of the Secretary of 
State for War and of the Under 
Secretary, as it is my intention to lay 
before the House a statement made 
at the Ulster Convention a few days 
ago, which involvesthe characterand the 
credit of a great General at present in 
the service of the Government. The 
statement I refer to was made by the 
Rev. Dr. Kane, who, alluding to Lord 
Wolseley, said— 

“He is one of us—an Irish Loyalist to the 
core. Our fathers followed his gallant ances- 
tor at Newtownbutler, and followed him to 
victory ; and we cannot do better than to fix 
our eyes on the oriflamme of Wolseley, and 
follow him in his war upon domestic treason.” 


I want to know whether the War 
Department will ask from Lord 
Wolseley an explanation, and request 
him to state whether he has given any 
person or persons in Ireland authority 
to say that he was prepared to lead 
them in civil war against this country ? 
Tt is a very serious matter if we have 
in our employment at the present time 
receiving pay, great rewards, and some- 
times entrusted with the execution of 
great military expeditions, a man who 
professes sentiments that amount to 
treason. We are told by the news- 
papers, and it was even stated by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Midlothian (Mr. Gladstone) yester- 
day or the day before, that the 
language used at Belfast was moderate 
language. I deny, Sir, that the 
language was moderate. The Duke of 
Abercorn, who presided, said that they 
wished to tell the English people 
what might occur under certain 
eventualities. What are those even- 
tualities? Perhaps it is to kick the 
Queen’s Crown into the Boyne, as some 
gentlemen said they would before the 
Disestablishment of the. Irish Church. 
That was a statement made by hon. 
Gentlemen, and endorsed by a right 
hon. Gentleman who now occupies a 
position in Her Majesty’s Government. 
It was endorsed, too, by the very gen- 
tlemen who were present at the Belfast 
Convention the other day, and it is the 
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sentiment that permeates the orgaunisa- 
tion they were representing the other 
day. I want to know, is Lord Wolseley 
to aid and assist those people in kick- 
ing the Queen’s Crown into the Boyne? 
There was even worse language used at 
the Convention. Mr. ‘Thomas St. Clair, 
a Justice of the Peace, said— 

“If it be ever set up (that is the power) in 
Dublin, we will simply ignore its existence; 
its Acts will be to us as waste paper ; its police 
will find their barracks pre-occupied by our 
constabulary ; its judges will sit in empty 
court houses ; the early efforts of its existence 
will be spent in devising means to deal with a 
passive resistance co-extensive with Ulster.” 


What is this passive resistance? If 
it means anything, it means resist- 
ance to the payment of taxes; and I 
wish to know whether Lord Wolseley 
will be on the side of the people who 
resist payment and opposed to those 
who enforce the law? Mr. Thomas 
Andrews, a man of great influence on 
their side, said— 

“If England and Scotland are determined 
to force us into civil war, on them let the re- 
sponsibility rest. Asa last resort we shall 
be poveese to defend ourselves, and we 
shall not be without allies.” 

Who are the “allies”? Is Lord 
Wolseley to be one of them? Is he to 
be engaged in civil war? If he is, this 
House ought to know. I think the 
Government ought to demand from him 
some explanation as to what his con- 
duct is likely to be under those eventu- 
alities. There were days when military 
commanders floated revolutions in this 
country; there were days when 
Puritan armies passed resolutions havy- 
ing for their object the coercion of 
Parliament ; and it may be possible that 
unless the intentions of this military 
tyrant be checked in time he may be 
found to be a second Cromwell, and 
enter this House, and tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, to ‘take away that bauble.” 
We have seen elsewhere the deplorable 
results of military combinations and’ 
revolution, from which this country has. 
long been free. While I wish it to re- 
main free from these treasonable com- 
pacts, I hold that Lord Wolseley should 
be asked what encouragement he gave 
the utterers of these statements affect- 
ing his credit in this country. This is 
not the first time these statements have: 
been made. They were made in 1886,. 
and they have remained uncontradicted 
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since. They are made now in greater 
force, and I want to know what assurance 
we are to get that there is no founda- 
tion for them in fact? Ido not wish 
to be severe on Lord Wolseley. He is 
a gallant Irishman, and I have fre- 
quently pointed to him as a splendid 
specimen of the Irish military com- 
mander. It does not matter to me 
whether a military commander comes 
from Tyrone or Tipperary, so long as 
his talents are engaged in the service 
of this country and used in the protec- 
tion of this Empire. I do not care from 
what part of Ireland he comes; pro- 
viding he is an Irishman I am always 
roud of him. Hence it is that I shall 
glad if Lord Wolseley is afforded an 
opportunity of clearing himself from the 
charge that must inevitably be made 
against him by all reasonable men. 
That is why I am anxious that some 
Representative of the War Office should 
have been in his place to-day to give 
an assurance in this House that Lord 
Wolseley repudiates all connection with 
the statements made concerning his 
character as a soldier and a citizen of 
this country. If those Members of the 
Government I am now addressing are 
not capable of giving me some satisfac- 
tion in this matter, I hope that before 
the close of the Debate the Secretary 
for War will be in his place, will be 
informed of what has taken place, and 
will make some statement that will 
relieve Lord Wolseley’s character from 
the stigma of rebellion which has been 
placed upon it. 


- Royal 


THe Disso“vrTion. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): We are now going to part en- 
tirely with control of the finances of 
the country, and before we do so I 
think we should obtain some clear and 
satisfactory assurance from the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury as to the exact date when the 
Dissolution is going to take place. I 
would also ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he has communicated 
with his colleagues in the other House 
the very strong opinion that was felt a 
few days ago, when the matter was 
discussed, as to the dilatory proceedings 
of the House of Lords? I observe that 
on the evening when the discussion 
took place here, the other House ad- 
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journed before dinner, and I think it is 
possible that they will adjourn at an 
earlier hour to-day—perhaps also to- 
morrow and Wednesday, and possibly 
Thursday and Friday—-than we are 
accustomed to adjourn at. I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he will 
not communicate with his colleagues 
and say that the Dissolution shall take 
place on Thursday or Friday of this 
week? As he is aware, our business 
will be entirely concluded on Thursday, 
and therefore it will be open to the 
right hon. Gentleman,and the Govern? 
ment to take proceedings to bring about 
the Dissolution and the issue of the 
new Writs for the next Parliament 
during the present week. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will, before 
this Bill is passed 


Assent. 








ROYAL ASSENT. 

Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners ;— 

The House went; 
turned ;— 

Mr. Speakek reported the Royal 
assent to,— 

1. Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1892. 


2. Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 
1892. 


3. Conveyancing 
Property Act, 1892. 

4. Roads and Bridges (Scotland) 
Amendment Act, 1892. 


5. Mortmain and Charitable Uses 
Act Amendment Act, 1892. 

6. Indian Councils Act, 1892. 

7. Charity Inquiries (Expenses) 
Act, 1892. 

8. Weights and Measures 
chase) Act, 1892. 

9. Sheriff Courts (Scotland) Ex- 
tracts Act, 1892. 

10. Statute Law Revision Act, 1892. 

11. High Court of Justiciary (Scot-- 
land) Act, 1892. 

12. Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, Amendment (Scotland) Act, 
1892. 

13. Electric Lighting Order Con- 
firmation (No. 1) Act, 1892. 

14. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Act, 1892, ’ 
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15. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 3) Act, 1892. 


16. Dublin Barracks Improvement 
Act, 1892. 

17. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 1 (Abbotsbury Railway, &c.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

18. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 2 (Brecon and Merthyr Tydfil 
Junction Railway, &c.) Order Confir- 

ation Act, 1892. 

19. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
8 (Cambrian Railway, &c.) Order Con- 
firmation Act, 1892. 

20. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 4 (Cleator and Workington Junc- 
tion Railway, &c.) Order Confirmation 
Act, 1892. 

21. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 5 (East London Railway, &c.) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 


22. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 6 (Festiniog Railway, &.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

23. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 7 (Furness Railway, &c.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

24. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 8 (Hull, Barnsley, and West 
Riding Junction Railway) Order Con- 
firmation Act, 1892. 

25. Railway Rates and Charges, 
No. 9 (Isle of Wight Railway, &c.) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 


26. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
10 (Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway, 
&c.) Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 

27. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
11 (London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway, &c.) Order Confirmation Act, 
1892. 

28. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
12 (Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln- 
shire Railway, &c.) Order Confirmation 
Act, 1892. 

29. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
13 (Metropolitan Railway, &.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

30. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
14 (Midland and South Western 
Junction Railway, &c.) Order Confir- 
mation Act, 1892. 

31. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
16 (North Eastern Railway Company, 
&c.) Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 
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32. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
16 (North London Railway) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

33. Railway Rates and Charges, No, 
17 (North Staffordshire Railway, c.) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 

34. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
18 (Taff Vale Railway, &c.) Order Con- 
firmation Act, 1892. 

35. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
19 (Caledonian Railway, &c.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

36. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
20 (Callander and Oban Railway) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1899. 

37. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
21 (City of Glasgow Union Railway) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 

38. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
22 (Glasgow and South Western Rail- 
way, &c.) Order Confirmation Act, 
1892. 

39. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
23 (Great North of Scotland Railway) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 

40. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
24 (Highland Railway) Order Confir- 
mation Act, i892. 

41. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
25 (North British Railway, &c.) Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

42. Railway Rates and Charges, No. 
26 (Athenry and Ennis Juziction Rail- 
way, &c.) Order Confirmation Act, 
1892. 

43. Milnathort Water Supply Con- 
fimation Act, 1892. 

44. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Act, 1892. 

45. Pier and Harbour Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Act, 1892. 

46. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation Act, 
1892. 

47. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Act, 1892. 

48. Local Government Board's Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 
Act, 1892. 

49. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 4.) 
Act, 1892, 

50. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 5) 
Act, 1892. 
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51. Bathgate Water Supply Con- 
firmation Act, 1892. 

52. Allotments Provisional Order 
Confirmation Act, 1892. 

53. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders Confirmation 
Act (No. 6) Act, 1892. 
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THe DissouvTion. 

(4.36.) Mr. LABOUCHERE: I 
only rose before in order to elicit some 
information from the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury. AsI have pointed out, the 
business here will be finished absolutely 
on Thursday, and with a little good- 
will on the part of the Lords the 
business in the Upper Chamber could 
also be finished by Thursday. The 
writs could then be issued on Friday, 
and delivered on Saturday to the 
constituencies. The election could 
also take place the week afterwards. 
Not only that, but the Saturday for 
which we are contending would be 
included in the permissible days upon 
which the polling could take place. I 
quite agree with the First Lord of the 
Treasury that there are places where, 
no doubt, Saturday would be an un- 
desirable day for the election. We 
never for one moment asserted that it 
would be a universally convenient day 
for the purpose. We merely said that 
in a certain number of places it is 
considered—whether rightly or wrongly 
—that Saturday is the most convenient 
day, and we only desired that the 
Saturday should be included in the 
days upon which the returning officer 
may order the poll to be taken. 
Under those circumstances I hope that 
the First Lord of the Treasury 
will re-consider the position he took up 
a day or two ago, and that after having 
communicated with his colleagues and 
the House of Lords we shall be in- 
formed that the Dissolution is to take 
place so that the polling may occur on 
the Saturday. 


Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I think 
the right hon. Gentleman would also 
do well tc complete the information 
which he gave the other day as to the 
work we are expected to do before we 
awe released. Certain measures were 
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to be , but there were others with 

to which the First Lord of the 
Treasury said nothing definite. It is 
very inconvenient for Members who 


are interested in the measures about 
which there is no certainty to come 


here when perhaps they are wanted 
elsewhere. ere is the Archdeaconry 
of Cornwall Bill. The right hon. 


Gentleman knows very well that there 
is no desire for it except on the part of 
certain interested individuals, and that 
there isa good deal of public opposition 
to it. I think, therefore, he might say 
whether that Bill is to be pushed on 
under present circumstances. There is 
another matter I should like to refer to, 
and that is the continual interference 
by Peers of the Realm in the elections 
of Members of this House, which has 
been ruled in this House to be ex- 
tremely improper. I know that we 
have no control over the House of 
Peers, but I do not think it should be 
allowed. It is scarcely courteous to this 
House for noblemen who occupy high 
positions to set at defiance the privileges 
of this House. I hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman will set my mind and 
the minds of others at rest in regard 
to this matter, and that he will also 
say that the Archdeaconry of Cornwall 
Bill shall be withdrawn. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Stockport) : 
I wish to make one remark with 
reference to the day of the Dissolution. 
It is clear that whatever days are fixed 
certain other days must be excluded. 
Hon. Members are desirous of including 
Saturday and Monday among the days 
to be selected ; but if reference is made 
to the election of 1866 it will be 
found that the larger number of the 
elections took place on the Tuesday, 
Wednesday, Thursday and to some 
extent on Friday. Therefore the 
Government would not do wisely in 
excluding those days for the other two 
days. I think the two most incon- 
venient days all round, owing to the 
disfranchisement which takes place on 
them, are the Saturday and the Mon- 
day, and I hope that in the interests of 
Democratic principles the Government 
will take care that Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, Thursday and Friday are not 
excluded, but that the elections shall 
take place on those days. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Man- 
ehester, E.): I do not propose to 
follow’ my hon. Friend into the 
discussion which we went into last 
Thursday upon this question. I rise to 
answer the questions of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leicester (Mr. Picton) withregard 
to the Archdeaconry of Cornwall Bill. 
I desired to see that Bill passed into 
law; but I am aware that there is 
opposition to it in the House, and that 
one result of dealing with it would be 
to keep Gentlemen here at a time when, 
in the ordinary course, they would 
probably be occupying themselves in 
another, if not more agreeable, fashion. 
Under those circumstances, I shall not 
endeavour to proceed with it. In re- 
gard to what has been said as to the 
action of Members of the House of 
Lords, I have always understood that 
the mode in which the rule has 
hitherto been applied is that no peer 
shall speak in favour of a candidate 
after the writ for the election has been 
issued. I am not a legal authority, 
but that is the view I have always 
heard taken in this House. I do not 
think there is any justification for 
entering into a conflict with the House 
of Lords as to the precise line of 
demarcation on one side of which it 
should be legitimate for a peer to 
speak in a constituency at an election, 
while on the other side it would be 
illegitimate for him to doso. I have 
no doubt my coMeagues in the House 
of Lords have made themselves 
acquainted with what passed in this 
House the other night, and that they 
know there is a desire to close the 
business of the Session as soon as pos- 
sible. It must, however,. be recol- 
lected that when this House sends up 
not only many Bills, but important 
Bills, to the House of Lords at the end 
of the Session, it is not fair to ask 
the House of Lords to do what we 
would not do in this House—namely, 
suspend the Standing Orders, so that 
they may take all the stages of those 
Bills on the same day. That is a pro- 
ceeding which the House of Commons 
is prepared to take with reference to 
minor and uncontroversial Bills; but 
that course could not possibly be taken, 
either in the House of Lords or in this 
House, in respect of measures about 
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which a considerable difference of 
opinion may exist. Have we an 
right, for instance, to expect that 
the successive stages of the Education 
Bill should be got rid of by the House 
of Lords in one day? It would be a 
proceeding which would be contrary not 
only to their practice, but contrary 
to our practice as well. There is 
this further point to bear in mind. 
One of the most important Bills is the 
Small Holdings Bill. It is possible 
that some discussion may be necessary 
on the Amendments passed by the 
House of Lords with reference to that 
Bill. Personally, I should deplore that 
result, but it is a contingency that 
may arise. For these reasons, I do 
not think that anything has occurred 
which should lead me to depart from 
the position previously taken up, and 
which rendered it absolutely impos- 
sible that the Council for the Proroga- 
tion could be held earlier than next 
week. 

*(4.48.) Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): Before we part from 
the question, I think it is due to the 
House, according to precedent, that 
the Government should state the date 
upon which they intend to prorogue 
and te dissolve. When we were in 
precisely similar circumstances last 
time, my right hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Derby, who then represented 
the Government, was called upon by 
the present President of the Board of 
Trade to state to the House the dates 
of Prorogation and Dissolution. My 
right hon. Friend at once complied 
with the request, and I think he told 
the House that it would be prorogued 
on the Friday and dissolved on the 
Saturday. I do not wish to re- 
open the question about the Satur- 
day. The hon. Member for Stock- 
port thought that Monday would 
not be a convenient day for the 
working classes. I will only say that, 
in my opinion, Monday would be a con- 
venient day for polling in many places 
outside London. Strong arguments 
may be used for and against Saturday, 
but that Monday would be a most con- 
venient day there cannot be the shadow 
of a doubt. I will not pursue that 

uestion further. I will only point out 
that on the last occasion the Third 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill took 
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place on the Monday, as it will take 
place to-night. The Indian Budget 
was then brought in, as it will be on 
this occasion, and at the close of the 
Session the House adjourned until 
the Thursday in order to wait for the 
Bills from the House of Lords. The 
House of Lords then had the Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, as 
they will now have. The Bills were 
brought back on the Thursday, Parlia- 
ment was prorogued on the Friday, and 
the Dissolution took place on the 
Saturday. I would further point out 
that there are no important Bills now 
on the Paper—every important Bill 
having gone to the other House. 
‘There is no necessity then for the 
House of Lords to suspend their 
Standing Orders, because all the im- 
portant Bills were there last week. I 
would therefore now ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury to state the date of the Dissolu- 
tion. Will it be Tuesday, the 28th, 
Wednesday, the 29th, or Thursday, the 
30th? I think we should know the 
date before this Bill is allowed to be 
read a third time. 

(4.52.) Mr. BALFOUR: I have 
refrained from fixing absolutely, within 
twelve hours, the date on which the 
Dissolution should take place; but 
as the right hon. Gentleman has made 
an appeal to me, I do not think that I 
should be justified in resisting it. I 
will say, therefore, that the Council for 
the Prorogation and Dissolution will 
be held on the first day on which, I 
think, we can clearly look forward to 
having completed all the business which 
is before us, and that would be Tuesday, 
the 28th. 

Mr. FOWLER: Dissolution on the 
Tuesday? 

Mr. BALFOUR: Yes. 


PARLIAMENTARY REPORTING. 
(4.54.) Mr. MORTON § (Peter- 
borough): The right hon. Gentleman 
said just now something about the 


House of Lords requiring time to con-‘ 


sider the Bills sent up to it from this 
House. That may be so, but it should 
be remembered that he asked this 
House to go through Supply without 
— consideration in order that the 

issolution might take place this week. 
I now want to ask the right hon. 
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Gentleman a question as to the appoint- 
ment of the Ceuteaiiies with salastnds 
to the Reports of the Parliamentary 
Debates. Early in this Session as a 
matter of urgency, on the Vote on 
Account, I brought before this House 
the question of the contract for the ~ 
reporting of the Parliamentary Debates, 
and we were then promised that a 
Committee should be appointed to 
consider it as soon as_ possible. 
I do not know why that Committee was 
not — till just before the Whit- 
suntide Recess, or why the Committee 
itself was not called together till the 
10th of this month. When I called 
attention to the question I referred to 
the conditions of the present contract, 
and I then said that a month’s 
notice was required to put an end to 
it previous to the end of the Session. 
What I want to call the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman to is 
this—that by putting off the appoint- 
ment of the Committee and the 
meeting of the Committee, he has 
practically prevented anything being 
done this Session. The Committee 
were not called together until it was 
too late to give the notice required to 
terminate the contract, if it was so 
desired. I want to know why he put 
off the appointment of the Committee 
and the calling together the Committee 
until it was too late to do anything— 
thus making a farce of the whole busi- 
ness? Ido not know whether theright 
hon. Gentleman knows anything about 
the matter or not; but atany rate he is 
responsible for what has happened. As 
the matter now stands we have been 
done out of the opportunity of consider- 
ing it and of being in a position to 
terminate the contract if the House 
or the Government thought fit to do it. 
All sorts of rumours are about of 
friends of the Government being con- 
nected with the contract, and that 
therefore they are not willing to do 
anything to upset it. What value there 
is in these remarks I do not know— 
they are only rumours; but I should be 
inclined to think there is something in 
them. Asa matterof fact, some validity 
has been given to these rumours by the 
manner in which the Government have 
treated this matter. Everyone knows 
who has looked into the matter that 
there is a general opinion with regard 
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to the present system. I do not wish 
to say one word against the present 
contractors for the reporting, because 
for the price at which the work is 
being done it is impossible for Parlia- 
ment to have the work done properly. 
There is, however, an opinion pre- 
valent that some alteration should 
be made. Some of us think, as I 
think myself, that the money now 
being spent upon it—£2,000 or what- 
ever it is—will be absolutely wasted, 
because the Times weekly reports 
are quite as good as Reuter’s reports. 
I have nothing more to say on the 
subject, but I must ask the right hon. 
Gentleman for some explanation why 
the Committee was not called to- 
gether until it was too late, under 
the terms of the contract, to do any- 
thing. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read the third time, and passed. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL.—(No. 406.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Clauses, 1 to 3 agreed to. 

Clause 4. 

On Motion of The CHAnceLitor of 
the , Excnequer (Mr. GoscHen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square), the follow- 
ing Amendment was agreed to :—Page 2, 
line 9, leave out “ thirteen,” and insert 
“twelve.” 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 5 to 7 agreed to. 

Clause 8. 

Amendment proposed, in page 4, 
line 17, leave out Sub-section (3). 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 

Schedule agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL.—(No. 418.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill, as amended, considered. 

Mr. LEA (Londonderry, §.): I 

should like to ask the hon. and learned 
. Gentleman the Attorney General 


Mr. Morton 
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whether the Irish Sunday Closing Act. 
is continued under the Bill? The 
exemption of certain towns under this 
Act has been renewed year after year 
now for ten years, and I hope that the 
next Parliament will find time to deal 
with the matter once for all. 


Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir - 


Ricnarp WessteER, Isle of Wight): I 
have not had time to consult with my 
right hon. and learned Friend the 
Attorney General for Ireland on this 
point; but, speaking from memory, I 
have no doubt that the Act referred to 
is continued under this Act. 

Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1882) AMENDMENT BILL. 
(No. 405.) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill, as amended, considered. 

On Motion of Sir Jonn Lvuppock 
(London University), the following 
Amendment was agreed to :— 

“ That the word ‘ Ireland ’ be inserted in the 
title of the Bill.” 

Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with an amended Title. 


MOTION. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY STATEMENT). 


Tae CIVIL LORD or tae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Asean - BARTLETT, 
Sheffield, Ecclesall): I may say in 
explanation of this additional Estimate 
that it is an earnest of the desire of the 
Government to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee as 
to Greenwich age pensions. It will 
be within the recollection of the House 
that a Select Committee was appointed 
to inquire into the claims of those 
naval pensioners, above fifty-five years 
of age, who are not in the enjoyment 
of age pensions, to such pensions, and, 
after a careful examination, the Com- 
mittee reported favourably to the 
claims of the naval pensioners. And, 
Sir, that Committee indicated two 
principal ways in which the sum 
requisite to carry out their reeommen- 
dations might be provided. The first. 
of these was an extra grant to be paid 
out of naval funds to the Greenwich 
funds for the use of the Greenwich 





._ = 


_ ee eet oe Url em ae a 


. ant 


~~ FeO Aw et Oo 











1581 East India 


Hospital buiidings as a Royal Naval 
College ; and the second was to re-grant 
to the Greenwich funds the sum of 
£16,000 a year, which was paid out of 
the Consolidated Fund, under Act of 
Parliament, from 1834 to 1869. This 
second question is now under the 
consideration of the Admiralty and 
Treasury ; but, inasmuch as it necessi- 
tates a special Act of Parliament, it is 
impossible at this period of the present 
Session to carry it into effect. Well, 
Sir, as I have already said, this present 
sum of £5,000 is an earnest of the wish 
of the Government to carry out one of 
the recommendations of the Committee. 
It will be granted at once, and it will 
enable the Admiralty to give 600 addi- 
tional pensions, which, together with 
400 glready granted this year, will 
make a total of 1,000 extra pensions 
granted during 1892. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That the Supplementary Statement of the 
estimated additional Income and Expenditure 
of Greenwich Hospital for the year ending 
the 3lst day of March, 1893, beyond the 
Amounts included in the Statement alread 
approved by Resolution of the House of 
Commons, dated the 14th day of June, 1892 
(Parliamentary Paper, No. of Session 
1892), prepared in pursuance of Act 48 and 
49 Vic., c. 42, be approved.”—(Mr. Ashmead- 
Bartlett.) 


Motion agreed to. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS, 
COMMITTEE. 

Order for Committee read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 

*Sir ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.): I hope, Sir, that the in- 
terest which is felt by this House and 
by the country at large in the affairs 
of our greatest Dependency will not be 
measured in the opinion of our fellow- 
subjects therein either by the num- 
ber of Members who are present 
or are likely to be present during this 
Debate, or by the period of the Session 
at which the Indian Budget is now 
usually introduced. In every Session 
of the Parliament that is now drawing 
to a close, I, and many other Members 
interested in Indian affairs, have pro- 
tested against the postponement of 


{20 June, 1892} 
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this Debate until such a late period. 
It must, however, be admit that 
there is some reason for this Debate 
being fixed so near the end of the 
present Session, because the circum- 
stances of this year are altogether 
exceptional. It will be remembered 
that the wisdom of this very House, 
now nearing its Dissolution, ordained 
only last year a return to our ancient 
procedure, which allows a general dis- 
cussion on Indian affairs on the Motion 
that you, Mr. Speaker, should leave the 
Chair. Since that alteration in our 
procedure I have visited nearly every 
province of the Indian Empire, and I 
can assure hon. Members that the 
change has given the liveliest satisfac- 
tion to every section of the Indian 
community—native as well as European 
official as well as non-official—and it is: 
regarded as a proof that there is a 
determination on the part of the House 
of Commons to exercise at least once a 
year some controlling influence over 
the affairs of India. Sir, I desire on 
this occasion to take advantage of this 


¥ | alteration in our procedure to submit. 


to this House a statement, as brief as. 
I can make it, of some of the grievances 
of the Indian Uncovenanted Civil Ser- 
vants in that country. In bringing 
this subject forward it is especially 
desired by every one, I think, for whom 
I speak to-night that it should be made 
quite clear that it is in no spirit of 
hostility to the Indian Government, 
still less with a desire to throw the 
blame on any particular persons or 
authorities, either here or in India. 
The grievances to whieh I allude have 
grown up during a very long number 
of years. And, Sir, these Uncovenanted 
Civil Servants, for whom I speak, are 
fully aware that when I was in 
Calcutta last winter I received from 
Lord Lansdowne, the present Viceroy, 
a most patient hearing of every particular 
connected with their grievances, and 
the Service, therefore, are assured 
that they will find in Lord Lans- 
downe a most sympathetic judge of 
the merits of their case. The Uncove- 
nanted Civil Servants are also aware 
that they owe to the Secretary of 
State for India, through the motion of 
my right hon. Friend the present 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
who was then Under Secretary of 
State for India, the Select Committee 
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of this House, to whose Report I wish 
to draw attention, and from whose 
inquiries they have obtained the only 
as of their grievances that they have 
ever yet received. The Uncovenanted 
Civil Service feel that, from the Report 
of that Select Committee, if carried out 
in a spirit of reasonable liberality, they 
ean obtain all that is necessary to 
content them. Sir, they are quite 
aware that the Secretary of State for 
India regards himself—and very rightly 
so—the natural guardian of the Indian 
taxpayers. My hon. Friend the Under 
Secretary of State for India, to whom I 
appeal to give this statement his 
favourable consideration, will doubtless 
tell us that the taxpayers must be con- 
sidered first of aH. Sir, those for 
whom I speak entirely agree with and 
support that position, but they desire 
to point out that the alterations they 
ask for would certainly not be very 
costly. Moreover, what they demand 
from the Government of India is not 
generosity but justice, and they main- 
tain that native public opinion in 
India, equally with English public 
opinion there and here, will commend 
the resolution that renders that 
justice. I shall not attempt to go into 
any detail to-night with regard to these 
grievances, because various detailed 
statements in regard to them have 
already been submitted to Her Majesty's 
Government, to His Excellency the 
Viceroy, and to hon. Members of this 
House. But I do desire to be per- 
mitted to advert very briefly to one or 
two points of the Report of the Select 
Committee that sat in 1890, and to the 
evidence upon which that Report was 
framed, and to the steps that have sub- 
sequently been taken by the Govern- 
ment of India thereupon. The inquiry 
before that Select Committee was dis- 
tinctly and avowedly of the nature 
of an arbitration, and that it was so 
accepted by the Secretary of State is 
shown by the Despatch of 28th August, 
1890, paragraph 4, which says :— 





“Your Excellency . . . preferred that 
the grievances of the officers should be investi- 
ted by a Select Committee of the House of 
mmons; and in eompliance with your 
opinion, Her Majesty's Government consented 
to its nomination. Although, therefore, the 
recommendation of the Committee would 
impose on the revenues of India a heavier 
«charge than I had intended, I do not think 


Sir Roper Lethbridge 


{COMMONS, 








Revenue Accounts. 1584 
that it will be right to hesitate in its accept- 
ance,” 


And I, Sir, do not think it would be 
right for the Secretary of State for 
India to object to the ruling of 
this Select Committee. That disposes 
of the argument—an argument 
which I feel sure no hon. Member 
will countenance—that the recommen- 
dations of the Select Committee will be 
shelved by the Administration of India, 
and may be disregarded. I do not 
think that argument will be used, but 
I desire to anticipate it by quoting the 
language of the Secretary of State him- 
self. Now, the reference that was 
agreed upon between the India Office 
and those who represented the Un- 
covenanted Civil Servants is given by 
the Secretary of State for India im the 
same Despatch, and included an inquiry 
into— 

“The alleged grievances of the Uncoven- 
anted Civil Servants of India arising from the 
change in the relative value of gold and silver 
money, and their leave and pension rules,” 

It will be therefore seen that nothing 
relating to the leaveand pension rules of 
the Indian Uncovenanted Service was 
outside the scope of this reference. The 
Report of the Select Committee was 
couched in the broadest and most 
general—and I may add liberal—terms. 
It practically declared that the alleged 
grievances, or some of them, were 
established, and that reform and re- 
dress were required. In one particular 
case, that of the ‘“‘ one-and-ninepenny 
rupee,” it specified the exact amount 
of the redress that should be accorded. 
But in addition to that I find it recom- 
mends to the consideration of the 
Indian Government and the Secretary 
of State for India these points :—First, 
a general re-adjustment of the pen- 
sions ; secondly, a ‘“‘ uniform scheme” 
for pensions and furloughs—to do away, 
as I take it, with the invidious differ- 
ences of treatment that have caused so 
much heartburning between the various 
Departments in India ; and, thirdly, the 
Committee asked the consideration of 
the Secretary of State in Council to “the 
obstaeles in taking furlough arising 
from the insufficiency of the present 
furlough pay,” and they added “ that 
some period of furlough should in all 
cases count as service for pension.” 
There was one other recommendation, 
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ona minute and infinitesimal point— 


namely, that ‘pensionable service 
shoul commence at the age of 
twenty,” but as that has been granted 
by the Secretary of State, and 
as it is a matter of very small 
moment, I need not dwell upon it. 
But how have these further recom- 
mendations been dealt with by 
the Government of India? All 
the recommendations were practi- 
cally put aside; every detail that was 
left to the Government of India was 
put aside, and the only concessions 
made were simply the two points on 
which the Committee gave definite and 
specific instructions. I do not wish, and 
those for whom I am speaking do not 
wish, to minimise the value of the two 
concessions that have been made—they 
are concessions of considerable im- 
were but it should be remem- 

red that what they did ask is that 
all payments for pensions, sick leave, or 
furlough allowances should be paid at 
the rate of 2s.totherupee. They pointed 
out that many of the officers possess 
this by legal right, because they 
happened to have from the Secretary of 
State a written agreement, and where 
they have this litera scripta it is im- 
— for anyone to go behind it. The 
atter, more or less universally, get the 
2s. payment ; the Government is bound 
to grant it. It was legally deeided that 
certain officers were under the wording 
of their contract entitled to the 2s. in 
payment of their furlough allowances, 
and the very same words which made 
this legal claim are used on the con- 
tracts with respect to pensions and 
leave allowances. The Select Com- 
mittee went very fully into this point, 
and took the evidence of everyone who 
could speak with any authority on 
the matter. Not only did they take 
the evidence of the officers, but they 
had a statement from the right hon. 
Gentleman who was then Under Secre- 
tary for India and was the Chairman 
of the Select Committee (Sir John 
Gorst), and they also heard the evi- 
dence of Mr. Waterfield, the able 
aay of the India Office. They 
ultimately said, ‘We advise a com- 
promise. We do not advise that the 
full sum of 2s. should be given in pen- 
sions, but that a sum of 1s. 9d. should 
be given.” That compromise, so far as 


{20 Junz, 1899} 
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pensions were concerned, was loyally 
accepted, so far as I know, by every 
officer throughout the Service. They 
said, “‘ We cannot expect to get every- 
thing we had hoped for, and we will 
accept 1s. 9d.” But they expected 
that something of the same kind would 
be done in the matter of furlough 
allowances. This was one ccncession 
out of a large number. I now come 
to another one, which I believe it was 
the intention of the Select Committee 
and of the Government to grant, but 
owing to some extraordinary mistake 
it has not been granted. I referto the 
reduction of the term of pensionable 
service—a service that is compulsory 
on these officers in that terrible climate 
—from thirty years to twenty-five. I 
will, with the permission of the House, 
quote one or two statements made by 
officers to the Select Committee. I 
find from the Report of that Committee 
that many witnesses declared that the 
attempt to put in a service of thirty 
years “imperilled the health and 
sometimes the lives ’’ of many officers. 
Mr. Hynes said— 

“A great many of us never live to complete 
thirty years, and die in the country.” 
Mr. Carnac, one of the highest officers 
in the Financial Department in India, 
said— 

“ As an officer of the Financial Department 
I ean say safely that very few non-domiciled 
Europeans ever live to take their thirty years’ 
superannuation pension, They either die or 
they are sent home on invalid pensions; in 
fact they do not get out of India unt their 
health is broken down.” 


I will not quote the evidence of any 
more officers, though a number of them 
gave evidence to the same effect. But 
what did Mr. Waterfield, speaking for 
the India Office, say? I will take 
three extracts from the Report— 


“ (Question 2,230)— Has not the Government 
of India repeatedly represented to the Secre- 
tary of State that a service of thirty years in 
the Indian climate is too great a strain upon 
a European ? 

Mr. Waterfield, for the India Office: Yes. 

(Question 2,303) — Has it not come re- 

ly under your observation that officers 

ave not been able to afford to take furlough 

on account of leave not counting towards pen- 
sion ; it must have done so, must it not ? 

Mr. Waterfield: I have no doubt it is so, 

(Question 2,307)—Did they [the Furlough 
Committee of the Government of India] not 
suggest that of th. periods qualifying for 
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ory one-tenth ‘should be spent on fur- 
. Waterfield: Yes.” 


The result was that the Select Com- 
mittee of this House recommended first 
of all the general readjustment of pen- 
sions, which would allow absence on 
furlough to count as service for pension, 
a readjustment in which no distinction 
should be made in furlough and pension 
rules between Europeans and natives, 
and therefore of course none between the 
various Departments. I believe, and 
my hon. Friend (Mr. Curzon) will 
correct me if I am wrong, that the 
Government of India intended to grant 
this most reasonable and most mode- 
rate concession, and to cut down this 
inordinate term of service from thirty 
years to the more reasonable term of 
twenty-five years. It seems to me 
clear that the Government of India 
itself contemplated this reduction, for 
we have their communication of the 
17th December, 1890, to the Secre- 
tary of State, who had proposed, 
and the Indian Government had 
accepted, a concession of consider- 
able value. That concession was 
that one year’s leave with allowances 
in fifteen years’ service, and two years 
in twenty-five years’ service, shall be 
allowed to count as service for pension, 
provided that such leave is taken out 
of India. There is not one word in 
these orders about thirty years’ service, 
and yet it is a fact that these unfor- 
tunate men have to serve for thirty 
years in India, except for the two 
oem they may take on furlough at 
ome. But there is another subject 
which is of even greater importance to 
the uncovenanted officers—I refer to the 
claim for improved furlough allowances 
all along the line. They ask for a 
levelling-up of the rules as to amount 
of furlough permissible, to the standard 
of those enjoyed by the most favoured 
branches of the Public Works and 
Telegraph Departments. A minimum 
furlough allowance, for the benefit of 
the least highly paid officers ; and more 
liberal furlough pay, in sterling. I 
will here again quote one or two state- 
ments given in evidence before the 
Select Committee. Practically every 


witness examined of those on active 
service bitterly complained of the 
present state of furlough rules, and 


Sir Roper Lethbridge 
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said it is virtually impossible to take 
that leave which is absolutely n 
for every European living in India, 
whether it be for the sake of body or 
mind. I will quote one answer of Mr. 
de Brath, a gentleman of considerable 
position in the Service. He said— 
“In the first furlough I took, my leave 
allowances after six years’ service were 
actually insufficient to pay my mere passage 
out home.” 


That means to say that the furlough 
allowances are insufficient to pay a 
man’s passage out and home, to say 
nothing of the necessary expenses of 
his wife and family. But the real 
complaint goes far beyond that. Mr. 
Carnac on the same subject says— 


“The rules do not give us enough leave to 
keep our health.” 


Mr. Hutchinson, a gentleman who holds 
a position of some importance and who 
is well known to some Members of 
this House, also gave evidence, and he 
is reported to have said— 

“ The result in my own personal case is that 
I have had eighteen years’ actua! Indian ser- 
vice, and have not been able to take a single 
day furlough.”—“ Because of the low rate of 
— pay to which you are entitled ?”— 

es. 


Mr. Davidson, another well-known 
officer, said :— 
“ T complain that I have been kept out in India 


a number of years, because I could not afford 
to come home.” 


Every member of the Service who 
isnow on active service, and was ex- 
amined before the Select Committee, 
gave evidence of this character, and at 
last the Chairman of the Committee, 
who is now the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (Sir John Gorst), when the ques- 
tion kept cropping up, and when wit- 
nesses persisted in giving evidence 
of the intolerable hardships of these 
absurd furlough rules, said—and I 
should like the House to listen very 
carefully to his words— 

“ T think you need hardly give evidence of 

that kind to the Committee ; it is quite clear 
that if the furlough pay is se bad, men will not 
take leave.” 
I would also ask attention to what 
Mr. Waterfield, the Financial Secretary 
tothe India Office, said on the same 
subject. In answer to Question 2,305 
he is reported to have said that— 
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“ The F Committee of the Govern- 
mont of India of 1868 had reported that ‘it was 
for the benefit of the Public Service that offi- 


pecially Europeans, should be encou- 
pee take : moderate amount of leave,’ and 
that ‘the present rule is strongly prohibitive 
of their doing so.’ ” 
These statements were surely enough 
tomake the whole of the Service feel cer- 
tain that they would obtain that con- 
sideration to which they thought they 
were entitled ; and when the Report of 
the Select Committee appeared it re- 
commended to theconsideration of the 
Secretary of State for India in the 
strongest terms that the obstacles to 
taking furlough arose from the insuffi- 
ciency of the present furlough pay, 
and the Committee strongly re- 
commended the matter to the 
consideration of the Secretary of 
State. I think this House ought to 
give an ear to the representations of 
their fellow-countrymen, who, in one 
of the most fearful climates in the 
world, have suffered for so many years 
under this system. I hope the House 
will give ear to their representations, and 
I do appeal most strongly to the Under 
Secretary to utter at least one word 
which will give encouragement to our 
Civil servants on this matter. There is 
one other point which may seem a 
small matter, but it is of considerable 
importance to a large number of those 
who are at the head of the Service. It 
is a point, moreover, in which the 
honour and good faith of the British 
Government is involved, because many 
of the officers were led to expect that 
their pension would be £500 a year, and 
not merely five thousand rupees. The 
difference is small; it is only some- 
thing like £80 a year, or a little more. 
But I gather from a large number of 
these officers with whom I have spoken 
that it is a matter of the greatest im- 
portance to many of them who have 
large families to maintain and to start 
in life ; and that whether they shall 
come home on a little more than £400 
@ year or £500 means, I will not say 
whether they shall live in poverty or 
comfort; but it does mean whether they 
shall be able to place their children 
properly or the reverse. I will again 
ask the permission of the House to 
one from the Report of the Select 

ommittee :— 
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Mr. Rowe’s evidence, Questions 635-653 :— 

* £500 I was told I should receive, and £500 
I expected to get.” 

Mr. Hyne’s evidence, Question 242 :— 

“T was certainly under the impression that 
when I earned the maximum pension, I should 
get £500, and not £350 or £354, of whatever 
the rate [of exchange for Rs. 5,000] maybe.” 
The £350 to which Mr. Hynes referred 
was the ordinary market rate of ex- 
change, but the concession that has 
already been made has transformed 
that £350 into something a little over 
£400. What I now ask is that full 
justice should be done, and I ask that 
because these men were evidently led 
to believe that their pension would be 
£500, and would not be dependent on 
the value of the rupee. It is not 
denied that the full sum was contem- 
plated by the India Office, and it is 
clear from the evidence of Mr. Water- 
field, the one gentleman in England 
who is absolutely acquainted with all 
the details of this sehhest, that it was 
contemplated. Here is what he said— 

“ (Question 2,215): In fact, we may take it 
that, up to 1871, neither party (neither Go- 
vernment nor officers} contemplated the fall 
in exchange which has taken place ? 

Mr. Waterfield (for the India Office): Cer- 
tainly. 

(Question 2,216): And that, if the £500 
were paid, it would be no more than the people 
at that time contemplated ? 

Mr. Waterfield : That, I have no doubt, is 
correct. It is what was contemplated.” 


That admission was honourably and 
cheerfully made, and I am persuaded 
that the Government of India will not 
further resist such a just claim; and 
with that I will leave the question of 
the grievances of the uncovenanted 
Civil Servants of India. I should like 
now to advert to another matter arising 
mainly out of my recent travels in 
India, where I have visited every part 
of the country, and have endeavoured 
to make myself acquainted with the 
condition of affairs. There was, as the 
House is aware, a threatened scarcity 
which has not yet been altogether 
averted; but the last reports are that the 
monsoon has broken on the West Coa: ¢ 
and over the whole of the South o: 
India, and to some extent over Ben- 
gal, and that the grave danger of 
a terrible famine is by God’s merey 
over for the present year. I have 
visited every part of the famine dis- 
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tricts, and Isay that the very greatest 
credit is due to the. administrative 
officers there for the precautions they 
have taken. I have seen, in districts 
which this House knows are the worst 
districts for health in all India—I have 
seen the Government officers under the 
burning sun carefully investigating the 
circumstances of ail cases, and provid- 
ing for any possible development of the 
famine. I have seen them at this work 
day by day, wanting only a word of 
approval from those at home, and I 
think this House will not be slow to 
speak that word. I think every credit 
should be given to the heads of the 
Government for the loyal support they 
have given to their administrative 
officers both in Bombay and Madras— 
both by Lord Harris and by Lord 
Wenlock—for the energy and foresight 
they have displayed, and for the loyal 
assistance they have given to the dis- 
trict officers. Their wisdom and care 
has been rewarded ; but I fear that in 
Behar, the upper part of the great 
Province of Bengal, once so ably ad- 
ministered by the hon. Baronet (Sir R. 
Temple), the danger of famine is not 
yet over. The rains have not yet set 
in, as we hoped, and I must say that I 
do not think that the action of the Go- 
vernment there is to be applauded 
to the same extent as in Bombay and 
Madras. The Government of Bengal— 
actuated, I am sure, by the best 
motives, and desiring mainly to increase 
the revenue from taxation of land, and 
thereby, of course, to lighten the 
burdens of the people—have de- 
termined, notwithstanding the scarcity 
that has prevailed and the dan- 
ger that still. exists of famine, to 
press on the Cadastral Survey of 
Bengal, from which they hope to 
obtain a larger revenue from the land. 
I have talked on this subject with almost 
every person in Calcutta who is well 
qualified to form an opinion, and every- 
one expresses dissent from the action 
of the Government of Bengal. There 
is no doubt that this measure in its 
execution will produce terrible extor- 
tion and terrible oppression, because it 
must be largely -carried on by men 
who are foreign to the country—more 
foreign than we are ourselves. It will, 





I fear, produce endless litigation, and 
will bring about bitter friction between 
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landlord and tenant. I hope the 
Government will suggest to thé 
Government of Bengal that, at any 
rate for the present, considering the 
scarcity and distress, they should 
postpone this measure. I can assure 
the Government from what I hear that 
this measure will be resisted with 
the utmost determination not only by 
the Zemindars, not only by the land- 
lords and the planters, not only by the 
merchants and bankers of Calcutta, 
but also by the ryots and the occupying 
tenants throughout the whole of the 
province. I hope the Government. 
will see their way to offer some sugges- 
tion to the Government of Bengal in 
this respect. There is one other point 
on which I should like to say a few 
words. I spent a considerable portion 
of last winter in the feudatory estates 
of Hyderabad and Mysore, and I had 
also the pleasure of meeting that dis- 
tinguished Prince who has now come 
to England, His Highness the Maharajah 
Gaekwar of Baroda. I hope the visit of 
that illustrious Prince to this country 
will be taken advantage of by the 
Government to make some definite 
advance in the liberality of the policy 
with which they will deal with the 
feudatory States. I wish to bear my 
testimony, especially to the state of 
affairs in Mysore. I travelled through 
that province into its remotest districts, 
and I can assure the House that the 
administration of that province and 
the care with which the interests of the 
people are looked after will compare not 
unfavourably with the administration in 
the best portions of our own territory. 
The same thing holds good in Baroda 
and Hyderabad. The concession made 
in regard to the rendition of the 
Kingdom of Mysore to His Highness 
the Maharajah some years ago 
has turned out a most marvellous 
success ; it has shown us how native 
statesmen and politicians, possessing 
fully the sympathy of those whom they 
rule, and possessing also the enlighten- 
ment and knowledge which Western 
education has given them, are as well 
qualified as any people in the world to 
administer Native States in India. I 
would say that that precedent-—which 
also was followed when the fort of 
Gwalior was restored to the Maharajah 
Scindia of Gwalior, which created 
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a favourable impression throughout 
India—might enable us to carry out 
some similar recognition with regard 
to the rendition of the Berars to His 
Highness the Nizam of the Deccan, to 
which we have long been pledged. I 
have travelled through the famine 
districts of Hyderabad, and I must say 
that the famine administration was as 
merciful, as careful, and as sufficient 
as either in Mysore or British territory. 
That is a fact upon which those 
interested in India may fairly con- 
gratulate the administrators of India. 
They may fairly congratulate our fellow- 
countrymen in India also, who have 
raised up such a class of statesmen 
amongst the natives of India as those to 
whom I have been referring. I hope 
the present opportunity of the visit of 
the Maharajah Gaekwar may be 
taken to make some advance, and 
[I am quite sure in doing that the 
Government will not only be bene- 
fiting the people of the States con- 
cerned, but conferring a lasting 
benefit on the Empire. I thank 
the House for its patient hearing, 
and express a respectful hope that my 
remarks, especially on the grievances 
ofthe uncovenanted civilians, may come 
home to the mind of my hon. Friend, 
who so ably fills the position of Urder 
Secretary of State for India, and that 
they may elicit from him some 
favourable statement with regard to 
the intentions of the Government 
which will introduce into official life in 
India a joy and content to which it has 
long been a stranger. 

*(6.5.) THe UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Curzon, 
Lancashire, Southport): I confess, 
Sir, I think it is somewhat unfortunate 
that the practice of raising a general 
discussion on the Motion that you do 
leave the Chair, to which we reverted 
last year, should be made the occasion 
for the delivery of speeches on a great 
variety of subjects which, in my opinion, 
would be more properly raised after the 
Budget has been introduced. 

Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE: We 
are not allowed to do it afterwards. 

*Mr. CURZON : Debates on one par- 
ticular subject may more appropriately 
beraised, aslast year. I shall, therefore, 
now confine myself to the case of the 
Uncovenanted Service, which my hon. 
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Friend dealt with in the opening 
parts of his speech. I must acknow- 
ledge the clearness and the sympathetic 
tone of that speech, and I am also in- 
debted to my hon. Friend for the 
courtesy which induced him to place 
before me a tabulated statement of the 
grievances of his clients on this ocea- 
sion and of the arguments on whic!r 
they rely. I have endeavoured to 
master the details of what is, no doub. 

a very complicated subject ; and, if I am 
compelled in many particulars to take 
up an attitude which is hostile to the 
claims of the officers whom my hon. 

Friend so ably represents, I am sure he 
will believe me when I say that it arises 

from no want of sympathy on my part 
or on the part of the Secretary of Stato 
with that most distinguished body of 
public servants. Still less do I desire 
to shirk any one of the points which 
he has put before the House. I propose 
to argue the case point by point, and I 
think I shall succeed in showing the: 
House that some of what my hon 

Friend conceives to be the strongest 
points in his case are in reality based 
on a misinterpretation or misreading of 
the Report of the Select Committee, or: 
of the conduct of the Government, which 
it will be easy to expose. Broadly 
speaking, my hon. Friend attacks 
the Secretary of State and tho 
Government of India for having failed: 
to carry out the instructions, or for: 
having ignored the recommendations,,. 
of the Select Committee which sat two: 
years ago. To-night he has developed 
that charge with some moderation ; but 
I am in the fortunate position of 
having read his speeches elsewhere, 
and in a less temperate atmosphere 
than the House of Commons, where he 
has used language of a more violent 

character, and has spoken of the 
delinquent officials expiating their 
offences in the Clock Tower of 
this House. With regard to this 
House, however, it is unnecessary for 
the House to go further than the 
Report of the Select Committee, and I 

am only concerned to defend the 
action of the Government since that 

Committee was appointed, and to 
show how far it is reasonable or un- 

reasonable, not that old grievances 

should previously have existed or that 

some of them should still continue to- 
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exist—for, after all, this House is not 
a Court of Appeal to revise the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee— 
but how far it is just and fair that new 
grievances should be described as 
arising from the action taken by the 
Government on the Report of that 
Committee. The points of the case 
I will take one by one, as stated by 
my hon. Friend. The first is the 
fixing of a minimum rate of exchange 
for payment of pensions. The Com- 
mittee opened their Report with an ex- 
pression of opinion— 

“That the unforeseen change in the reiative 
value of gold and silver money affords 


equitable grounds for the re-adjustment of the 
pensions of Uncovenanted Civil Servants.” 


They made that expression of opinion 
the justification for their two first reso- 
lutions—namely, that a minimum rate 
of exchange for the payment of pen- 
sions should be fixed by the Govern- 
ment, and that that minimum rate should 
be one shilling and ninepence per rupee. 
This was the precise and definite re- 
commendation of the Committee, and 
as such it was accepted by the Secre- 
tary of State, though a minimum of one 
and eightpence had formerly been sug- 
gested by him. But it still appears 
that there are a number of uncove- 
nanted officers who are disappointed at 
not getting the full two shillings, and 
my hon. Friend has argued that there 
are some cases in which the Govern- 
ment either ought to have given or 
should now give the two shillings. 
That means that this recommendation, 
which was discussed at the greatest 
possible length in the Committee, and 
decided deliberately —— 

Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE: I 
should like to explain. I do not mean 
in the slightest degree to go behind the 
e<ompromise of 1s. 9d. for pensions paid 
in England. That was accepted loyally 
by every member of the Service. The 
remarks to which my hon. Friend refers 
simply pointed out what had been the 
claims of the Service before that com- 
promise was arrived at. It was with 
regard to furlough I was speaking. 

*Mr. CURZON: If the claim made 
by my hon. Friend is antecedent to the 
Report of the Committee and no longer 
exists, I can leave the point. Un- 
doubtedly, from certain remarks of his 
alluding to certain officers who were 
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in exceptional circumstances, I drew 
the inference that he claims on behalf 
of the others that similar favourable 
terms as regards pensions, as well as 
furlough, should be extended to the 
general body of servants. I should 
like to give the House some idea of the 
extent to which this fixed rate of ex- 
change has benefited the Uncovenanted 
Service in India, and the extent of the 
charges which have, in consequence, 
been laid upon the Government. At 
the date of the Report of the Select 
Committee the rate for bills was 1s. 7}d.; 
at the present time it is 1s. 3$d., which 
is itself some indication of the extent 
to which the Service has benefited by 
the fixing of the minimum rate of 
1s. 9d. for pensions. But I have other 
figures more interesting still. In 
1889-90, which was the year before the 
adoption of this part of the Committee's 
Report, the amount of pensions paid to 
uncovenanted officers in England was 
about £90,000 ; in consequence of this 
concession that sum rose in the succeed- 
ing year by no less than £30,000, and 
in the following year by £22,000, in all 
a rise of £52,000 sterling in two years. 
Sir ROPER LETHBRIDGE: That 
was not altogether due to the change. 
*Mr. CURZON : If the hon. Member 
will allow me, { will explain. The 
actual increase on pensions paid in 
England was £52,000 sterling in two 
years, while the charge entailed upon 
the Government of India is no less 
than Rx.75,000, or an increase of nearly 
fifty-eight per cent. in two years. The 
hon. Member says, Is this due wholly or 
mainly to the payment of pensions at a 
fixed rate? It is undoubtedly mainly 
due to the direct payment of pensions 
at one shilling and ninepence the rupee, 
and the only other cause to which I 
conceive it can be secondarily due is 
the fact that many of those officers 
who previously remained in India have 
been induced by this concession to 
come over to England and receive their 
pensions here at the fixed rate of ex- 
change. Apart from these two causes I 
know of noother cause which can account 
for this great increase, and I think it 
may be put forward as the measure in 
pounds, shillings, and pence, of the 
concession made by the Secretary of 
State. I now come, Sir, to a sub- 
sidiary point raised by my hon. Friend 
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in the same context, and that is his 
claim for the Uncovenanted Service 
that the R.5,000, which is the 
maximum limit of pensions, should 
be paid in sterling—£500—instead of 
at a lower rate of exchange. When 
a number of officers joined the Service 
who have since risen to the position 
qualifying for full pension, it is per- 
fectly true that nobody anticipated this 
disastrous fall in the rate of exchange ; 
but that fall has occurred quite apart 
from any responsibility for it on the 
part of the Government. As regards 
the merits of the case, J must remind 
the House that no pensions, fixed in 
rupees, were payable in England till 
1862, and only then on the express 
understanding that they should be paid 
at the fluctuating rate of exchange, and 
yet it was with a full knowledge of 
these conditions that the officers have 
continued in the Service. My hon. 
Friend quoted a sentence from the 
evidence of Mr. Waterfield, to the effect 
that a few years ago the Government 
of India recommended the fixing of the 
maximum at £500, and argues that the 
Secretary of State was bound by that 
recommendation. At the same time, 
the suggestion also came from the 
Government of India that the minimum 
rate should be one shilling and eight- 
pence instead of one shilling and nine- 
pence, but my hon. Friend does not say 
that the Government should be bound 
by that recommendation. The recom- 
mendation was made, but was not 
accepted by the Secretary of State in 
Council. I do not, however, think 
that I need discuss the merits of this 
ease further, since the point was 
fully examined by the Select Com- 
mittee, and there is no recommendation 
made by them upon it, and, therefore, 
it is obvious that they considered the 
maximum of one shilling and ninepence 
just and fair. I next come to that which 
is one of the principal grievances of my 
hon. Friend—namely, the claim of the 
Uncovenanted Service that the term of 
service qualifying for pension should be 
reduced from thirty to twenty-five 
years. I must inform the House that 
this term only applies to able-bodied 
men ; those who have sick certificates 
can retire aiter twenty-five years on 
exactly the same pensions as those 
‘without medical certificates after thirty 
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years, 80 that all the moving quotations 
made by the hon. Member as to the 
injury to health from thirty years’ ser- 
vice fall to the ground. Here again he 
quoted the evidence of Mr. Waterfield, 
who, in answer to a question, said that 
representations upon this subject had 
been made to the Government. But I 
would point out that the admission of this 
fact is by no means an admission of the 
justice of the claim. Upon the grievance 
as to the term of service qualifying for 
pension, the Committee had the fullest 
possible statement before them, and 
what did they decide? They decided 
in Resolutions 5 and 6 that some period 
of furlough should in all cases count 
as service for pension; and that pen- 
sionable service should commence at 
twenty. The second point, that pen- 
sienable service should commence at 
twenty, was at once frankly conceded b 

the Secretary of State, though Lor 

Dufferin had reported in favour of 
twenty-one. In regard to the point that 
some furlough should always count as 
service for pension, it is obvious that 
the Committee left complete freedom to 
the Secretary of State; they did not 
specify the period of furlough,and did not 
say anything as tothe reduction of service 
from thirty to twenty-five years. The 
Uncovenanted Service was ably repre- 
sented on the Committee by the hon. 
Member for Central Hull (Mr. King), 
and it is not to be expected that, had 
he felt strongly on this subject, he would 
have allowed the opportunity for an 
expression of feeling to pass in com- 
plete silence. Are we to believe that 
the Committee, being anxious to reduce 
the term of service to twenty-five years 
all round, would have adopted a form 
of words so little calculated to attain 
their object ? Such an hypothesis may 
be favourable to the claim of my hon. 
Friend, but it is uncomplimentary to 
the intelligence of the hon. Member 
for Central Hull. Well, Sir, what did 
the Secretary of State do? Acting 
upon the expression of opinion by the 
Committee that some period of furlough 
should count as service for pension, 
he accepted, a previous suggestion of 
Lord Dufferin that one year in fifteen 
and two years in twenty-five should 
count as service for pension, thereby 
reducing the qualifying period for 
able-bodied men from thirty to twenty- 
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eight years. My hon. Friend may say 
that is illiberal if he chooses, but not 
that the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee was ignored. If there be any 
fault, it is with the Committee for 
leaving the discretion to the Secretary 
of State, and not with the Secretary of 
State for using it. Here, however, my 
hon. Friend came in with a new point, 
and said that these advantages as 
regards the term of qualifying service 
are already enjoyed by certain uncove- 
nanted officials, alluding to the officers 
in the Public Works Department. 
Here also, as he did in many other 
parts of his speech, he detaches from its 
context a Resolution of the Com- 
mittee—namely, Resolution 4— 

“That no distinction in the furlough and 

msion rules should be made between 

uropeans and natives ” ; 
and he argues that, if there is to be no 
distinction between Europeans and 
natives, @ fortiori, there should be none 
between Europeans and Europeans, 
and, therefore, that all Europeans 
ought to be put on the most highly. 
favoured terms. If all Europeans ought 
to be put on the most highly-favoured 
scale—and if, at the same time, we 
have the instruction of the Committee 
that there is to be no distinction between 
Buropeans and natives — obviously 
natives must be put on the most highly- 
favoured terms also. I am surprised 
that my hon. Friend does not see the ab- 
surd dilemmain which he is placed. All 
natives cannot be put on the same 
footing as Europeans, because of the 
enormous expense it would involve ; 
neither can all Europeans be put on the 
same fcoting as natives, because that 
would amount to agreat injustice. As 
regards the difference of terms in the 
different branches of the Public Service 
—between officers of the Public Works 
Department and others—the Govern- 
ment of India have never admitted, and 
never can admit, the obligation 
to give all officers the same con- 
ditions of service, irrespective of duties. 
The principle on which they act is 
to consider the qualifications requisite 
for each Department, and then to offer 
conditions which -will attract qualified 
persons to the different Departments ; 
and, whatever my hon. Friend may 
think about the terms themselves, he 
cannot deny that up to the present 
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attracted a sufficient 
number of qualified officers. I 
should like, however, having im- 
pugned the interpretation given by 
the hon. Member to the Resolution of 
the Committee, that no distinction in 
furlough or pension rules should be 
made between Europeans and natives, 
which Resolution is quoted by him over 
and over again in support of almost 
every part of his case—I should like to- 
explain to the House what the real 
meaning of that Resolution was. No 
doubt, Sir, if these words are taken 
alone, without reference to the pro- 
ceedings before the Committee, they 
appear extraordinary, because they are 
more or less subversive of the most ele- 
mentary principles of government in 
India. They might be held to mean 
either that all natives ought to have 
the same furlough and pensions as 
Europeans, which is impossible on the 
score of expense, or that all Europeans. 
should have the same furlough and 
pensions as natives, which would be 
impossible on the score of justice. 
The Select Committee meant nothing 
of the kind. They never meant to 
question or subvert the whole system 
of our organisation in India, a system 
under which there are and must remain 
two branches in every Department— 
the higher branch manned chiefly by 
Europeans recruited in England, and 
the lower branch manned chiefly by 
natives appointed in India, wit 

different conditions of service for 


they have 


each. No such suggestion was ever 
even made. What the Committee 
meant in putting that statement 


among their Resolutions was that in 
the higher branches one scale should 
be applicable to Europeans and 
natives, and that in the lower 
branches also one scale should apply 
to both; in other words, that in the 
higher branches natives should not, 
because of their nationality, be denied 
the advantages given to Europeans, 
and that in the lower branches 
Europeans should not, because of their 
nationality, be given the advantages 
denied to natives. How did the question 
arise? In past years a number of Euro- 
pean gentlemen have been appointed in 
India by the Local Government to 
posts ordinarily filled by natives. As 
time went on, this method of appoint- 
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ment was adopted to so large an extent 
that the Secretary of State thought it 
was an abuse of patronage, and that it 
was desirable to check the indis- 
criminate appointment of Europeans 
to posts which were intended to be 
filled by natives. Therefore the rule 
was introduced that only officers 


appointed by the Secretary of State, | 


or by the Government of India with 
his sanction, should have the favour- 
able rules given to Europeans re- 
cruited in England, and _ that 
Europeans appointed in India, without 
the sanction of the Secretary of State, 
should have the less favourable rules 
given to natives appointed in India. 
Well, these are the gentlemen who now 
complain. They appeared before the 
Committee and stated their case. They 
asked to be exempted from the con- 
ditions of service under which they 
took their appointments. That request 
was considered and deliberately refused 
by the Select Committee ; and refused 
on the ground stated in the Reso- 
lution, that no distinction should 
be made between Europeans and 
natives in India, which, after all, is 
merely a re-assertion of a cardinal 
principle of our administration in that 
country. This is the history and this 
is the particular and distinct appli- 
cation of this paragraph in the Report 
of the Committee, which in the hands 
of my hon. Friend and his clients is 
made to do such extraordinary service. 
There remain two points in the case of 
the hon. Member to which I shall 
refer. I have now dealt with the 
Resolutions of the Committee, and with 
the manner in which they have been 
carried out by the Secretary of State. 
My hon. Friend says that there were 
only two isolated concessions. Having 
laid the above facts before the House, I 
must leave the House to draw its own con- 
clusions, both as to the real number and 
the quality of these concessions. I now 
pass on to the last two recommendations 
with which the Committee concluded 
their Report. In the first they called 
attention to the ambiguity in which 
the terms of service have from time to 
time been stated, and they recommended 
that in future there should be as 
nearly as possible a uniform scheme 
with reference to pensions and furlough. 
Acting upon this recommendation, the 
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Secretary of State, in the despatch 
quoted, wrote to the Government of 
India, and suggested that the Civil Ser- 
vice furlough and pension rules should be 
made more simple ; and he proposed the 
preparation by the Government of India 
of a small pamphlet containing the 
more important regulations, but at 
the same time pointed out that 
one scheme for all branches of the 
Civil Service was impossible. The 
Government of India, in their despatch - 
in reply, defended and explained the 
bulk and apparent complexity of the 
rules, as being necessary to intelli- 
gent administration. But they con- 
sented to the preparation of the 
pamphlet. My hon. Friend cheered the 
words ‘‘ uniform scheme,’’ when I used 
them. Now he uses these words in 
his speech and in his public statement 
of the grievances of his friends, and 
contends that when the Committee 
used them they meant that every Euro- 
pean officer should be treated equally ; 
in other words, that there should be a 
general levelling-up to the most highly 
favoured grade. The Committee 
meant nothing whatever of the kind. 
Does my hon. Friend contend for one 
moment that you could have a uniform 
scheme, say, for a pilot on the Hooghly 
and some eminent Civil servant such 
as the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal ? 
Yet this is the position in which he is 
landed by the use of the words “ uni- 
form scheme,” detached from their 
context. A mere reference to the pro- 
ceedings of the Committee will show 
that they never contemplated such an 
assimilation of the conditions of the 
Civil Service in each separate Depart- 
ment. The object of the uniform 
scheme was to prevent the ambiguity 
which had been so much complained of 
in the past, and to which so many of 
the grievances were due. The object of 
the Committee was not to alter the 
terms of the service, but to expound 
them for the use of those officers who 
might be appointed in the future, so 
that there might be no mistake. If they 
meant anything else, they would have 
said so. In fact, I have done them the 
compliment of assuming throughout 
that they said what they meant; but 
my hon. Friend has assumed that, while 
saying one thing, they almost invariably 
meant something else. There remains 
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the second and concluding recom- 
mendation of the Committee, about the 
insufficiency of the furlough pay. This 
is the recommendation— 

“ Your Committee have had their attention 
ealled to the obstacles in taking furlough, 
arising from the insufficiency of the present 
furlough pay, and they recommend this matter 
to the consideration of the Secretary of State 
in Council.” 

These words contain no injunction 
whatever. This is not a mandatory 
clause; it is rather a commendatory 
clause. The matter is left entirely to 
the discretion of the Secretary of State. 
What did the Secretary of State do in 
deference to this recommendation? The 
correspondence has been published, and 
hon. Members can read it for them- 
selves. Practically there were two 
proposals. The Government of India 
proposed that a minimum rate of fur- 
lough pay of £250 a year, or the last 

of the officer converted at the 
official rate of exchange, should be 
given to officers recruited in England. 
The Secretary of State considered that 
this would be beneficial chiefly to 
the more highly-paid officials, and 
at the same time that it would 
give advantages to certain classes of 
artisans coming from England, advan- 
tages which would be denied to 
officers of the higher Departments if re- 
cruited in India; and accordingly he de- 
clined that proposal, and made the pro- 
posal that £200 minimum furlough pay, 
or three-quarters of the pay, should be 
given to all officers, whether appointed 
in England or in India. Nothing would 
have pleased him more than to have 
been able to give this concession to all; 
but on account of the expense he was 
unable to do so, and accordingly 
he chose the less highly - paid 
class, and made the concession to 
them. There is another point in 
the case of my hon. Friend—namely, 
about the right of the Government to 
make ex post facto alterations in the 
rules, which he has not raised to- 
night; so that I need not trouble 
the House by referring to it, further 
than to say that the pledges which 
were given by my predecessor are 
cordially endorsed and accepted by the 
Government ; and that, while the Govern- 
ment of India, like all Governments, 
must claim the right of altering the 


Mr. Curzon 


{COMMONS} 








Revenue Accounts. 1604 


rules, yet they have no desire or inten- 
tion to alter them to the detriment of 
any officer serving under them; and 
they have already signified their 
willingness to consider the question of 
compensation im any case where 
such alteration may have operated 
to the detriment of any officer. 
I have now shown the House how 
the Resolutions of the Committee 
have been carried out; I have next 
dealt with its recommendations, and 
have shown that the Secretary of 
State has acted upon these recom- 
mendations, using the discretion which 
was designedly left to him by the 
Select Committee ; and, if the exercise 
of that discretion has been inadequate, 
then the blame is due not to him, but 
to the Committee for not having given 
him more distinct guidance. I have 
also shown that the sum total of the 
concessions made by him is by no 
means slender or illiberal, and that in 
several particulars the uncovenanted 
officers, in resuming the agitation, are 
adopting arguments which will not 
stand examination, and ave reading 
into the Report what was not placed 
there, and what never was intended to 
be placed there. My hon. Friend said 
to-night that the proceedings of the 
Committee were in the nature of an 
arbitration, and that both parties have 
pledged themselves to accept and carry 
out its suggestions. I have shown 
that the Secretary of State has loyally 
fulfilled his part of the undertaking; 
and I earnestly hope that those 
officers for whom the hon. Member 
speaks so sympathetically will equally 
fulfil theirs. It would be a most unfortu- 
nate thing if this agitation were to be 
resumed either in England or in India. 
The Secretary of State would be most 
reluctant to see a resurrection of any 
discontent among so important and 
distinguished a body of public servants. 
On the Report of the Select Committee 
his conscience is perfectly clear ; but I 
may add that his responsibility for the 
welfare of these uncovenanted officers 
by no means ended with the issue of 
that Report. On the contrary, certain 
suggestions having been made in con- 
sequence of the Report of the Public 
Service Commission as to the organisa- 
tion of special Departments, he has 
asked the Government of India to 
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consider the conditions which may be 
applied to officers of the higher grades 
in future, and how far they may be 
applicable to officers already in the Ser- 
vice. Until an answer has been received 
I can say no more on the subject. I 
regret if the action of the Secretary of 
State has in any respect not so far 
earned the complete satisfaction of the 
uncovenanted officers of all grades; but 
I hope I have shown the House that 
there are good reasons for believing 
that it has been neither inconsistent, 
illogical, nor ungenerous. 

(6.42.) Sm WILLIAM PLOWDEN 
(Wolverhampton, W.): I think the 
true interpretation of the intention 
and meaning of the Special Com- 
mittee on the Indian Uncovenanted 
Civil Service, as set forth in their 
Report, is that they intended to equalise 
the rules in reference to furlough and 
pensions with regard to natives and 
Europeans, so that the rules should be 
identical in both cases. But I do not 
rise to go into the grievances of the un- 
covenanted Civil servants of India. 
I think they have a very powerful 
advocate in the hon. Member oppo- 
site (Sir Roper Lethbridge), and I 
think their claims have been very 
fully and fairly considered by the 
Special Committee which was appointed 
for that purpose. But I should like 
the Under Secretary for India to bear 
in mind that the Select Committee did 
not deal with any of those cases in 
which it was stated that the claims of 
the uncovenanted officers were regulated 
by special contract, and that there were 
particular terms of contract by which 
better conditions in regard to furlough 
and pensions were reserved. It was 
held, and accepted by the Government, 
that in all these cases an equitable con- 
struction should be placed upon the 
contract, even where there was not 
an absolutely legal contract. With 
regard to the administration of India, 
I have heard with great satisfaction the 
tribute which was paid to the Mysore 
Government by the hon. Member for 
North Kensington. That is evidence, 
if evidence were wanting, to prove to 
those in this country, who have not 
personal knowledge on this subject, 
how very efficient the administration 
of the natives may be, where that ad- 
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ministration is carried on by honést and 
able men—and, of course, it goes without 
saying that amongst the vast multitudes 
we govern in India there are thousands 
of honest and able men. The Go- 
vernment of India has already gone 
some steps forward, I think, in the 
direction of increasing largely the 
native officials in their administration 
of the great Empire of India; but I 
do not think they have gone far enough, 
and I am an advocate of going very 
considerably further. I think all 
those who, like myself, have had for-a 
very long time a share in the adminis- 
tration of India wil! take the same 
view. We do not always agree as to 
the particular direction in which the 
movement should be advanced, but I 
think we all are agreed that the 
natives of the country are fully en- 
titled to a larger share of the adminis- 
tration of the country than they have 
had. Some officers of high distinction 
seem to be of opinion that the higher 
posts in our administration, particu- 
larly in our Civil administration—I am 
not speaking particularly of our mili- 
tary administration just now—should 
be reserved for European servants ; 
but I do not share that view at all. I 
consider that, so far as energy, ability, 
efficiency, and honesty of purpose, 
which are considered desirable for 
good administration, are concerned, 
the native gentlemen are just as good 
as European gentlemen. And while I 
would place the natives on exactly the 
same footing as Europeans in respect 
of offices, I must say that the Govern- 
ment of India, backed up by the 
Government of this country, deserve 
great credit for the advances which 
they have made in this direction of 
late ; but these advances, I think, may 
be carried very much further with very 
great advantage to themselves and to 
this country. Speaking of the adminis- 
tration of Mysore, that province is 
entirely in the hands of native adminis- 
trators. I believe in that native ad- 
ministration there is a certain Repre- 
sentative Council. Experience there 
has shown that the natives are just as 
good for administration as Europeans, 
Some time ago my hon. Friend the 
Member for Evesham made some re- 
marks on this subject, which I took 
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oceasion to object to, and which I 
wish now to object to more fully than 
I did then. e stated that while he 
had no desire to cast any aspersion on 
the character of our fellow subjects in 
India, he meant to say and still said 
that— 

“In the valour, capacity, and energy ‘which 
are necessary for a crisis of danger, the natives 
of India are not equal to, and cannot replace, 
Europeans.” 





I entirely dissent from that statement ; 
and I think if the hon. Baronet had 
been in India during the Mutiny in 
1857 he would not have made that 
statement. Perhaps one of the most 
remarkable instances of energy and 
valour and of the wisdom of native 
administration was given at the very 
outset of that unfortunate occurrence 
by the conduct of the Maharajah of 
Pattialla, who at the outbreak of the 
Mutiny announced his intention of 
sending down his own troops to clear 
the way, and hold the road to Delhi. 
I only instance this to show that the 
Mysore Administration is not the only 
one which can be referred to as one of 
a very high class, and also to show 
that native administrators in India are 
men fitted to take the place of 
Europeans in a crisis of danger. I 
may further mention the case of 
the Tuhsildar of Thanah Bhawan, a 
Mahomedan official of that district, 
whe remained and fought at his post 
and died of his wounds, while his 
European superior had left his charge 
and disappeared. A great deal has 
been done in connection with furthering 
the native administration of India by 
the efforts of the Government, especially 
of the Local Government, with regard 
to municipal administration. There 
has been in the last ten years a 
remarkable advance in the local self- 
government of tke municipalities in 
India; but the municipalities in India 
embrace a very small section of the 
Indian people. According to the recent 
census of 1891 they only embraced 
some 15,000,000 out of the 288,000,000 
who form that huge population. But 
apart from municipalities, there is that 
vast remnant of the population who 
have no share in the government of 
their country. I am extremely anxious 
to see a further extension of Local 
Sir William Plowden 
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Government amongst the rural 

of India, as I believe it would be found 
to be very advantageous. The village 
system lends itself completely to local 
administration; and if there was an 
amalgamation of some of the villages, 
situated favourably for such amalga- 
mation, administration in the rural 
districts might, I think, be very easily 
conducted by the natives themselves. 
I do not hope, and I do not propose, 
that a system of that nature could he 
carried out in a very extensive 
manner; at all events I should not 
propose that tke powers to be 
entrusted to those Local Authorities 
should be at first, at any rate, more 
than of a very simple character. 
I commend this to the attention of the 
hon. Gentleman, and I hope he will be 
able to induce the Government of 
India to take an interest in this matter 
and to devote their energies and their 
wisdom and their experience to some 
system by which the proposals I have 
sketched out may be carried into 
practical effect. 

*(7.0.) Mr. SAMUEL SMITH 
(Flintshire): I have listened with 
much interest to the remarks which 
have fullen from the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down, and I entirely 
acquiesce in the liberal views which he 
has put forward with regard to the 
more extensive employment of natives 
of India in important posts of adminis- 
tration. The hon. Gentleman has a 
large Indian experience, and he has 
distinguished himself in this House 
by always taking a very liberal view 
of the rights and capacities of the 
natives of India, and I feel sure his 
speech will do much to lead the 
Indian people to look hopefully to 
the future. But I wish, in the few 
remarks I have to offer, to call attention 
to a somewhat different class of 
subject. I desire to call the attention of 
the House as briefly as possible to the 
condition of India, as described in the 
explanatory Memorandum which has 
been placed in our hands, andI am 
sorry indeed to have to state that the 
financial state of India as detailed in 
this important Paper is in the last 
degree unsatisfactory. I observe with 
great regret that last year we showed a 
small deficit, and I observe in the 
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coming year the Budget Estimate shows 
@ nominal surplus of 146,000 tens of 
rupees, or £109,000 sterling. I wish to 
the attention of the House to this 
fact: that this apparently small surplus 
is based upon taking the exchange at the 
rate of one shilling and fourpence ; but 
the Under Secretary himself has just 
stated that the present rate is one 
shilling and threepence three farthings, 
and it has been as low as one shilling 
and threepence. I am very much 
afraid we may again have one of 
those miscalculations as to the 
rate of exchange, causing a great 
deficit. I am afraid we may have 
the experience of last year repeated, 
because no one can deny that 
the present condition of the silver 
market is in the last degree uncertain 
and precarious. The price of silver fell 
recently as low as thirty-nine pence per 
ounce, and the exchange rate fell to 
one shilling and threepence. We have 
seen a little recovery from that, owing in 
part to the agreement of the Western 
Powers to hold an International 
Monetary Conference. A certain degree 
of hope has sprung up that possibly this 
Conference may be able to do some- 
thing inthe way of rehabilitating the 
monetary position of silver. But the 
House and the country must well 
understand that if this Monetary 
Conference should altogether iail to 
<ome to any conclusions beneficial to the 
sition of silver as money we ma 
ook forward to another very rapi 
collapse in the price of silver, and I 
think it is not at all improbable that in 
the event of the failure of this coming 
Conference we may see the rate of 
exchange down to one shilling and 
twopence before this year is over, 
and possibly within a few years it 
will go down much lower, because it 
Appears not at all unlikely that if the 
efforts of the United States torehabilitate 
silver in alliance with the Great Powers of 
the world should fail, there may arise 
& strong movement in America to 
cease altogether the coinage of silver 
in order tq bring pressure to bear on 
England. Undoubtedly if that policy 
were adopted we may conclude that 
we should see the rate of exchange at one 
shilling anda further loss of three or four 
auillion tens of rupees thrown upon the 
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Indian Revenue. I call attention to 
these facts because they must be faced 
by the authorities responsible for the 
finances of India and bear upon the in- 
structions to be given to the delegates 
of this country at the approaching 
International Convention. Looking at 
the table of the losses in exchange, I 
find that they have steadily increased 
year by year till they, last year, reached 
the enormous figure of eight and a 
quarter million tens of rupees ; though, 
of course, at the present rate of ex- 
change that is only equal to five 
millions sterling. To show the pro- 
digious increase of this source of 
drainage I will quote the figures for the 
past ten years. In 1832 the loss on 
exchange was under three million tens 
of rupees, next year 3,200,000, then 


3,300,000, then 3,500,000, then 
4,300,000, then 5,600,000, then 
6,000,000, then 6,300,000, then 
6,700,000, then 5,400,000, then 


7,200,000, and last year 8,200,000. 
These figures, I think, are alarming; and 
so far as I can see it would not surprise 
me at all, in the event of the failure of 
this International Conference, if we 
shall see nine million or ten millions 
reached within the next year or two. 
When I look at this question I am 
filled with apprehension. I think every 
thoughtful person who is cognisant 
of the financial position of India at the 
present time must have grave appre- 
hensions as to the future. When I 
refer to the main sources of revenue I 
find some of them are declining, 
some of them are threatened, and 
some of them are uncertain. On 
the other hand, I find that the sources 
of expenditure are continually rising. 
As to income, take, first of all, the 
great opium revenue. It has fallen 
steadily from eight millions to five 
and a half millions. No one can 
doubt, with the present feeling of this 
country upon the subject, that the 
opium revenue is bound to decline, for 
this country will insist upon putting 
every possible restriction upon the 
consumption of opium and all other 
narcotic drugs. Therefore we may 
conclude that this source of revenue is 
a most precarious one. The revenue 
derived from salt also stands in a pre- 
carious position, and it is acknow- 
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ledged on all hands that it is cruelly 
severe on the population of India. It is 
two and a half rupees per maund 
against half a rupee at the beginning 
of the century, and the Government 
stand pledged to take off the last half 
rupee as soon as they can ; so the salt 
revenue is precarious and uncertain. 
I find, on tlte other hand, a steady 
and constant increase in _ the 
military expenditure. Last year we 
had the astounding figure of very 
nearly twenty-two millions, and this 
year we have an estimate of over twenty- 
one millions for military expenditure. 
I believe in the time of Lord North- 
brook the military expenditure was be- 
tween fourteen and fifteen millions, so 
that it has since his time increased by 
nearly fifty percent. And we must re- 
member this military expenditure does 
not cover all that comes under that 
head in India, for we have a heavy 
capital expenditure for strategic rail- 
ways on the frontier, which is a 
military expenditure, though charged 
to the railway account. Fifteen 
millions have been spent on these 
absolutely unproductive strategic rail- 
ways. I wish to impress upon the 
Government, if they do not wish to 
have national bankruptcy in India, that 
they must face this question of gigantic 
military expenditure and take most 
drastic means to reduce it. In con- 
nection with the military expenditure I 
will just observe that a great part of it 
is non-effective. It is in the shape of 
pensions and of furlough allowances, 
which amount to about four and a- 
quarter million tens of rupees, or 
about double what you pay to the 
whole Native Army of India. That is 
an item which it ought to be the 
business of the Government to curtail 
in the future as much as they possibly 
can. I would just like to make a 
single remark on the question of 
policy. We have contrived to get 
into bad relations with Afghan- 
istan. I am informed by a gentleman 
who has travelled over the Indian 
frontier that the main cause of the ill- 
feeling which has arisen between the 
Government of India and ourselves 
is the making of the Khojak Tunnel 
without the consent of the Ameer. 
The Ameer was most friendly disposed 
Mr. Samuel Smith 
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towards this country, and if we had 
waited till we had his consent, I am 
told there is very little doubt but 
that it would have been obtained. 
But our strategists thought it was a 
more advisable course to take the law 
into their own hands, and in a certain 
sense to try to hoodwink the Ameer, 
and carry this tunnel into his 
dominions. 

Mr. CURZON: This tunnel is not. 
made in the dominions of the Ameer. 
There has been no intention of con- 
ducting the operation ina secret or 
underhand manner. 

*Mr. SMITH: Of course, [ accept 
the explanation of the hon. Gentleman, 
who understands the frontier question 
much better than I do. My informant, 
however, is a man of considerable 
ability, who has travelled all over the 
country in question, and who told me 
that it was our present policy which 
has induced the jealousy of the Ameer. 
I think that it might have been carried 
out in such a way as to avoid the fric- 
tion which has unhappily arisen. As 
some persons are pes 2c Beg to in- 
duce the Government to push on therail- 
way to Candahar, I beg to enter my very 
strong protest against that proposal. I 
hope all ideas of the kind will be laid 
aside. But the main object oi these 
remarks is to press upon the Govern- 
ment the necessity for retrenchment 
and economy in the Government of 
India. We are drifting into a position 
of grave financial embarrassment. That 
cannot be denied by those re- 
sponsible for the Government of 
India. Had the threatened famine 
arisen, the financial position of India 
would have been very dangerous ; 
but, even as it is, in all proba- 
bility we shall havea deficit. That 
being the case, looking to the extreme 
poverty of the people of India, and to 
the strong feeling of discontent which 
exists there, and which J fear is much 
more than is generally known—as one 
who has been a good deal in contact. 
with native opinion for many years, I 
hold there is much discontent in India. 
at the expensiveness of our govern- 
ment—there is most certainly a strong 
need for retrenchment; otherwise, 
there will be a bad time in store for as. 
There is one direction in which I be- 
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lieve it possible to largely increase 
the resources of India, and that is to 
alter the system of land taxation. As 
the House knows, the assessment of 
the land of India is generally fixed 
for a term of thirty years. The 
result is that improvements of great 
value are hindered towards the 
end of that period in consequence of 
the uncertainty which is naturally 
feltas to the assessment. There is no 
difference of opinion among the edu- 
cated people of India that if we adopted 
a policy for India similar to what we 
have adopted in Ireland, and gave 
fixity or perpetuity of tenure and fair 
rent, we should see in the course of 
time a very great improvement in the 
productiveness of the soil of India. 
The wells that are sunk are far too few, 
for the tenant is afraid that just as he 
improves the soil he will have his 
assessment raised; but if he had abso- 
lute security for the possession of all 
additional value he gave to the land I 
believe you would see a new chapter 
opened in the agricultural history 
of India. One other suggestion I wish 
to press upon the Government. More 
attention ought to be given to the 
proposals of Sir William Wedderburn 
for the establishment of land banks. 
Sir William Wedderburn has devoted 
many years to this subject, and he has 
pointed out, what is perfectly well 
known, that the great mass of the 
peasantry are deeply and hopelessly in 
debt, and that the rate of interest they 
pay is most usurious, being certainly 
not less than two or three per cent. per 
month. I am told that so entirely are 
the mass of the peasants in the hands 
of the money lenders that they are 
debarred from improving their lands 
from the knowledge that whatever 
improvements they make are simply 
grasped at once by their creditors; and, 
consequently, they are compelled to do 
with the minimum amount of culture 
to keep their families in existence. The 
removal of this crushing load of debt 
should be one of the main objects of 
the Government, and the establishment 
of the land banks is a valuable 
proposal. These banks would be able 
to lend the money at a moderate rate of 
interest and yet make a handsome 
profit, and the people would through 


161% 


{20 Jung, 1892} 





Revenue Accounts. 1614 


them be able to discharge these usurious 
debts on which they pay such an enor- 
mous interest. I do not propose to go 
further into general criticisms upon 
the state of India, for I know that the 
House is waiting with some impatience 
for the statement of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Under Secretary for India; 
but I will just, in conclusion, say that, 
looking to the poverty stricken condi- 
tion of India and to the grave financial 
difficulties that are looming in the 
future, it is most desirable that we 
should associate with ourselves in the 
government of Indiathe ablest natives of 
that country; and I hope that the Bill 
which received the Royal Assent to-day, 
and which contains witain itself the 
seeds of the elective system, if the Indian 
Government choeses so to interpret it, 
will be liberally interpreted by the Go- 
vernment, so that out of it may grow & 
system of elective representation, which 
will enable the Government of India 
to associate with themselves the 
ablest intellects of that country in solv- 
ing these problems which threaten the 
future of that great country. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


*(7.25.) Mr. CURZON: I am afraid, 
Sir, with the shadow of coming events 
lying so large across our path, that I 
cannot expect my Budget Statement to 
have much interest for a jaded and 
depleted House of Commons. And 
yet the story of the finances of India, 
although it does not appear to 
excite much concern in this House, 
must be told, because it affects the 
prosperity and deals with the welfare 
of many hundred millions of our fellow- 
subjects whose interests, even with a 
General Election impending, this 
House cannot afford to ignore. But, 
late as is the period of the Session at 
which I have to make this statement, 
and empty as is the House, I at any rate 
may congratulate myself that oppor- 
tunities have not been waating in this 
Session of Parliament for considering the 
affairs of India. We had an. Amend- 
ment upon the Address in reply to the 
Queen’s Speech ; later on, the Adjourn- 
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ment of the House was moved by the 


hon. Member for South Donegal, to dis- | large 


cuss the question of the scarcity and 
distress existing in different parts 
of India ; later, again, we had two full 
nights’ debate upon the Second Read- 
ing and the Committee stage of the 
Indian Councils Bill which has just 
passed into law; and, therefore, at any 
rate, the reproach cannot be made 
against us that in the concluding 
Session of this Parliament we have 
shown that indifference which is sup- 
posed to be so characteristic of the 

ouse of Commons to the interests of 
our fellow-subjects in India. But one 
source of regret, however, I must 
admit ; and that is that the right hon. 
Gentleman who preceded me in the 
office I now hold, and whose financial 
abilities have found a larger and better 
sphere elsewhere, has not been able to 
make this statement himself. I should 
have been glad if he could have com- 
pleted the term of this Parliament in 
the delivery of a statement to which 
he always lent the graces both of 
lucidity and of style; and I should 
have been all the more glad if he 
could have done so on this occa- 
sion, inasmuch as the tale I have 
to tell the Committee is less satis- 
factory than those which on previous 
occasions he has given. The Accounts 
which I have to present to the House 
relate as usual in these statements to 
three years—the closed Accounts of 
1890-91; the Revised Estimate for 
1891-92; and the Budget Estimate for 
the present financial year. Each of 
these I will take in turn. First, the 
closed Account of 1890-91, which was 
the Revised Estimate of last year. 
Here the gross revenue, in tens of 
rupees, was 85,741,649, the gross 
expenditure 82,053,478; while the net 
revenue was 49,354,219, and the net 
expenditure 45,666,048 tens of rupees, 
showing a realised surplus of 3,688,171 
tens of rupees. In giving the House the 
figures of gross revenue and expendi- 
dure and net revenue and expenditure, 
I need hardly explain that the net 
revenue is arrived at after deducting 
the cost of collection and certain other 
refunds and rebates, while the net ex- 
penditure is the amount spent in the 
various Departments, deducting the 

Mr. Curzon 
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receipts of those Departments. This 
surplus of 1890-91 is slightly 
better—by 23,071 tens of rupees—than 
the revised Estimate of 3,655,100 
tens of rupees made by my pre- 
decessor in the debate of last year. 
On. that occasion the right hon. Gentle- 
man the present Financial Secre 

of the Treasury explained that this 
large surplus was due, partly to a gene- 
ral increase of income, and partly to a 
large reduction in expenditure, but still 
more to an increase in the value of the 
rupee to one shilling and ninepence, 
due to American speculations in silver, 
and the consequent rise in the exchange 
value ofthe rupee. The result of those 
circumstances was to give the rupee an 
average value of one shilling and six- 
pence, which is nearly three halfpence 
above the Budget rate. I am afraid 
that I must warn the House that that 
year was the last of the series of very 
fat years which the Government of 
India is likely to enjoy for some 
time, and that we must look for- 
ward to an era of contracted sur- 
pluses for some years to come. The 
next point to which I have to refer 
is the Revised Estimate for 1891-2, 
the figures of which were given by Sir 
D. Barbour in March of the present 
year as follows :—Gross Revenue, 
Rx.88,585,900 ; gross Expenditure, 
Rx. 88,665,900 ; net Revenue, 
Rx.49,726,900 ; net Expenditure, 
Rx.49,806,900; showing a Deficit of 
Rx.80,000. Sir D. Barbour, however, 
explained that those figures were not 
the final ones, and he expressed a 
hope that before the close of the year 
the equilibrium would be restored ; and 
I am now happy to say that the 
Approximate Account shows that there 
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is a surplus instead of a deficit. The 


Approximate Account shows a net 
revenue of Rx.49,927,900, and a net ex- 
penditure of Rx.49,573,900, giving a 
surplus of Rx.354,000. Comparing this 
result with the various estimates 
hitherto made, it appears that Sir 
D. Barbour in March, 1891, estimated 
a surplus of Rx.115,600, that the Finan- 
cial Secretary in August, 1891, esti- 
mated a surplus of Rx.395,600, while 
Sir D. Barbour in March of the present 
year estimated a deficit of Rx.80,000; 
and accordingly the result is better by 
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Rx.238,400 than the first estimate, and 
is worse by only Rx.41,600 than the 
second, and better by Rx.434,000 than 
the third. The explanation of the fall 
from the fine surplus of the preceding 
year mainly consists in the capricious, 
and, in this case, the calamitous, 
factor of exchange. The Budget 
of the year was framed on * the 
estimate that the gold value of the 
rupee would be one shilling and five- 
pence farthing, while it has proved 
to be about one shilling and four- 
pence three farthings. This fall in 
value has involved an additional charge 
upon the year’s accounts of Rx.659,000 
forexchange. The Approximate Account 
of 1891-2, which I am now stating to 
the Committee, and which is based 
upon later figures than those appearing 
in the we og Memorandum, com- 
pared with Sir D. Barbour’s Budget Esti- 
mate of last year, shows that,dividing the 
.additional charge for exchange among 
the various heads to which it apper- 
tained, the following were the main 
-alterations: — The improvements on 
the Budget Estimate have been better 
in the case of railways by Rx.1,107,900, 
the increase being due to the unusual 
traffic in wheat and seeds for export. 
The revenue has been better in the case 
-of opium by Rx.807,200, owing to the 
higher price of the article and to the 
-export from Bombay having been greater 
than was anticipated in the Budget, 
while there was a reduction of charge 
in consequence of the small crop. The 
revenue from salt is better than the esti- 
mate in the Budget by Rx.299,900, that 
from the excise is better by Rx.158,100, 
and that from stamps is better by 
Rx.118,600, making a total gain upon 
the estimate of Rx.2,491,700. The 
‘expenditure on the Army is worse 
than the estimate by Rx.1,329,000, 
owing to the various military expedi- 
tions which the Indian Government 
were compelled to send out—firstly, 
for the purpose of protecting our 
‘existing frontier from raids by border 
tribes ; secondly, to meet a sudden and 
‘isolated outbreak, as at Manipur; and, 
ay to preserve order in the un- 
‘settled regions of North Burmah. 
‘There small wars are capricious in 
‘their origin, even if they are fruitful in 
‘adventure. None of them are wars of 
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aggression. All of them are wars of 
necessity; and they may be described 
as the premium which we pay upon the 
insurance of our Indian Empire. The 
land revenue is worse than the estimate 
by Rx.423,800, interest is worse by 
Rx.374,700, and other heads are worse 
by Rx.10,200, making a loss upon the 
Budget Estimate of Rx.2,137,700, and 
leaving the surplus above-mentioned of 
Rx.354,000. It must be obvious to the 
Committee that with so slender a sur- 
plus it is impossible to effect any re- 
duction in taxation, nays as evea 
that slender surplus is due to accidental 
causes, such as arrears not having been 
paid to the War Office, as was intended. 
So much for the Approximate Account 
of 1891-2. I now come to the third 
table in my statement—namely, the 
Budget Estimate for the year from the 
3lst March, 1892, to the 3lst March, 
1893. Underthis head the gross revenue 
is Rx.88,368,000, and the gross expen- 
diture Rx.88,221,000, while the net 
revenue is Rx.49,583,000, and the net 
expenditure Rx.49,436,000, showing a 
surplus of Rx.147,000. As there is a sur- 
plus of Rx.354,000 in the Approximate 
Account of 1891-2, these figures show a 
reduction of Rx.207,000, the net 
revenue being less by Rx.345,000, and 
the net expenditure by Rx.138,000. 
The fall in the value of the rupee from 
one shilling and fourpence three far- 
things to one shilling and fourpence 
has caused an addition of Rx.1,049,000 
to the charges of the year; but, if 
that be spread, as I have previously 
done in the case of 1891-2, over the 
heads to which it appertains, the altera- 
tions may be explained as follows: In 
railways we are worse off by Rx.1,190,000 
arising from the anticipation of smaller 
traffic and the increased charge for ex- 
change; in opium by Rx.726,000, which 
nearly absorbs the gain of last year, 
the reduction in this case being due to 
the decreased sale of 250 chests per 
month announced in June, 1891, 
taking full effect this year, and also 
to the heavier charges incurred, 
amounting to an increase of Rx.348,000. 
The Civil Departments will be worse by 
Rx.332,000, and the construction of 
railways out of revenue by Rx.171,000, 
making a total in which we are worse 
off than in the Approximate Account of 
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1891-2 of Rx.2,419,000. On the other 
hand, we are better off in the following 
particulars : Land revenue and pro- 
vincial rates, Rx.679,000 ; interest, 
Rx.364,000 ; buildings and roads, 
Rx.233,000 ; Army, Rx.420,000, mainly 
owing to the absence of any provision 
for special expeditions; provincial 
agreements, Rx.466,000—upon which 
point I shall have some explanation to 
place before the Committee ; and under 
other heads, Rx.50,000 ; making a total 
of Rx.2,212,000, in which the Budget 
Estimate is better than the Approximate 
Account of last year. The net result 
of these two tables is that we are 
worse off by Rx.207,000 than the 
Approximate Account of 1891-2. The 
hon. Member who preceded me to-night 
has anticipated that the small surplus of 
Rx.146,600 which we contemplate for 
the current year may, owing to the 
subsequent fall in exchange, be wholly 
swallowed up before the end of the 
year, and that we may have to face a 
deficit. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: It is 
146,000 rupees, not 146,000 tens of 
rupees. 


“Mr. CURZON : I think that state- 
ment must be a mistake. 


' Mr. SMITH : What page ? 


*Mr. CURZON : I think, if the hon. 
Member looks at page 52, the very last 
figures, he will see an estimated surplus 
of Rx.146,600. That is the figure to 
whick I am alluding, and he may take it 
that the figures are tens of rupees, and 
not rupees. I was about to point out, 
in answer to the hon. Member’s some- 
what gloomy prophecy, that the last 
telegram we received from the Govern- 
ment of India,dated 16th June, for the 
purpose of this Debate, leads me to an- 
ticipate a more favourable result than the 
hon. Member has predicted. There is 
reason to believe that the final result 
of the year will be very much the 
same as the Budget Estimate framed 
about three months ago. It is per- 
fectly true that there has been the 
fall in exchange of which the hon. 
Member has spéken ; but, on the other 
hand, railways are doing well and 
the general revenue is satisfactory, 
while owing to the bad opium crop 
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hand there has been a fall of a halfpenny 
per rupee in the exchange, and with the 
payments to the War Office deferred 
from the previous year, discount on the 
loan in Engiand, and minor increase of 
expenditure, the improvement in the 
receipts is almost exactly balanced ; so 
that, in giving these figures, the Go- 
vernment of India expects to be better 
than the Budget Estimate of three 
months ago in railways and gene- 
ral revenue by sixty or seventy lakhs, 
while the opium expenditure will be re- 
duced by sixty-six lakhs, making a total 
of one hundred and twenty-six to one 
hundred and thirty-six lakhs. On the 
other hand, they expect to be worse by 
seventy-nine lakhs on exchange, thirty- 
four lakhs on Home charges, and twenty 
lakhs on other charges, making a total 
of one hundred and thirty-three lakhs—- 
almost exactly balancing those items 
on which a gain is expected. Al- 
though these figures do not justify 
the sinister vaticinations we have heard, 
yet I do not pretend to say that this is 
a very gratifying statement which I 
am now making to the House; but. 


I think, on the other hand, that it. 


discloses features which may give 
satisfaction. In the first place, there 
is the anticipated rise in the land 
revenue, which is a satisfactory sign as 
proving the general fairness of assess- 
ment and also the general expansion of 
cultivation, although it is fair to explain 
that this rise will in part be due in the 
current year to the anticipated recovery 
from circumstances that have necessi- 
tated the postponement of revenue col- 
lection in the distressed districts during 
the past year. We may also note asa 
satisfactory sign the absence of pro- 
vision for special frontier expeditions; 
and I may say myself that I earnestly 
hope in the future that the necessity 
for punitive expeditions may steadily 


diminish, and that the recurrence of acts. 


of plunder followed by punishment, may 


be gradually superseded by the concilia- 


tory absorption of the border tribes of 


whom I have been speaking, not into- 


subjection, but into contented depend- 
ence on the Government of India. It 
is gratifying, too, to know that the main 


heads of revenue show a steady im- 
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there will be a considerable saving of 
charge under thathead. On the other: 
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vement, enabling us to cope with | lated to appeal to the intelligence and 


the lamentable fall in the exchange 
value of the rupee, and I venture to 
submit that, in 2 year when these great 
financial difficulties have to be faced, it 
is no mean achievement to be able to 
place before the House a Budget 
Estimate showing such results as I 
have stated. Undoubtedly the hon. 
Member is right in saying that the 
main element of disappointment and 
in the finances of 
India, both now and not unlikely 
in the immediate future, is the fall in 
exchange. Perhaps, as no subject can 
be more interesting in connection with 
Indian finance than this, I may be per- 
mitted to give the figures. The total 
charge on revenue for exchange has 
been in recent years as follows: 1889-90 
Rx.6,693,000 ; 1890-1, Rx.5,383,000 ; 
Revised Estimate, 1891-2, Rx.7,222,000, 
Budget of 1892-3, Rx.8,224,000, showing 
adifference of no less than Rx.2,841,000, 
in two years. How has this arisen? 
In December, 1890, the gold value of 
silver was equivalent to a rate of one 
shilling and sixpence halfpenny the 
rupee, in four months the -selling rate 
had fallen to one shilling and fourpence 
three-farthings, which difference on the 
remittances for the year would have 
caused an increased charge of 
Rx.2,168,000. In 1890-1 bills on India 
were sold in April at one shilling and 
fivepence and one-sixteenth, and five 
months afterwards, in September, at 
one shilling and eightpence and twenty- 
nine-thirty-seconds of a penny. The 
‘difference between these two rates on a 
remittance of £16,000,000 is about 
Rx.4,137,800. When the Budget for 
1892-3 was under consideration, the gold 
value of the rupee from the middle of 
February to 18th March ranged between 
one shilling and fourpence and one 
shilling and threepence three-farthings, 
and the Government based their esti- 
mate on the higher rate. Within 
eleven days after the publication of the 
Budget the market rate in India had 
fallen below one shilling and three- 
pence, at which rate a fall of one penny 
in the rupee would cause an additional 
charge in the present year exceeding 
Rx.1,700,000. It cannot be denied 
that these figures are serious. They 


_ present a problem which is well calcu- 
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the study of our ablest financiers. 
This i» nut iLc oeeasion, and I confess 
that I am not the man, to deal at all 
exhaustively with the character of that 
problem ; but, in order to illustrate to 
the House the complexity of the situa- 
tion which we have to face, I may at least 
remind the Committee of the number 
of divergent interests, classes, and per- 
sons who are concerned. On the one 
hand there are the Lancashire cotton 
spinners, who argue that this fall in the 
gold price of silver in India amounts to 
little less than a bounty of twenty to 
thirty per cent. to the producer in 
Bombay. In the second place you 
have the Indian Government, which 
finds itself cruelly crippled in the matter 
of home remittances and sterling 
charges ; and you have, thirdly, a large 
number of Civil servants in India who 
complain—and it seems to me there is 
great force and justice in their com- 
plaint—that they, too, are seriously 
affected in the matter of home remit- 
tances for the education of their chil- 
dren, and in the provision of those 
European comforts which may some- 
times be described as almost 
European necessities in connection with 
life in India. Each of these classes 
has its own remedy. Some advocate 
bi-metallism, while a new school which 
has lately arisen suggests the institu- 
tion of a gold standard for India. All 
agree in saying that some action should 
be taken by the Government, but as to 
what that action should be no two per- 
sons, certainly no two classes, in India 
agree. Butthere remains a fourth class 
whose interests should not be lost sight 
of, and that is the Indian population 
itself, the Indian cultivator and artisan. 
There are many who argue that the fall 
in the exchange value of silver is an 
industrial gain to India; that it enables 
the producer or the labourer or artisan 
to get more for his produce and to 

his rent and taxes more easily ; a 
that, in fact, the fall in the price of silver 
may be considered an indirect measure 
for the relief of taxation to the labourer, 
inasmuch as, with the taxes fixed, a less 
portion of his produce goes into the 
pocket of the Government, while a 
larger fraction remains in his own. It 
is not for me to say whether the mea- 
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sure of inconvenience in this respect 
to the Government of India and 
the Civil servants is greater than 
the measure of apparent gain to 
the taxpayer, or whether it is less; 


but at least I hope the considerations | agr 


I have placed before the Committee 
will show the immense complexity of 
the problem we have to deal with, and 
will illustrate the inadvisability of 
accepting any unduly rapid solution. 
There isthis further fact: that it is not 
British or Indian interests in the last 
resort that are considered by other 
people. These are very little considered 
by foreign legislation, which shapes 
its processes without the slightest 
regard to our interests. The extreme 
uncertainty of exchange, the fluctua- 
tions in the opium revenue, and the 
demands made upon the revenue in 
consequence of the recent scarcity, 
render any prediction at this moment 
as to the future peculiarly unsafe. 
On the other hand, they impress 
upon the Government of India the 
necessity of exercising strict economy 
in every direction. I mentioned some 
little time ago that in the Budget 
Estimate for the present year we expect 
to be Rx.466,000 better than last year 
in the matter of the provincial agree- 
ments; and the fact that these agree- 
ments are being revised during the 
present year affords me an opportunity 
of briefly explaining to the Committee 
the most interesting points which they 
suggest. By far the greater part of 
the revenue in India is collected by 
officers ofthe Provincial Governments, 
and a very large portion of the civil 
expenditure is under their control ; 
and it is, therefore, highly desirable 
that the Provincial Governments 
should have a direct interest in the 
effective collection of the one and in the 
economical administration of the other. 
It is with this view that the Government 
of India, as a part of their settled policy 
for over twenty years, have entered 
into agreements with the provincial 
Governments, under which the latter 
receive certain proportions of the main 
sources of revenue, together with nearly 
all the departmental receipts, and bear 
the responsibility of the whole, or a 
fixed proportion, of the charges under 
most of the heads. The probable posi- 
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tion of the several local Governments 
is then carefully examined, and a 
specific sum in each case is either 
added to or deducted from the amount 
of the provincial revenues. The last. 
eements were made in 1887, and 
lasted till 1892, s0 that the present 
year has seen their revision, and the 
fixing of fresh terms for another period 
of five years. The estimate framed in 
1887 gave a virtual equilibrium to the 
revenue and expenditure of the Provin- 
cial Governments. Their revenue, 
however, during the five years was 
better than the estimate in every case 
except that of the North-West Pro- 
vinces; and, on the whole, they re- 
ceived more by Rx.6,101,300 than 
the estimate of expenditure which they 
were expected to meet. Of this annual 
amount they, in 1890-91, contributed 
Rx.490,000 to meet the wants of the 
Government of India, and they spent 
Rx.5,281,700 on their various adminis- 
trations. According to the revised 
estimate for last year the total pro- 
vincial revenues were better than the 
estimates of 1887-8 by Rx.2,042,700, 
and of this sum they have now been 
required, as the basis of the fresh 
agreements, to contribute to the general 
expenditure of the Government of 
India Rx.466,300 annually, or between 
one-fourth and one-fifth of their im- 
proved revenues, the remainder being 
left in their own hands. This contri- 
bution is, in fact, the Return that is 
demanded of the Provincial Govern- 
ments for the favourable bargain that 
was made with them five years ago. 
No doubt the Provincial Governments 
would have liked to retain the entire 
sum; no doubt the Government cf 
India would have been giad to leave 
it to them, if possible; for there is 
scarcely a branch of provincial ad- 
ministration that would not be the 
better for an increased expenditure. 
But, inasmuch as this would have in- 
volved additional taxation, which the 
Government of India is in the last 
degree anxious to avoid, such a com- 
plete surrender of these funds was im- 
possible. Now, although, unfortunately, 
I havé myself no surplus to dispose of, 
I may remind the House that in 1889-90 
there was a surplus of Rx.2,612,000, 
and in 1890-91 of Rx.3,688,000, 
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mainly due to the rise in the selling 
price of opium and to the extraordinary 
and unexpected rise in the exchange 
value of the rupee. Well, Sir, the 
House may like to know what has been 
done with this surplus of Rx.6,300,000 
in the two years. In England, of 
course, a surplus so acquired is devoted 
by law to the reduction of debt ; but this 
surplus of Rx.6,300,000 has been 
practically devoted to the construction 
of railways and other projected public 
works in India, and it has enabled the 
Government to reduce the amount they 
would otherwise have had to borrow, 
and to dispense for the third year 
in succession with the necessity of 
raising a loan. A word or two now 
as to the debt of India. Although, 
as I have just said, the Govern- 
ment have been able to dispense 
with the necessity of borrowing in 
India, yet in the three years under 
review there has been in England an 
addition to the debt of £8,491,452, 
more than half of which was applied to 
the purchase of the South Indian 
Railway. The remainder has been 
used for advances to companies under 
engagement with the Secretary of State 
for the construction of railways in 
india, in accordance with the policy 
sanctioned by Parliament, by which 
the Government is enabled to borrow on 
behalf of the companies at a lower rate 
of interest than they could procure for 
themselves. Before leaving this ques- 
tion of the debt of India, I may mention 
that perhaps a better test than any 
other of the stability of the Govern- 
ment of India is furnished by the high 
credit which it enjoys in the City of 
London. In illustration of this I may 
state than an issue of £1,300,000 India 
three per cent. stock was offered in 
April of the present year, and was 
subscribed for at an average rate of 
£96 18s. 4d., equivalent to borrowing 
at somewhat less than three and one- 
tenth per cent., figures which I think 
must be extremely gratifying. Another 
advantage of this good credit is that 
the Government of India has been 
enabled in recent years, and is still 
continuing, to reduce the interest upon 
theirdebt. The Committee will perhaps 
have read in the newspapers of the 
successful conversion of the four and 
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a-half per cent. rupee loans, mention 
of which has been made in the 
speeches of my predecessors. In 
1878-79 the Government of India 
raised debt bearing four and a half per 
cent. interest, with the view of con- 
verting their five and a half per cent. 
debt into it ; and one of the conditions 
of the new loan was that it should not 
be liable to discharge till the 15th 
September, 1893, or any subsequent 
date of which three months’ notice 
should have been given. The amount. 
of four and a half per cent. debt so. 
existing on the 31st March, 1890, was: 
Rx.20,480,313. On the 25th June, 
1890, the Government of India made 
an offer to the holders to exchange 
their securities for notes bearing four- 
per cent. interest, receiving at once, in 
anticipation, the additional half per 
cent. per annum which otherwise 
would be payable till September, 
1893. The amount so converted was 
Rx.8,073,620 ; and, some minor sums 
having been discharged, the amount 
outstanding on the 29th February, 1892, 
was about Rx.12,126,900. The Govern- 
ment have now issued a new notice, 
dated the 6th instant, by which the: 
remaining holders are invited to accept 
four per cent. securities from the 30th 
June, 1892, foregoing the additional 
half per cent. per annum for the next 
fifteen months. This offer we can 
afford to make less favourable than 
that made in 1890, because the four 
per cent. stock stands in the Indian 
market at the present time at 108, 
while those who do not accept the- 
offer are liable to be paid off at par. 
The Government of India have reserved 
the right of withdrawing the offer if it 
thinks that a sufficient amount has 
been converted, but otherwise it will 
remain open till the 15th July, 1892. 
Well, Sir, the object I have in making 
these remarks is to show the credit we 
enjoy and the savings we make. By 
the conversion made in 1890 there will 
be an annual saving after 1893 of 
Rx.40,318, to which will be added 
upwards of Rx60,000 ifthe whole amount 
of the four and a half per cent. rupee 
loans now outstanding is discharged. 
After this strictly financial part of my 
statement, I may perhaps, with the per- 
mission of the Committee, before I re- 
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sume my seat, say a word or two upon 
@ question which has attracted great 
interest in this House—namely, the 
recent scarcity and distress that have 
arisen in various parts of India. The 
matter is one that, of course, has its 
financial aspect, because it affects very 
materially the increase of the Estimates. 
The Committee will remember that at 
an earlier period of this Session a dis- 
cussion was raised upon this question 
by the hon. Member for South Donegal 
(Mr. MacNeill) on a Motion for the 
Adjournment of the House. On that 
occasion I did not attempt to minimise 
the gravity of the circumstances, such 


-as they were, but I assured the House 


that the Government were conscious 
of their great responsibility and were 
acting up to it, and that the prospects 
were by no means so bad or so serious 
as some ill-informed persons would 
lead us to expect, and, as regards the 
particular charges which the hon. 
Member thought fit to bring either 
-against the Government or against 
independent officers, that those charges 
had not one shred of foundation. I had 


-at that time to submit to the charge 


of official optimism which is so 
frequently levelled against this Bench, 


.but I submitted with perfect grace, 


looking forward to the revenge which I 
hoped to be able to take when I was 
called upon to make this statement to 
the House; and, though the hon. 
Member for South Donegal is not here on 
the present occasion, I hope, in the 
intervals of electioneering, he may find 
time to read the statement which I 
now have the pleasure of placing before 
the House. Iam happy to say that 
both the statements I then made and 
the predictions in which I indulged— 
both of which were characterised at 
the time as unduly optimistic—as to 
the conduct of affairs and as to the 
future have been amply verified by 
results. I have here two recent tele- 
grams from the Viceroy of India, dated 
the 15th and 19th June respectively. 
The upshot of these telegrams is that 
the expected monsoon has set in earlier 
than usual on both coasts, and, although 
light at present, has given sufficient 
rain in Bengal to remove all anxiety 
and to supply ample food and water to 
cattle; that the number on relief works 
Mr. Curzon 
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has already fallen by ten thousand; 
that in Madras the monsoon has 
favourably affected considerable dis- 
tricts, and is expected later on to do 
the same in others. With a view of 
showing the Committee the manner and 
the extent of the steps which were 
taken by the Government, and are 
being taken at this very moment, to 
meet the distress, I may mention that 
the latest figures give the number on 
the relief works at 248,000, and 16,000 
in receipt of gratuitous relief, while 
large sums have heen advanced to 
landholders to enable them to pro- 
vide employment for the poor on their 
estates, and there has also been a large 
suspension of revenue. The financial 
loss to the Indian Treasury up to the 
3lst March of the present year entailed 
by this scarcity has been as follows:— 
Relief Expenditure, Rx. 233,000; 
Advances on Loan, Rx. 233,000; Sus- 
pension of Revenue, Rx. 381,000; total, 
Rx. 847,000. Some of this will no doubt 
be recovered in the present financial 
year, but it does not include the outlay 
incurred in the Native States. I re- 
member on the former occasion the hon. 
Member for South Donegal said, with 
a want of restraint which I noted at 
the time, that people were perishing by 
thousands in India from starvation. I 
am happy to say that the last telegram 
from the Government of India con- 
tains the following statement :— 

“No case of starvation or even of serious 
emaciation has come to light, notwithstanding 
the oe inspection maintained by the local 
officials.” 

And, although the death-rate, it is per- 
fectly true, rose considerably above its 
normal level at the end of last year, and 
at the opening of the present year, due 
in many cases to cholera and other 
concomitants of the prevailing distress, 
yet in the bulk of the affected districts 
I am glad to say that the mortality is 
returning to its normal level, while, 
owing to the great railway develop- 
ment of recent years in India, food 
supplies have never failed in any one 
of those imperilled regions, and prices 
have never anywhere risen to anything 
like the figures they did in the last great 
visitation. These facts, which I place 
before the House, are I think en- 
couraging for the future. If this 
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monsoon —— with it good rain, I | whole length of the north-west frontier 
hope by the blessing of Providence | of India—a region with which I am 


that the danger which was anticipated 
may be averted ; that scarcity will not 
anywhere deepen, as it has not hitherto 
deepened, into famine; and also that 
the experience gained mer fit us to face 
with equal or greater ability the re- 
currence of distress in years to come. 
I will conclude by apologising to the 
Committee for the necessarily tedious 
character of the statement which I have 
been called upon to make, although I 
am bound to say that hon. Members 
have to some extent discounted the 
necessity for that apology by the 
almost complete unanimity with which 
they have absented themselves from 
these proceedings. I thank those 
hon. odes who have been here 
to listen to me, and I hope that 
next year I or someone else in my 
place may be able to make a more 
interesting statement to a more 
interested and a fuller House of 
Commons. I move the Resolution 
that stands in my name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That it appears, by the Accounts laid 
before this House, that the total Revenue of 
India for the year ending the 31st day of 
March, 1891, was Rx.85,741,649; that the 
total Expenditure in India and in England 
S04 against the Revenue was Kx. 
82,053,478 ; that there was a lus of 


Revenue over Expenditure of Rx.3,688,171 ; 
and that the — Outlay on Railways and 
Irrigation Works was Rx.3,365,632.”—(Mr. 
Curzon.) 

(8.55.) Sm RICHARD TEMPLE 
(Worcester, Evesham): I am not at all 
dismayed by the spectacle of the desert 
of green benches around me, because I 
know well that, through the kindness 
of our friends in the Press Gallery, 
what we say here is reported both to 
England and to India. I desire now 
to express my satisfaction that at all 
events my hon. Friend the Under Se- 
cretary for India has returned to his 
place, for that gives me an opportunity 
of congratulating him personally upon 
the statement which he has just made. 
It was but likely that he would make 
such a statement, because I, for one, 
am inclined to believe in all that he 
says about India. I recollect that he 
gave the best account I ever saw of the 
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myself intimately acquainted inch by 
inch—while his subsequent studies in 
Central Asia and in Persia have given 
him much preliminary qualification for 
dealing with Indian questions. I ma 

further congratulate my hon. Friend 
upon the excellent manner in which he 
has prepared his case. He has stated 
his figures with remarkable lucidit 

and accuracy; and I would maneal 
all his commentaries and remarks to 
the confidence both of this House and 
of the country at large. Now, I may 
report to you, Mr. Courtney, that just 
before you took the Chair to preside 
over the remainder of our deliberations 
this evening the hon. Member for 
Flintshire, who has had, I believe, to 
leave us to catch a train, poured forth 
his annual flood of well-intentioned and 
sincerely - designed pessimisms over 
India in the House of Commons; but 
that flood will have become shallow 
and almost dried up by the sunlight of 
official figures which my hon. Friend 
the Under Secretary has presented, as 
I shall immediately proceed to show. 
My hon. Friend said that his statement 
would not be gratifying. I am afraid 
he hardly did himself justice ; he was 
far too modest. I contend that it was 
in all respects a most gratifying state- 
ment. Ihave heard many such state- 
ments delivered ; but I never heardone 
which gave me greater confidence in 
the future stability of Indian finance, 
despite all sinister anticipations, than 
the statement to which we have listened 
to-night. What does it show? There 
was, in the first place, one year of 
abundant surplus following the failures 
of what my hon. Friend calls the 
famine years. That rich year was 
followed by two years not so good ; but 
the oa year and the third year 
have both been marked by surpluses. 
In the second year we have a limited 
surplus, and in the third year a small 
surplus, which was disparaged by my 
hon. Friend the Member for Flintshire, 
but which is shown in the financial 
statement to be after all better than 
was at first supposed. My hon. Friend 
yg says that the narrow surplus 
wi 


ill not be maintained, but the ne 
— here show that it will be 
3 
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more than maintained. The House 
will kindly observe that the first year 
of abundant surplus is followed by two 
years of narrow surpluses, and that in 
these two years this fairly satisfactory 
result has been achieved, despite the 
most tremendous disadvantages. My 
hon. Friend was quite right in using 
the word tremendous, for the loss by 
exchange can only be characterised by 
that term. My hon. Friend further 
showed that there had been a loss of 
nearly a million by the famine, meaning 
thereby a loss in point of revenue and 
an addition to expenditure. Yet, 
despite these awful disadvantages, still 
a surplus has been effected. Could 
India show stronger evidence of the 
stability of her financial condition than 
this? And when one comes to con- 
sider the causes why India has been 
able to keep her head so well above water 
in certain times of monetary misfortune 
it cannot but be seen that they are 
most satisfactory. In the first place 
the revenue has been not only main- 
tained, but has gone on increasing. 
The Land Tax yields better and better 
results every year, notwithstanding the 
temporary suspensions and remissions 
on account of famine. The Income Tax 
Returns are also most satisfactory. 
Then the Salt Tax shows an increase, 
the Excise Revenue and the Customs 
Revenue show an increase enough to 
counterbalance any possible trouble 
there may be in the opium revenue. It 
is this constant growth of revenue and 
receipts in almost all Departments 
except opium which enables India to 
sustain the stability of her finances 
despite these grievous disadvantages, 
which are admitted. There is another 
satisfactory feature, and that is the 
good management of India. The 
figures which my hon. Friend the 
Under Secretary has produced give 
proof of that good management in 
every Department. I do not know 
whether the Committee fully follows 
the details of what my hon. Friend said 
regarding the provincial finances, but I 
can assure the Committee that the 
statement afforded the most remark- 
able instance of the good financial 
and administrative management of the 
Government of India. But there is a 
still further reason, and that is the 
Sir Richard Temple - 
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progress of public improvements. Her 
railways and canals have enabled 
India to bear up against misfortune, and 
I hope the House observed ‘that these 
excellent works have during the past 
three years been carried out with very 
little addition to the Public Debt. The 
Under Secretary of State showed that 
it was by the husbanding first, and the 
utilising afterwards, of the cash 
balances which had accrued during the 
cycle of fat years with which her 
finances had been visited. Another 
reason is the general prosperity of the 
people. The hon. Member for Flint- 
shire has stated, perhaps for the tenth 
time in the House, that the people of 
India are poverty-stricken, and I have 
to repeat my denial, also for the tenth 
time, that they are poverty-stricken. 
It has been proved by the extension of 
their trade, of their agriculture, of 
their manufactures, of their industries, 
of everything that constitutes the 
prosperity of a people. The enormous 
increase of the population is another 
reason why India has been able to bear 
up against monetary misfortunes. Her 
population is increasing more rapidly 
than the population of any other 
country. Every year adds between 
two and three millions of taxpayers to 
British India, and that increase is 
something to go on with. Is it sur- 
prising that, with a population increas- 
ing at so unique a rate, India should 
be able to bear up against monetary 
misfortune? Another reason is the 
gradual reduction of the National Debt 
and of the interest upon that Debt. 
This brings me to the point of ex- 
change. Now, there is no denying the 
great misfortune which this brings 
upon the Indian Exchequer, and most 
of all upon our unfortunate fellow- 
countrymen. My hon. Friend the 
Member for Kensington (Sir Roper 
Lethbridge) knows as well as I how it 
affects all branches of the Uncove- 
nanted Civil Service and also members 
of the Civil Service. Many of them in- 
vested their money in Indian Securities 
on the faith that the value of the rupee 
would be sustained, and investments 
coming from such a quarter have 
always added to the public credit of 
the Indian Exchequer. These men 
have suffered enormously. If they had 
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known what was going to happen, they 
would have invested their savings in 
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European Securities. But I venture 


to say this cheapness of silver has 
something to do with the prosperity of 
India. It has undoubtedly benefited 


her industries, and, therefore, if India 
loses in some respects through the fall 
of exchange, she gains in other 
respects, and I am not sure whether 
the loss which she sustains in her ex- 
penditure by the fall in exchange is 
not partially, if not wholly, recouped 
by the gain in her revenue from the 


general prosperity of the people, 
to which the cheapness of sil- 
ver conduces. All these are 


very satisfactory explanations of the 
reasons why the condition of India 
is so improved that she is able to sus- 
tain truly fearful losses through the 
fall in the rate of exchange. The 
Under Secretary has explained the 
magnitude of these losses. They are 
almost unique in the history of the 
finance of any nation, and yet, in 
spite of that, there India is with her 
public works developed, with her 
military and _ civil establishments 
thoroughly well maintained and de- 
veloped, and with her public improve- 
ments constantly progressing. You 
have nothing stinted, but everything 
provided for on an extensive scale for 
the general good of the country. When 
I was Finance Minister, if I had had 
such losses I should have been driven 
to despair. We must have doubled the 
Income Tax, and resorted"to a hundred 
dangerous devices. It seems to me 
astounding that India should have 
borne such losses, and it speaks volumes 
with regard to the improvement of the 
country within the last generation. I 
think the Committee and the country 
are to be congratulated on the existing 
state of things as shown by the Budget 
this evening. The hon. Member for 
Flintshire said we were gradually ap- 
proaching the verge of the precipice of 
national insolvency. He made the most 
of any losses from opium, and belittled 
the progress we had made in the other 
branches of the Revenue. To hear him 
describing the finances of India you 
would think we were in a rapid de- 
cline, which must end in insolvency. 
But at this moment the credit of 


India in the Money Market stands 
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as high, if not higher, than ever. It 
is quite clear that those who are 
able to judge, who are bound to inform 
themselves properly, because their own 
interests are concerned, have come to 
the conclusion that the credit of 
India is good, that the ple are 
strong and are rising in w 

and prosperity, and that the Govern- 
ment is thoroughly to be relied upon. 
Those who are best able to judge and 
to inform themselves on the subject 
have come to the conclusion that the 
credit of India is good, that the coun 

is rising in wealth and prosperity, an 
that the Government is to be thoroughly 
relied upon. The power of reducing 
the interest on the National Debt from 
year to year is adding still further to 
the stability of the national finance. 
The hon. Member for Flintshire has 


referred to the military expenditure as 
something which could cut and 
carved about at pleasure. That is not 


the case. The Under Secretary himself, 
in his excellent book on Central Asia, 
has indicated the forces which Russia 
may bring to bear on the Indian 
frontier, and the forces with which 
England could reply. Those who 
understand the military conditions of 
Asia know that the only question is 
whether or noi our forces are adequate. 
No man can doubt that the army of 
India is, to say the least of it, no 
larger than is necessary, not for aggres- 
sion, but merely for the defence of 
India. It is idle to talk about a reduc- 
tion of the army expenditure, and it 
would be misleading the House to hold 
out any hope ofsuch reduction. Neither 
is there any reasonable hope of a 
serious reduction in the Civil Service 
expenditure. That is necessary for 
the due progress and good government 
of the country. The only hope is of a 
constant augmentation of revenue pro- 
ceeding from the growing prosperity 
of the country and the physical, moral, 
and mental development of the people. 
Of that I have the greatest hope, and 
I never have felt more confident of it 
than when I was listening to the spirit- 
stirring record which has been given to 
the House to-night. Seldom has there 
been exhibited a grander and nobler 
case of a nation of Asiatics struggling 
successfully against monetary mis- 
fortune. 
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(9.22.) Mr. MORTON  (Peter- 
borough): I can understand the speech 
we have just listened to from the hon. 
Baronet, who no doubt knows a great 
deal about India. The hon. Baronet 
always takes the purely official view 
of Indian affairs, which assumes that 
everything is right as it is, whatever 
Government is in power, so long as 
they are spending plenty of money on 
British officials of all sorts and sizes, 
At the same time, I believe that the 


hon. Baronet takes a kinder view of 
the people of India than do some other 





people. I do not agree with him as to 
the expenditure on military affairs. I 
believe that a great d too much 


money is spent on the army in India, 
owing to a scare of what Russia might 
do with regard toit. Ifthe people of 
India were allowed to help to govern 
their own country, the expenditure 
would, in my opinion, be reduced and 
greater security would be achieved. 
Instead of spending so much on 
mili affairs, more money should be 
devoted towards the improvement of 
the condition of the people of that 
country, and by that means make it im- 

ssible to attack India from the outside. 
t has always appeared to me wrong 
that we should create such a large 
revenue in connection with an article 
that causes degradation wherever it 
goes, and considering the professions 
we make we ought rather to endeavour 
to do away with opium and discover 
other means of raising our revenue. I 
should like to see a reduction of the 
salt tax, and to see also more money 
spent on education. If any country is 
to be governed properly, it must be by 
education, and by making the people 
interested in the conduct of affairs. 
Then I should be glad to learn of in- 
creased expenditure on public worksand 
railways. The late John Bright many 
years ago said in this connection that 
if we had spent on public works and 
improvements one tithe the money de- 
voted to warlike operations, there 
would be no difficulty or danger in 
regard to India. Having undertaken 


responsibility in connection with that 
country, it is our duty to so direct 
affairs that the people may live ina 
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decent and proper manner. Surely it 
ought to be possible to diminish the 
loss of life and decrease suffering 
caused by famine. When I consider 
all these elements it seems to 
me that we are, in relation to 
India, spending too much on ions 
or, superannuation, although per- 
ha this country has set the 
Indian Government a bad example. 
A poor country like India cannot 
afford to pay he leans sums I notice 
in these accounts for superannuation 
without the people being impoverished. 
If the charges for superannuation can 
be reduced it willbe a great benefit 
to the people of India and a credit to 
us asthe governing country. The hon. 
Baronet in thecourse of his speech said 
that we were os India ona 
most expensive scale. believe he is 
right. Economy is needed in India 
perhaps more than in England. The 
hon. Baronet also made some remarks 
about Indian credit being good in the 
City of London. This country is re- 
sponsible for all the money borrowed 
by the Indian Government, and it 
therefore seems to me that Indian 
credit means British credit, and I 
do not see why money should not be 
obtained for various purposes by the 
Indian Government at the same low 
rate of interest as it can be borrowed 
when the British Government requires 
it for this country or for the Colonies. 
Considering the large sums concerned 
in these accounts, Iam sorry that we 
have not taken the people of Indiamore 
fully into our confidence and given them 
a greater share in the government of 
their own country, and by that means 
obtained their assistance in preventing 
any outside attacks upon that large 
pam I believe the only pos- 
sible way to make that country safe, 
and at the same time reduce the very 
large annual expenditure for warlike 
affairs, is by getting the population of 
India interested in their own affairs. 
It is to be tted that we have not 
time to consider these financial matters 
at — length, and it is especially 
to be regretted that the Indian Budget 
is not brought before the House 
until so late a period of the 
Session. No doubt when we have given 
the various nationalities of this country 
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that Home Rule they are crying out for, 
and so divest this House of a lot of 
local business that can be better done 
in the various countries, we shall have 
more time to consider the financial 
affairs of India as well as other im- 
portant questions. 


(9.30.) Sm WILLIAM PLOW- 
DEN: I do not altogether agree 
with the hon. Baronet opposite (Sir 
Richard Temple) as to the impossi- 
bility of reducing the civil expendi- 
ture of India, which of course forms 
a large portion of the Accounts 
that have been presented to us. I 
admit that the reduction that can be 
made is not large, but still there is no 
reason why we should not attempt to 
reduce the expenditure if it is only by 
asmall amount. And I will again im- 
press upon the Government the pro- 
priety of endeavouring to carry out 
the recommendations of the Army 
Commission which sat a few years 
ago with respect to reducing the ex- 
penditure upon the military commands 
in Madras and Bombay. There might 
certainly be a considerable saving 
efiected in that direction. I should 
like to obtain some explanation from 
the hon. Member in charge (Mr. Curzon) 
with regard to the non-effective charges, 
which seem to have increased in every 
way. These non-effective charges are 
enormous, and an investigation into 
them would, I believe, show the possi- 
bility of their being greatly nt rf 
I fully concur with the Under Secre- 
tary of State with regard to the greatly 
improved condition of the masses of 
the population in India. A Report, I 
understand, has lately been placed in 
the hands of the Secretary of State 
dealing especially with the material 
conditions of the population of Madras. 
I asked some time ago across the floor 
of the House whether there would be 
any objection to placing that Report 
on the Table and in the hands of the 
ublic. Considering that it is a Report 

fawn up by a gentleman unconnected 
with the Service, and is of a highly 
satisfactory character, I think we 
Should have some assurance that it 
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should be placed in the hands of the 
public. 


*(9.34.) Mr. CURZON: The re- 
marks which have fallen from the hon. 
Member deserve some reply. As regards 
the non-effective charges to which he 
calls attention, I do not myself observe, 
on reference to page 14, that there is the 
great increase of which he complains. 
We have, on pages 14 and 47, the figures 
of these non-effective charges, both civil 
and military, stating in each case the 
actual increase of the charge and the 
loss on exchange, and it appears to me 
that the difference between the charges 
of this and the preceding year is mainl 
a matter of loss on exchange. Wit 
regard to the Report as to the condition 
of the population in the Presidency of 
Madras, I may say that I have not 
myself had time to study that Report, 
but I believe it answers to the description 
the hon. Member has given. Whether 
it is advisable to publish the Report in 
its entirety I do not know. I believe 
it is of considerably greater iength than 
the hon. Member seems to imagine, 
but I have little doubt that, if it is not 
published as a whole, the British public 
will be given the opportunity of reading 
parts of it in a shorter form. 


Mr. MORTON : Is there any inten- 
tion of reducing the Salt Tax ? 


*Mr. CURZON : The reduction of 
the Salt Tax, as the hon. Member is 
aware, is one of those measures which 
are contemplated, and will be steadily 
kept in view both by the Indian Finance 
Ministcr and by the Secretary of State. 
The addition to the Salt Tax four 
years ago was due to the stress of 
exceptional circumstances, anf a pledge 
was given that, as soon as financial con- 
ditions would allow, the tax would be 
reduced. That resolution the Govern- 
ment have no intention of departin 
from. If the hon. Member had pai 
me the compliment of being in the 
House and listening to the statement 
I made earlier in the evening, he would 
have ascertained that the firancial con- 
dition of India at present is not of a 
character to justify any such reduction. 
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I can inform the hon. Member, how- 
ever, that, so far from the consumption 
of salt having decreased, as it might 
have been expected to had this tax been 
felt to be a serious burden, the consump- 
tion has steadily increased from year to 
year. With respect to the price, I may 
say that it remains fairly stationary. 
It certainly has not increased, and 
there may have been a slight decrease. 
I mention these points with the view of 
showing the hon. Member that the 
burden of taxation is not so heavy as 
he is disposed to think. As regards 
the general policy of the duty, the Go- 
vernment adhere. to the position they 
have taken up before, and we look for- 
ward to the day when we may be able 
to reduce the tax on this very necessary 
article. 


Mr. MORTON: I must express my 
regret that circumstances prevented me 
from being in the House to hear the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman. I 
should like to ask about the revenue 
from opium, which, so far as I can un- 
derstand these figures, appears to be less 
than it was in the previous year. I ask 
whether that was on account of the de- 
crease in consumption or of a decrease 
in taxation? I should like to know 
that it arises in consequence of a 
decrease in consumption. 


*(9.44.) Mr. CURZON: The rise or 
fall of the Revenue is not determined 
by the considerations the hon. Member 
refers to. It depends, in the first place, 
upon the state of the market for opium 
in China and elsewhere. It depends, 
in the second place, on the amount of 
opium kept in the reserves; and it 
depends, in the third place, 
on the quality and extent of the 
crop which is raised from year to year. 
These are factors which are fluctuating, 
and cannot, therefore, be relied upon, 
and ii is almost impossible to predict 
the results from year to year. In one 
year we get, as I have before observed, 
a rise to the extent of 800,000 
tens of rupees, and the following year 
there is a corresponding fall. The 


trade is one of varying character, and 

it is impossible for anyone to determine 

it with accuracy. As regards the policy 

‘of the Government of India, that 
Mr. Curzon 
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I need not enlarge upon, inasmuch 
as it was the subject of a despatch 
which the hon. Member has probably 
seen, and it has more than once been 
explained in this House by those who 
have spoken for the Indian Govern- 
ment. That policy is to restrict as far 
as possible the consumption of opium 
in India. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


PUBLIC AUTHORITIES PROTECTION 
BILL [Lords].—(No. 389.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘“‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
should like to ask the meaning of this 
Bill. Iam always suspicious of any- 
thing that comes from the House of 
Lords, especially when they are ina 
hurry, and especially when they adjourn 
without any reason, as they did last 
week. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must remind the hon. Member that 
he is not entitled to speak of the other 
branch of the Legislature in those 
terms. 


Mr. MORTON: Very well, Sir, but 
I hope the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man (Sir Richard Webster) will give 
us some explanation of this Bill. 
In the Schedule at the end I see an 
Act for the punishment of idle and dis- 
orderly persons, for the suppression of 
certain games, and so forth. It may 
be all very well, but what is the 
meaning of it? I should say it ought 
to have gone to a Select Committee, so 
that we might know that the matter 
had been looked into by the proper 
persons, If the Government say they 
have looked into it that would be some- 
thing. 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicuarD Wesster, Isle of Wight) : 
The matter has been carefully investi- 
gated by those whom the hon. Gentle- 
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man calls the proper persons. Under 
a number of existing Acts, the periods 
of time for notice of action vary very 
much, and the object of this Bill is to 
reduce the period of notice in all the 
Acts in the Schedule to one period. 
Nothing is done beyond that with 
regard to the Acts in the Schedule, and 
the Bill is simply a Consolidation Bill 
to simplify the law. 


Motion agreed to. 
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Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ORDER (GLASGOW, &c.) BILL 
[Lords}.—(No. 56.) 

Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL.—(No. 374.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL.—(No. 397.) 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL 
[Lords].—(No. 412.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL [Lords] 
(No. 413.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL [Lords] 
(No. 414.) 

Read a second time, and committed. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 16) BILL.—(No. 387.) 
Ordered— 


That the Order of 31st May, for referring 
the Bill to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, be read, and discharged. 

Bill withdrawn.—( Mr. Long.) 


Cornwall Bill. 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 429.] 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMEND 
MENT BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 430.) 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[Lords]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 

second time To-morrow, and to be 


printed. [Bill 431.] 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
BILL.—(No. 422.) 


Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL.—(No. 417.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION 
LAND) BILL.—(No, 262.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


(SCOT- 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL.—(No, 425.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


TECHNICAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
INSTITUTIONS BILL [Lords]. 
Consequential Amendment made by 
the Lords to be considered forthwith ; 
considered and agreed to. 


ARCHDEACONRY OF CORNWALL BILL 
[Lords].—(No. 362.) : 

Order for Second Reading read, and 

discharged. 

Bill withdrawn. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,—Consoli- 
dated Fund (No. 2) Bill; High Court 
of Justiciary (Scotland) Bill; Housing 
of the Working Classes (Scotland) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4} 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill; Public Health 
(Scotland) Provisional Order (Bathgate 
Water) Bill; Local Government (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; 
Allotments Provisional Order Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No 6) Bill; Amendment to—Tech- 
nical Industrial Institutions Bill, with 
a Consequential Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, inti- 
tuled, ‘‘ An Act to remove doubts as to 
the meaning of ‘ The Forged Transfers 
Act, 1891.’”’ [Forged Transfers Bill 
[Lords.} 

Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 
amend and consolidate the Law relating 
to Bills of Sale.” [Bills of Sale Bill 
[ Lords. | 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend ‘ The Colonial Stock Act, 1877,’ 
so far as regards the mode of transfer 
of stock to which that Act applies.” 
Colonial Stock Act (1877) Amendment 

ill [Lords.] 

Ard, also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to alter the constitution of the Fishery 
Board for Scotland, and to amend the 
Law in regard to Sea Fisheries in Scot- 
land.” [Fishery Board (Scotland) Bill 
[Lords.] 

Metropolitan Hospitals, &c.,—That 
they do communicate Copy of the 
Third Report, &c., of the Select Com- 
mittee appointed by their Lordships in 
the present Session of Parliament on 
Metropolitan Hospitals, &c., as desired 
by this House. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND (PAY- 
MENTS) [REMUNERATION]. 
Regolution reported ; 
“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of the Consolidated Fund, of an in- 
crease in the remuneration for the manage- 
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(Seagoing War Ships). 
ment of Treasury Bills, and the payment, out 
of moneys provided by Parliament for the 
service of the Irish Land Commission, of 
remuneration for the management of Guar- 
anteed Land Stock, in pursuance of any Act 
of the present Session for making further 
provision respecting certain payments to the 
Banks of England and Ireland.” 
Resolution agreed to. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA [LOAN ] ° 

Resolution reported ; 

“That it is expedient to authorise the 
Treasury to advance, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom, a loan of 
£150,000 to the Government and Province of 
British Columbia for the purpose of trans- 
ferring and settling in that Province families 
from Crofter Parishes in Scotland, and to 
make provision for raising for a limited period 
the sum necessary for the said loan, the prin- 
cipal moneys so raised and the interest thereon 
being charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 

Resolution agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and Baron Henry de 
Worms. 

Bill presented, and read first time. [Bill 432.] 


NAVY (SEAGOING WAR SHIPS). 

Order [3rd August 1891] for Return 
relative thereto read, and discharged ; 
and, instead thereof :— 

Navy (Szacorne War Surps). 

Copy ordered— 

“Of Return of Seagoing War Ships in 
Commission, in Reserve, and Building, and 
showing the Naval Expenditure, Revenue, 
Tonnage of Mercantile Marine, and Value of 
Seaborne Commerce of various Countries for 
the year 1891 :” 

“ And, Return showing Naval Expenditure 
on Seagoing Force, the Value of Seaborne 
Commerce (exclusive of interchange with the 
United Kingdom), and the Revenue of British 
self-governing Colonies for the year 1891.”— 
(Lord George Hamilton.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 314.] 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Ques- 
tion put. 


a Co 


revision by the Member. 


a mr a rrr ey, oT 


coats a: — — 


Peo 


eS 











an 


SP rp te mew oe 


co 
<= 








R87 R08 wm 


BF aSePagas 


7? 


2. 


Ph Semen ‘aid 
by the Member. 




















1645 Small Agricultural 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Tuesday, 21st June, 1892. 





SAT FIRST. 


The Viscount Hampden, after the 
death of his father. 

The Lord Abinger, after the death of 
his father. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY VOLUNTEER 
FORCE. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: Seeing my 
noble Friend in his place, I wish to 
ask him whether there would be any 
objection on the part of the Admiralty 
to lay upon the Table the Report of a 
Commission appointed by the Admi- 
ralty to examine into the claims for 
compensation, and to specify the com- 
pensation that will be due to the 
members of the Royal Artillery Force 
which is now disbanded? I under- 
stand that the Papers are already in 
gaint, and have been seen by some 

embers of your Lordships’ House. 

Lorp ELPHINSTONE: There is 
no objection to lay the Papers asked 
for on the Table of the House. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
3*."—(The Eari Cadogan.) 


Lorp DENMAN : My Lords, having 

a Motion on the Paper that this Bill 
should be read a third time this day 
six months, I might have been taken 
“g:) by surprise, this being a Tues- 
ay, if I had been down in the country 
intending to be in time for the meeting 
of the House at half past five, 
when I should have found this Bill 
. My Lords, the speech 

which I ventured to make on moving 
the rejection of the Bill was never sub- 
mitted to me for correction, and I am 
sorry that this measure should be 
passed without full consideration of 
those objections which I ventured to 
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explain to your Lordships. My Lords, 
in my own small way I have had an 
experience of small holdings. There 
was one poor man had eight acres ; he 
was employed in the mines, and there- 
fore was enabled to pay for the mow- 
ing of his hay, and so it answered him 
to keep this small portion of land; 
but, in fact, unless. persons have 
other means, it is impossible tor 
them to go on with small holdings. 
So far as my experience goes I have 
two farms, one of 350 acres, and 
another of 50 acres; the land in one is 
extremely good, and the land in the 
other is not so good ; therefore, for the 
benefit of my tenant, I put those two 
farms together, and I have never 
regretted it. Some of my neighbours 
are extremely desirous to have the. 
best part of it, and are always asking 
me if I will sub-divide the farm, which 
I certainly never will. My Lords, the 
misfortune of the present day is that 
we: do everything in extremes. The 
old system of Common rights over 
grass was the foundation of everything 
in Ireland, but it produced the greatest 
confusion. I can only say that I am 
ready to substantiate all I said on the 
Second Reading. My Lords, if you 
pass this Bill without having given full 
notice to the country that it is for 
Third Reading to day—for the 7imes 
has omitted all mention of the business 
for the day in the House of Lords, in 
that not very truthful journal—this is a 
thing which ought to be known by 
every holder of land, whether gentle or 
simple. My Lords, it would be a 
disturbance of every farm in the 
country, Iam quite satisfied of that ; 
and as for the possession of a small 
plot of land without plenty of capital 
to support it, it is nothing but ‘ruin. 
You have been going upon the lines of 
John Bright rather too long. When 
Lord Ashbourne passed the first 
measure for the purchase of land I 
ventured to say: “All that is Bright 
must fade, the Brightest still the 
fleetest.” He said to me “ Pray do 
not have that reported in your speech,” 
and, consequently, I omitted it. But 
it is only too true that poor proprietors 
cannot thrive. When many years 

my wife’s father purchased a farm in 
East Lothian the price of corn was 


sixty-three shillings a quarter ; now it 
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is reduced to.thirty shillings, and it is 
a loss to grow corn; but, 
for sake of the straw, and for 
the land, it has always been my 
endeaveur to grow the greatest 
quantity of wheat I can; but it 
is not so good as that which comes 
from India. But, my Lords, if 
foreigners come in and take their place 
in our markets, surely they ought to 
y market dues? Poor Mr. Brad- 
augh thought market dues were in- 
jurious to the farmer. My Lords, when 
the late Prince Albert Victor went to 
Sheffield it was to ren ay the open- 
ing of a new market by the Duke of 
Norfolk, which was built at an enor- 
mous expenditure of money. But is 
the Duke to lose his rights to the fees 
for the use of that market ? My Lords, 
ou are altogether tending to confusion. 
M Lords, mine is the speech of an 
old man ; I give you Horace’s descrip- 
tion of an old man, and you will see 
how far I am pictured by it: 
Multa senem circumveniunt incommoda; vel 


quod 
Queerit, et inventis miser abstinet, ac timet 





Vel quod res omnes timide gelideque minis- 
trai ; 
Dilator, spe loagus, iners avidusque futuri, 
- + «+ «  Iaudator temporis acti 
Se puero, castigator censorque minorum. 
My Lords, my experience in this House 
gives me the right to explain my 
opinions, and they are these: that in 
any measure, involving many great 
and important principles, you never 
can by a free conference, which is 
likely to be absolutely necessary if the 
Amendments are submitted to the other 
House, get the House to remain patient 
and to state what they believe to be the 
truth. My Lords, I believe it would 
be much better in every respect for 
this Bill not to have gone into Com- 
mittee at all. There is a very strong 
feeling, it is said in the Times, against 
this Bill on both sides of the House ; 
Ido not know how far that is true; 
but suppesing, the Government being 
in a minority in this House, a new 
election should be rife in the country, 
just consider what an enormous quan- 
tity of intimidation and violence would 
ensue. There is nothing settled in 
Treland ; the differences between Pro- 
testants and Roman Catholics are more 


Lord Denman 
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rife than ever. My Lords, yow would 
hardly recollect what the author of 
Church and State said in the very first 
passage of his work—he said that the 

man Catholics think that every re- 
ligion but their own ought to succumb, 

y Lords, the differences are exagge- 
rated in every way. Let the Septennial 
Act have its full swing, and that will 
be the best thing for this country. I 
never heard that Her Majesty had told 
her people that she would submit to a 
Dissolution under any circumstances, 
I always thought that if the Govern- 
ment were a minority in the House of 
Commons they were obliged to resign 
—that was always the rule in old 
times; if the Government had not a 
handsome majority in the House of 
Commons they always gave the 
Sovereign an opportunity to change 
Her Ministers. That is not so now. 
I am a friend of every Govern- 
ment, and I wish to _ thwart 
no Government. For instance, the 
Women’s Suffrage Bill was the first 
Bill after the Recess; but I with- 
drew it beforehand, in order that any 
Government measure might come first. 
My Lords, it will not do to “oppress 
any individual. I happen to have 
observed a great deal as I have gone 
through my short career; but I have 
also to look back to the career of my 
respected father, and to try to act as I 
know he would have done. My Lords, 
you little understand his memory ; his 
memoirs were most unfairly represented 
by the editor 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp SE- 
CRETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFATRS(The Marquess of SaLisBury): 
My Lords, I rise to order; the noble 
Lord has not been anywhere near the 
Bill before the House for the last two 
or three minutes. , 

Lorp DENMAN: You wish to 
cléture me again, do you? I am very 
much cbliged to you. I beg leave 
to tell you that I have a right to refer 
in a Hereditary House to the best man 
that ever sat in it. My Lords, I 
to move that the Bill be read a thir 
time this day six months. 

Amendment moved, to leave out 
(‘‘now’’) and add at the end of the 
Motion (‘‘ this day six months.”)—(The 
Lord Denman.) 
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Amendment ‘negatived ; Bill read 3* 
(according to order) with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made ; 
Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 


mons. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 
RESOLUTION. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (The Earl of Mortey): 
My Lords, I beg to move the Resolu- 
tion which stands in my name; the 
object being to enable Private Bills 
that are interrupted during the present 
Session to re-appear in the next Ses- 
sion of Parliament without going 
through the formal stages. 


Moved, “ That such Bills shall be deposited 
in the Private Bill Office not later than Three 
o'clock on or before the third day on which 
the House shall sit after the next meeting of 
Parliament, with a declaration annexed there- 
to, signed in the case of a Private Bill by the 
‘agent, and in the case of a Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill by an officer of the Depart- 
ment by which the Orders to be confirmed by 
such Bull are made, stating that the Bill is the 
same in every respect as the Bill at the last 
stage of the proceedings thereon in this House 
in the present Session, and where any sum of 
money has been deposited, as required by 
Standing Order No. 57, that such deposit has 
not been withdrawn, together with a certificate 
of that faet from the proper officer of the 
court in which euch money was deposited ; 


That the proceedings on such Bills shall be 
forma only in regard to every s 
Goons which ‘the same shall have es Bm 
the present Session ; and that no new fees be 

charged in regard to such stages ; 

That as regards all Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bilis which shall have been 
brought from the House of Commons in the 
present Session, such Bills shall be 
allowed to to the same stage at 
which they shall have arrived in the 
present Session, on the same conditions as 
those set forth in the preceding Orders in 
respect to Bills originating in this House ; 
the declaration to be signed as aforesaid, 
stating that the Bill is in every respect the 
same as when brought to this House in this 

a) 

That if any such Bill shall have been 
amended in House in the present Session 
the sam : Amendments shall be inserted by the 
Comm ttee on the Bill ; 

Thi: the Standing Orders by which the 
proc::dings on Bills are shall not 
apply to any Private or visional Order 
Confirmation Bill which shall have been in- 
troduced into Parliament in the aos 
Session, in regard to any of the stages ugh 
which the same shall have passed ; 





That all petitions presented in this Session 
relating to any Private Bill shall, if necessary, 
be referred to the Committee on the Bill in 
the next Sessior ; 


That no petitioners shall be heard before 
the Committee on any Bill unless their peti- 
tion shall have been presented, within the 
time limited in the present Session, unless 
that time shall not have expired before it 
closes, in which case, in order to be heard, 
their petition shall be presented not later than 
the fourth day on which the House shall sit in 
the next Session ; 


That — poe of every Private or Pro- 
visional er Confirmation Bill which shall 
have been introduced into this House in the 
present Session of Parliament, and which 
shall have passed this House and been sent to 
the House of Commons, or which shall be 
pending in this House, shall have leave to in- 
troduce the same in the next Session of Par- 
liament, provided that notice of their inten- 
tion to do so be | in the Private Bill 
Office not later than Three o'clock on the da 
prior to the close of the present Session, an 
that all fees due thereon, up to that period, be 
paid ; 

That an alphabetical list of all such Bills, 
with a statement of the stages at which they 
shall have arrived, shall be pre in the 
Private Bill Office, and printed.”—(The Earl 
of Morley.) 


Motion agreed to, 


Tae Eart or MORLEY: My Lords 
I beg to move certain Amendments to 
the Standing Orders of which I have 
given notice. I do not suppose the 
House will expect me to go through 
them all; but, if any noble Lord 
requires any explanation, I shall be 
happy to give it— 





Note.—The words quoted are to be omitted, 
and the words printed in Italics are to be in- 
serted. 

Moved, That the Standing Orders 
be amended as follows :— 





(Notices to specify limits in case of gasworks, 
sewage works, burial ground, destructor, or 
hospital.) 

“5. In cases of Bills for constructing gas- 
works or sewage works, or works for the manu- 
facture or conversion of the residual products, 
or for making or constructing a sewage farm, 
cemetery, burial ground, destructor, ‘or’ 
hospital for infectious disease, or railway or 
tramroad to be worked by electricity supplied 
from a generating station, the notices shall set 
forth and specify the limits within which such 
gasworks, sewage works, works for the manu- 
facture or conversion of residual products, 
farm, cemetery, burial ground, destructor ‘ or’ 
hospital, or generating station, is intended to 
be made or constructed.” 
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9. Publication of notices in Gazettes 
and newspapers— 

“ (8.) In the case of a Bill authorising the 
construction of works or the taking of 
lands, or extending the time granted by 
a former Act for the construction of 
works or the taking of lands, in more 
than one county, or relating to an under- 
taking situate in more than one county, 
or promoted by a company or companies 
or other parties Bacar a | of an under- 
taking situate in more than one county, 
the notice shall be published once in each 
of two successive weeks, with an inter- 
val between such publications of not less 
than six clear days, in some one and the 
same newspaper of the county in which 
the principal office of the company or 
companies or other parties who are the 
promoters of the Bill is situate, or in 
case there is no such office then in anews- 
paper published in each county in which 
any.such works, lands, or undertaking 
are situate, and in some one and the 
same newspaper published in each 
county in which any new works are pro- 
posed to be constructed, or in which any 
lands are intended to be taken, or in 
which any works or lands are situate, 
in respect of which any new or fur- 
ther powers for the completion or 
taking thereof are intended to be applied 
for, or if there beno newspaper published 
therein, then in some one and the same 
newspaper published in some county 
adjoining or near thereto: Provided 
always, that if the Bill relates to lands 
or works situate in more than one county, 
it shall be sufiicient (at the option ofthe 
promoters) to publish in each of such 
counties s> much only of the notice as 
relates specifically to the lands or works 
situate in that county together with the 
short title of the notice, and an intima- 
tion that the notice has been published 
in full, or sent for publication in full, in 
the Gazette.” 


New Standing Order— 


(Deposit of Bills at Board of Agriculture.) 

* 33b. On or before the 21st day of 
December a printed copy of every local 
Biil which relates to the drainage of land 
in England or Wales, or which relates 
to the improvement of land in England, 
Wales, or Scotland, or to the erection, improve- 
ment, repair, maintenance, or regulation of any 
market or market place at which cattle are ex- 

dl for sale or toany matter within the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the Board of Agriculture, or 
which proposes to alter the boundary of any 
county, sanitary district, parish, or any other 
administrative area in the United Kingdom, 
shall be deposited at the office of the Board of 
Agriculture.” 


New Standing Order— 
(Lateral deviation of embankment or retaining 
wall of reservoir.) 
“40a. In cases where itis proposed to make, 
vary, extend, or enlarge any reservoir, the plan 
shall descrive the embankment or retaining wall 


The Earl of Morley 
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thereof, and where it is the intention of the pro- 
moters to apply for s to make any lateral 
deviation from the line of such embankment or 
retaining wall, the limits of deviation shall be 
defined on the plan, and all lands included 
within such limits shall be marked thereon.” 


67. Paragraph 2, line 1, after (“introduced”) 

insert (‘‘ or proposed to be introduced.’’) 
(Petitions for additional provision.) 

** All Petitions for additional provision in 
local Bills originating in this House shall, 
on the presentation thereof, be referred to the 
Examiners, who shall examine the same, and 
report thereon in respect of all Orders which 
would be applicadle in the case of a Bill.” 


91. Time for Second Reading of Bilis, line 
1, leave out (‘or Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill.’’) 


(Terms of proposed amalgamation, &c. to be 
specified in Bill.) 

“124. When by any Bill powers are applied 
for to amalgamate with any other company,. 
or to sell or lease the undertaking, or any part 
thereof, or to purchase or take on lease the 
undertaking of any other company, public 
body, or private undertakers, or any part 
thereof, or to enter into a working agreement, 


otherwise than under the provisions of Part, 


Ill. (working oe comer of the Railway 
Clauses Act, 1863, as amended by the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Acts, 1873 and 1888, the 
company, public body, person or pesons, with, 
to, from, or by whom, and the terms and con- 
ditions on which it is proposed that such 
amalgamation, sale, purchase, lease, or 
working agreement shall be made, shall be 
specified in the Bill as introduced into 
Parliament.” 

137. Sub-section (2), leave out (‘* United 
Kingdom and the Isle of Man”) and insert 
(“ British Islands ’’) 


(Clause for defining limits of gasworks, sewage 
works, cemetery, burial ground, destructor, 
or hospital.) 

“139. In every Bill for making or construct- 
ing gasworks or sewage works, or works for 
the manufacture or conversion of the residual 
products, or for making or constructing, alter- 
ing or enlarging any sewage farm, cemetery, 
burial ground, destructor, hospital for infec- 
tious disease, ur railway or tramroad to be 
worked by electricity supplied from a genera- 
ting station, there shall Se inserted a clause 
defining the limits within which such gas- 
works, sewage works, farm, cemetery, burial 
ground, destructor, hospital, or ing 
station, may be made or constructed.” 


Appendix A.—Application to owners, 
&c. before 15th December, referred to 
in Standing Order No. 11, after the 
third paragraph as a separate para- 
graph :— 

“ We also beg toinform you that it is intended 
that the Act shall provide that where the tunnel 
{or other work] as shown on the 1 
sections is to be constructed at a depth of (40) 
feet or upwards between the crown of the tunnel 
and the surface of the ground, the undertakers 
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wire an.easement or right of constructi 
aad wing the tunnel [or fo + pithout ad 
obliged to purchase the surface.” —(The Earl of 
Morley.) 
INFECTIOUS HOSPITALS BILL [.1.] 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

*Lorpv THRING: My Lords, a very 
few minutes will suffice for explaining 
the Bill to which I trust your Lord- 
ships will give a Second ing, in 
order that the subject may be dis- 
cussed, and considered during the 
Recess. The Billis brought in at the 
instance and recommendation of the 
County Councils Association ; it is to 
provide for isolation hospitals, or 
rather to facilitate the promotion of 
isolation hospitals—or, in other words, 
hospitals for the reception of people 
suffering from dangerous infectious 
diseases. With regard to the necessity 
of such isolation I think I need say hardly 
a word. We all know that if there is 
one thing which isrendered more certain 
than another by the progress of medical 
science, it is that the most dangerous 
diseases that affect the human race, 
such as cholera, scarlet fever, or small- 
pox, may be toa great extent prevented 
by isolation. A vessel comes into port on 
which there is a case of cholera ; the 
vessel is sent into quarantine, which is 
the most effectual isolation hospital, 
and the danger practically ceases. But 
we all know the dangers that occur 
from smail-pox coming into a parish— 
it creates a centre of infection, and 
desolates the parish; whereas, if at the 
first moment the patient is isolated the 
disease is reduced to a condition in 
which there is little risk, and the 
patient alone suffers. At the present 
moment the authorities who have 
power to make infectious hospitals are 
the Rural Sanitary Authorities, and 
the Urban Sanitary Authorities. My 
Lords, I have no fault to find with these 
authorities; in the larger towns, 
notably in London, there are complete 
establishments for the purpose of isola- 
tion. But when you come to the 
Rural Sanitary Authorities, to the ad- 
ministrative counties, for which I am 
pleading, you find that in a great many 
cases indeed infectious hospitals are 
not established. The reason for this 
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is not far to seek. The Rural Sanitary 
Districts are extremely inconvenient 
areas, they very often we gee: parishes 
which are not connected together b 
any link; and, on the other hand, 
Urban Sanitary Authorities in counties 
are very often too small for establish- 
ing infectious hospitals. These then 
are the difficulties which this Bill en- 
deavours to palliate; and it does so 
through the medium of the County 
Councils. The Bill says that when 
a local application is made to the 
County Council, the Council may 
then provide for the establishment 
of an infectious hospital. The proce- 
dure is as follows: A local application 
must be made by the Rural or Urban 
Sanitary Authority, or by a contribu- 
tory place—thai is by one of the con- 
stituent parishes, or villages, that form 

rt of the Rural Sanitary district. 

here is also one provision which is in 
some degree a coercive power. The 
County Council may proceed on the 
authority of their Medical Officer as if 
it were a local application if he reports 
that any part of the county is so 
desolated by disease or so open to in- 
fectious disease, that it absolutely re- 

uires an infectious hospital. hen 
this application is made the County 
Council are to direct a local inquiry 
whsther an infectious hospital is 
wanted or not. Supposing the answer 
to be in the affirmative, they either 
adopt the area suggested in the Report, 
or they have power to subtract or add 
to the area. But here again the local 
feeling is consulted; for any Local 
Authority, or bodies of Local Authorities 
may appeal to the Local Government 
Board if they think that area is im- 
properly constructed. Supposing the 
area to be approved of, then the next 
thing the County Council have to do is 
to establish a Hospital Committee. This 
they do, either out of the Local 
Authorities themselves, or partly out 
of the Local Authorities, and partly 
out of their own members. And here 
again we have safeguarded the Local 
Authorities, because any of them my 
appealto the Local Government Board, 
if they think they are inadequately, or 
imperfectly represented. I come now 
to the powers necessary for establishing 
an infectious hospital. With regard 
to the power of purchasing land we 


. 





ft 
PS 
Bi 
q 
# 
; 
4 
4 
j 
4 
: 
} 
* 
; 
} 
Fy 
’ 






1655 National Education 





‘ give them compulsory powers only 


through a Provisional Order; so that 
there can be no complaint on that 

int. The expense is to be thrown, as 
it is now, upon the Local Authority, 
to be paid out of the sanitary rate. 
These expenses are divided into 
structural expenses, establishment 
expenses, and patients’ expenses. 
The structural expenses are those 
of building; the establishment ex- 
penses are those of maintenance 
of the building; and the patients’ ex- 
penses are the costs for the patient 
while lying on his sick bed—medicine 
and food. With respect to structural 
expenses, supposing the district con- 
sists of more than one contributory 
place, the constituent places are to 
contribute in proportion to the rateable 
value ; we think the villages in the dis- 
trict ought to put up the buildings. 
On the other hand, the management 
expenses are to be paid in proportion 
to the population, as we think they 
ought to be paid according to the use 
of the hospital. These are details to 
be considered. With respect to 
patients’ expenses we have adopted 
altogether the principle which prevails 
in the metropolitan infectious hospitals. 
We are told, and I believe rightly, that 
isolation is a public benefit, not a 
private good ; it is for the public benefit 
that you take a man suffering from a 
dangerous infectious disease and put 
him into a hospital ; we therefore adopt 
the principle cf the present metro- 
politan legislation, and declare that the 
expenses of the patient, rich or poor, 
are to be paid out of the sanitary rate. 
There is one exception. We think, 
and I submit rightly, that there may be 
a class of patients who we hope will 
come to the hospital—a higher class 
altogether—well-to-doand rich persons, 
who we think may be very well asked 
to pay ; we do not compel them, but 
give them inducements to do so. We 
say that if they like to pay their own 
expenses, and any ditional sum 
which the hospital may have to 
incur, they can have separate rooms 
and attendance. That my Lords, is 
the scheme of the Bill. You will 
perceive that it interferes in no 
respect with the Local Authorities ; it 
endeavours to aid them. I will not 
trouble your Lordships with any further 


Lord Thring 
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descriptior of the Bill; all I sey is that 
it is an honest attempt on the part of 
the County Councils Association to 
improve the law. We create no fresh 
liabilities; we only aid the Local 
Authorities ; and I trust your Lordships 
will consent to read the Bill a second 
time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(The Lord Thring.) 


*Lorp HENNIKER: Perhaps my 
noble Friend opposite, whose endeavour 
to improve our system of Local 
Government whenever he can we all 
appreciate, will expect me to say a 
few words. Looking to the fact. 
that it is impossible that this Bill 
can be passed during this Session, 
your Lordships will not expect me 
to make any remarks on the details of 
the Bill; but it is, undoubtedy, a 
question of considerable importance, 
and very much to be desired, that these 
hospitals which the measure deals with 
should be provided much more gene- 
rally than they are at present. I do 
not think I need say anything more at 
the present moment. I have no doubt 
the Bill cannot be proceeded with this 
year; but, perhaps, in the next 
Session, when it is brought forward, it 
may be put into shape. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

*Toe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
Capoaan): My Lords, I feel I ought to 
apologise to your Lordships for the 
numerous occasions on which it has 
been my duty to intrude on the business 
of this House during the last week ; I 
can assure your Lordships that I have 
done so most unwillingly ; but the fact 
is that in the present legislative orgy into 
which we are now plunged, your Lord- 
ships have pressed upon your attention 
Bills of all kinds and sorts, relating to 
various portions of the Empire, an 
within a very limited space of time. 
My Lords, I will not refer to the 
remarks which have been made upor 
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the conduct of business in your Lord- 
ships’ House further than to say that 
the-circumstances of the last few days 
have been especially inconvenient in 
this respect. The other House of 
Parliament has sent up a very large 
number of Bills, and it has been found 
necessary to take them all at once; 
and the result has been a considerable 
congestion in the printing department 
of the House, and also I think I may 
say a considerable increase in the 
business of the officers of the House ; 
and in consequence I am _ afraid 
many of your Lordships have been 
put to serious inconvenience. With 
regard, for instance, to the Bill 
of which I have now to propose the 
Second Reading I may say that I only 
received a copy of it myself this day at 
one o'clock; and the same thing 
happened with a Bill a few days ago. 
This renders it difficult for noble Lords 
to place Amendments upon the Table 
within the various stages of a Bill, and 
makes it exceedingly difficult to secure 
a proper examination of Bills. With 
regard to this Bill, which I think noble 
Lords on both sides of the House will 
admit to be one of the very greatest 
importance, I do not intend at this 
stage to delay the House with any 
lengthened remarks, or to enter into 
any details; but I will endeavour 
briefly to expound to the House the 
main provisions of the Bill. My 
Lords, the circumstances under 
which we find ourselves in a 
position to deal with education in 
Ireland can be very briefly stated. 
Last year, as your Lordships know, by 
a grant of money education was 
practically freed in England and Scot- 
land, and a sum of money, which may 
be considered to be an equivalent grant 
to Ireland, was voted at the same time. 
The opportunity therefore arose, not 
only for assisting Irish education, but 
also for taking steps to increase its 
efficiency, and to enlarge the scope of 
operations, in accordance with the 
legi slative principles which were enacted 
in England. My Lords, the Irish 
National Education Commissioners 
have, since the year 1831, had the 
management of education in Ireland 
practically in theirown hands. I think 
I may be permitted to say that they 
have carried out the important duties 
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assigned to them, not only with 
credit to themselves, but with the 
greatest advant to education 
throughout Ireland, and that they 
have earned a debt of gratitude from 
all those who value this important 
matter. It may be said of these 
Education Commissioners that the 

have more immediate relations wit 

the schocls than the Education Depart- 
ment has in England, and that they 
have a far larger responsibility, as 
noble Lords from Ireland know, as 
regards education than the Depart- 
ment in England. I may say in 
passing that, whereas in England 
and Scotland the State contributes 
two-fifths of the cost of education, 
in Ireland the State contributes 
about four-fifths. My Lords, I shall 
not enter into the vexed question of 
denominational as against mixed edu- 
cation; that is not a matter which I 
think need arise upon the present Bill. 
But there is little doubt that itis highly 
desirable, and that it would be extremely 
advantageous to Ireland, if national 
schools could be, not only encouraged, 
but increased. By the Act of 1870, 
coupled with that of 1876, education 
was, as your Lordships’ know, 
made compulsory in England. I 
shall avoid giving too many statistics ; 
but, as this Billdeals with compulsion, 
I think it may be well, with the indul- 
gence of your Lordships, that I should 
give a very few short statistics to show 
what the effect of that compulsion has 
been. My Lords, there has been un- 
doubtedly an enormous increase in the 
attendance in schools in this country 
since the date of the passing of the 
measures to which I have alluded. In 
1872 the average attendance in English 
schools was 1,300,000 odd; in 1876 
it was 1,900,000; in 1880 it was 
2,590,000 ; and in 1890 it had risen 
to 3,700,000. In 1872 the average 
attendance, compared with the popu- 
lation of England and Ireland, was 
about equal. But we find that the at- 
tendance in 1890 in England was nearly 
80 per cent. of the children ; whereas 
in 1890 in Ireland it was only 60 per 
cent. Therefore a fall of 20 per cent. | 
has to be accounted for in the attend- 
ance in Ireland, as compared with that 
in ‘England, since the passing of the 
compulsory Acts ; or perhaps I ought to 
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“sou the other way, and say that there 
been a rise of 20 per cent. in the 
average attendance in England and 
Scotland since the passing of the com- 
pulsory Acts, as compared with that 
which prevailed inIreland. I may say 
that in England and Scotland we have 
an average attendance of nearly 13 per 
cent. ; whereas the average attendance 
in Ireland is only 10 per cent. That 
difference of 3 per cent. has been 
roughly calculated to amount to 
110,000 or 120,000 children in Ireland 
—that is to say, from the absence 
of compulsion in Ireland, it appears 
there are over 110,000 children who 
ought to go to school in Ireland, 
and who do not. I think these figures, 
at all events, not only establish a prima 
facie case for compulsory education, 
but go to show that in a comparatively 
short time there has been a large in- 
crease in the average attendance at the 
schools in consequence of the operation 
of these Acts. My Lords, the conclu- 
sion, therefore, that we have come to 
is that we must devise some remedy for 
this falling off in the average attend- 
ance at schools in Ireland, and we con- 
sider that that remedy can only be 
found in compulsion. In some portions, 
that is to say in the towns at first, in 
Ireland we propose to establish the 
principle of compulsion. In England, 
as your Lordships know, a parent is 
compelled to send his child to school 
from the age of six to fourteen; we 
propose to take the same standard 
in Ireland. We propose to make 
employment illegal up to the age 
of eleven, and, under exceptional 
circumstances, that is by certifi- 
cates of proficiency, that age may be 
extended from eleven to fourteen. My 
Lords, the compulsion, as I said before, 
will at present apply only to the towns, 
that is to say to towns under Corpora- 
tions or under Town Commissioners. 
Your Lordships will observe that those 
are authorities which now exist. There 
are no authorities outside the towns in 
Ireland to whom such duties and such 
authority could be properly committed ; 
and we believe that the towns, in which 
compulsion will now be applied, will 
furnish about one-fourth of the popula- 
tion. Of course in future it is to be 
hoped that compulsion may be ex- 
tended to the rural districts; but 


Earl Cadogan 
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that will depend upon the estab- 
lishment of some adequate au- 
thority, such as that proposed under 
the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill, which the Government have, un- 
fortunately, been obliged to drop for 


the present Session. The attendance - 


of these children will be provided for by 
the Attendance Committee which is to 
be appointed, half by the Local Autho- 
rities and half by the Education Com- 
missioners. The number of attendances 
required will be seventy-five for each 
half year. With regard to the financial 
arrangements, this House has less to do 
with them, and would probably not care 
to enter into them in~great detail. 
But I may state that there was 
£90,000 due to Ireland on the last 
financial year, concluded on the 31st of 
Marck last, which was expended ~ in 
additions to the Teachers’ Pensions 
Fund. The sum to which I alluded at 
the beginning of my remarks, as the 
sum which is at our disposal as an 
equivalent grant for the ensuing year, 
will amount to £210,000. And perhaps 
the House will allow me, very briefly, 
to state how it is proposed that that 
£210,000 should be expended. Roughly 
speaking one-half of it will go to an 
addition to the teachers’ class salaries. 
I may say that there have been com- 
plaints, which I believe were amply 
justified, that teachers and assistant 
teachers in Ireland are underpaid; 
and, therefore, it is thought that this 
is a grievance which might be 
remedied; and one-half of the 
sum is to go to adding to the 
teachers’ class salaries, and to the 
salaries of assistant teachers, and, 
further, to a bonus for the assistant 
teachers who have served five years 
There will also be a provision for & 
grant in aid for increasing the salaries 
of small school teachers. That will 
provide for the first half of the 
£210,000. The other half will be em- 
ployed in increasing by 3s. 6d. the 
capitation grant to schools receiving 
such grant, and the residue ‘to the 
capitation grant in aid of schools at 
present assisted by the Education 
Commissioners. In return for these 
grants of money we shall ask. that 
all schools, the fees of which do not 
exceed 6s. a year per child, shall in 
future be freed from school pence. 
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‘That is to say, that such freedom will 
chiefly act upon the poorer schools. 
The Bill, therefore, as summarised, 
deals with three subjects. It deals 
with compulsory education; it deals 
with prohibition of employment of 
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redound to the prosperity of that 
country, and will improve and increase 
largely the benefits derived from educa- 
tion. My Lords, I beg to move that 
the Bill be now read a second time. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 


children up to a certain age; and it|/ .» _ 
deals, lastly, with freeing education in 9." —{iae Bert Caeegee) 

the poorer and smaller schools by the| *THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
distribution of the grant of £210,000. | My Lords, I should like to say a few 
My Lords, these I think are the! words upon this measure which has 
chief provisions of the Bill. But} been introduced by my noble Friend. 
there is one other to which, I think, This is a Bill which consists of twenty 
the attention of this House will | clauses, and my noble Friend took great 
be probably directed, namely, that of | credit for the fact that compulsion had 
Clause 17, which gives power to the | done so much good in England, and he 
Education Commissioners to authorise | hoped, and I hope he is right, that 
the compulsory purchase of land for compulsion would also do great good 
school sites and for teachers’ resi-| in Ireland. This is a Bill which has 








dences. I may say, in explanation of 
this provision, that I believe that any 
one who knows Ireland will admit the 
necessity of some such compul- 
sory clause. Certainly when you 
establish compulsory schools there will 
undoubtedly be places—I am told that 
in fact there are many—where it will 
be impossible, within a radius of some 
miles, to obtain sites unless under com- 
pulsion. The power I need not remind 
your Lordships is given in England and 
Scotland, alr the Education Act in 
those countries. And lastly, the Bill, 
as your Lordships see, provides for 
compensation under the Lands Clauses 
Act, which provision, if opposed, must 
be confirmed by Parliament—that is to 
say, it will be made subject to a Pro- 
visional Order which will be laid before 
Parliament’ in the usual way. My 
Lords, I really do not think I need 
‘detain the House any further on this 
stage of the Bill. The policy of the 
Bill is derived largely from that which 
has found favour and is established in 
the other parts of the United Kingdom. 
It is founded on the Education Acts, 
which are all within the knowledge of 
the House. It may be necessary to 
consider Amendments which may 
be proposed in Committee. But of 
the principle I am confident that the 
House will approve; and I can onl 
trust that the House will believe, as 

do, that some measure of this sort is 
not only urgently required, but that, 
as a matter of justice, it should be 
conceded to Ireland; and I have no 
doubt that it is one which will 


peculiar Trish characteristics ; it takes 
fifteen clauses out of twenty to arrange 
for compulsion in Ireland ; but by one 
| sub-section—I allude to Clause 1, Sub- 
section 3 (b)—those fifteen clauses are 
rendered entirely inoperative. It is 
perfectly clear that anyone in Ireland 
who wishes to evade the Act can do 
so. I will point out what I mean, 
This sub-section begins by saying— 

“ Any of the following reasons shall be a 
reasonable excuse for non-attendance of a 
child ” ; 
and then it goes on to say— 

“by reason of being engaged in necessary 
operations of husbandry.” 

Necessary operations of husbandry go 
on all through the year. But there is 
something worse than that— 


“or giving assistance in the fisheries.” 


Well, my Lords, there is no close time 
for fisheries; that goes on the whole 
year ; therefore, if a parent, living near 
a fishery, applies to have his son let off 
from attending school, he can do so 
during every portion of the year. 
Then it goes on again even worse— 


“ or other work requiring to be done at a par- 
ticular time or season.” 

My Lords, I ask you whether this 
compulsion, which my noble Friend 
takes such credit for as having been put 
into the Bill, is not rendered entirely in- 
operative by those Amendments which 
were unfortunately admitted in the 
other House. As I said before, I think 
this is essentially an Irish measure. I 
hope my noble Friend will agree, if he 
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really wishes for compulsion, to an 
Amendment of that particular clause. 
My Lords,.I mfst say how grate- 
ful I am _ individually to Her 
Majesty's Government for having 
dealt with this most thorny subject 
in such a very clever and liberal 
way. I say “clever and liberal,” 
because it appears that they have 
actually fairly satisfied all parties— 
and to fairly satisfy all parties in Ireland 
requires a great deal of cleverness. My 
Lords, the opposition in another place 
I do not think was a really genuine 
opposition: because I do not believe 
that one of those men who spoke 
against this Bill would realiy have 
taken upon himself to reject the 
benefits which this Bill undoubtedly 
gives to Ireland. Certain Amendments, 
one of which I have pointed out, were 
allowed to creep into the Bill in Com- 
mittee in the other House, I fancy 
probably through stress of work owing 
to the period of the Session, and every- 
thing being in a state of winding up— 
certain Amendment which our friends 
objected to, and I hope some of them 
will find themselves amended again. 
Certainly that one about compulsion 
should be amended; and I propose to 
point out one or two others to my noble 
Friend. My Lords, this Bill is only 
one of several measures that the 
present Government have passed for 
Ireland. Ido not think any Govern- 
ment has ever done so much for the 
benefit of the Irish people. Your 
Lordships must not forget that this 
Government succeeded to office when 
Ireland was in a state of actual chaos 
—when anarchy, terrorism, bloodshed, 
and boycotting reigned supreme—and 
that law and order have been re-estab- 
lished and prosperity is now beginning 
to return again. My Lords, we were 
told by the noble Lords opposite 
that it was impossible to govern 
Ireland. Well, I think the late Chief 
Secretary has shown uncontestably 
that that is not the case. There can 
be no doubt that he has re-established 
the Queen’s Law in Ireland, and has 
given back liberty tothe Queen’s subjects, 
that he has adnfinistered the laws 
with firmness and fairness to all classes. 
Great proof of whether a country is 
well-governed or not is whether 
prosperity is going away or coming 
The Marquess of Waterford 





{LORDS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 1664 
back ; and prosperity is coming back to 
Ireland. My Pords, last aes you 
passed a kindred Act, and a most 
liberal Act too, which will be of the 
greatest benefit to Ireland if it will 
work—that is to say, the Land Act, 
1891, in which Imperial credit 
was given for three millions of 
money. And you also passed the Con- 
gested Districts Act, which I am told 
is now already being put into operation, 
and is doing immense good ; and which 
will no doubt produce prosperity in 
districts where prosperity has never 
been known before. My Lords, my 
noble Friend has told you what the 
present Bill proposes todo. It gives 
£210,000 in addition to the money 
already allocated to education in 
Ireland. Are your Lordships aware of 
the enormous sum that is spent upon 
education in Ireland? The grant for 
education in Ireland is about £800,000 a 
year, and this will make it £1,010,000 
a year. As my noble Friend pointed 
out, up to the present time, unlike the 
procedure in England, you have been 
paying four-fifths of the expenses of 
education in Ireland, and I would ask 
you, when you think of this enormous 
sum of money going for the advantage 
of the country, whether it would be 
possible to expect a Home Rule Govern- 
ment to be able to advance anything of 
tke kind with the other large expenses 
they would have to undertake? My 
Lords, the teachers in Ireland are a 
most deserving class, and they are very 
much benefited by this Bill. The 

have done their duty very well indeed, 
and I believe the education they have 
given in Ireland has been extremely 
good. They will have their salaries 
increased by twenty per cent., and in 
addition they will get a bonus of £9 if 
they have been five years in the 
service. That is an enormous thing to 
the teachers, who will have their result 
fees as well to trust to. But my noble 
Friend did not allude to another 
matter which I think is of very great 
importance—namely, the subject of 
pensions. Are your Lordships aware 
that, at this moment, there are some- 
thing like 940 old and worn-out 
teachers who are receiving £33,000 
ear in pensions? My Lords, I am 
informed—I can hardly believe it— 
that in England there is only a very 
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small fund, something like £16,000 a 


year, Vi by Parliament for pensions. 
Tt seems wonderful that Ireland in this 
respect should bestow so much more 
liberal a sum than England. I think 
if you look at the amount that the 
teachers are to receive in Ireland 
under this Bill, and take it with 
their pensions, there is no doubt 
that the Irish Education Board ought 
to be able to get the services of the very 
best men: and I sincerely hope they 
will. I consider this is a most liberal 
measure in every way. My noble Friend 
alluded to small schools. Well, my 


Lords, the small schools are of 
the very greatest importance to 
us Protestants in the South and 
West of Ireland, because it is 


dificult to get a sufficient number 
of children together in order to start a 
school. There is a great boon given I 
admit in reducing the number required 
to fill a school from thirty to twenty. 
If there are twenty scholars the teacher 
gets a third-class salary. But I would 
ask my noble Friend whether it would 
be possible to give two-thirds of a third- 
class salary if there were less than 
twenty scholars; because in many 
places in Ireland it is impossible to get 
twenty Protestants together. I will 
deal with denominational! education 
afterwards, which no doubt now is ac- 
cepted by all parties in Ireland. I 
wish to pass to the question of the 
Christian Brothers, of whom there has 
been a great deal of talk in another 
place. The Christian Brothers I know, 
from my own knowledge, give most, 
admirable education, and I should be 
very glad to see them admitted under 
this Bill. But there is no reason in 
the world why they should not be ad- 
mitted ; they could have been admitted 
under the old Act; they have only 
to agree to the Nationa! Board Rules. 
My Lords, I am told—at least I saw 
in a newspaper—something about some 
arrangement by which the Christian 
Brothers were to be admitted under this 
Bill by altering the National Education 
Clause and inserting the Intermediate 
Education Clause instead, and I should 
have no objection to that ; but I should 
object most particularly to doing away 
with the Conscience Clause in Ireland 
In any respect whatever. I think it 
would be the greatest possible injury 
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to the country, and a great injury to. 
education. My Lords, I would ask my 


noble Friend to explain to us—because 
it is very difficult at this period of the 
Session to understand what has been 
done in another place—what is 
arranged about these Christian 
Brothers. If my noble Friend will tell 
us when we come to Committee I shall 
be very much obliged to him. I think 
it is necessary that the country should 
know. Some advocates of the Christian. 
Brothers have given out that the 
Conscience Clause is to be done away 
with in their behalf; others say,. 
nothing of the kind. We do not know 
what has been done, but I think we- 
should be told. As my noble Friend 
has told you, school fees are to be 
practically done away with in Ireland. 
I think this treatment of Ireland 
is very superior to the treatment 
of England ; because in England you 
had compulsion long before the fees 
were done away with, and it rested 
with Her Majesty’s Government to do 
away with them, although I think 
another Government gave compulsion. 
But in Ireland you have got school fees. 
done away with first, and compulsion,,. 
in a very moderate form, is going to 
be applied afterwards. I said just now 
that I would refer to denominational 
schools. I have always been in favour 
of denominational schools. I am told 
that we are gradually creeping into 
denominational education in Ireland 
under the National Board, because: 
half the schools in Ireland are of one 
denomination, and therefore religious. 
instruction can be given. I have al- 
ways been in favour of religious in- 
struction being given in these schools. 
because it is the only opportunity 
that the children in any country 
of that class have of learning any- 
thing about religion at all. I know 
there is the greatest difficulty, where 
you have mixed religions, about re- 
ligious instruction ; and the fact of the 
matter is that there is none in schools 
where there are mixed religions; 
bit where you have —_ one: 
denomination there is no difficulty. I 
would ask my noble Friend whether he 
can do something for these smaller 
schools which are under the National 
Board, but which deserve some con- 
sideration, because if the children cannot. 
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to them they must go to the mixed 
National Board schools where they get 
no religious instruction whatever. 
Then as to technical education, I am 
sorry there is nothing about it in the 
Bill. I believe a great deal has been 
done towards starting technical educa- 
tion in Ireland; but this Bill, at any 
rate, I am sorry to say, does not deal 
with it. I suppose we cannot expect 
too much. My Lords, f have only to 
conclude by mentioning the Amend- 
ments which I consider necessary to the 
Bill. Among others I refer to Clause 2 
Sub-section 2, which is another of the 
Amendments that slipped in in another 
place at the last moment. It is an 
Amendment which will have the very 
worst effect in Ireiand. It affects what 
are called half-time children. I allude to 
two lines at the end of the clause— 
“But no employer shall compel a child to 
attend a school to which its parents object on 
religious grounds,” 
That sounds extremely reasonable, but 
the effect of it will be that Roman 
Catholic children will not be 
able to be employed in many 
of these factories, because no doubt 
their parents will remove them from 
the factory schools. In many of these 
factories where there are half-time 
children employed there are schools 
attached, and those schools are under 
the present Board and have a Con- 
science Clause, therefore no parent 
can have any objection to religious 
teaching, because he has only tomakean 
objection to his children being taught 
religion under the Conscience Clause, 
and it cannot be taught. The effect of 
these two lines would be that the 
children would be taken away from 
these factory schools, where they are 
taught under the National Board rules 
with the Conscience Clause in existence 
by interested persons, and removed to 
schools at a distance, thereby causing 
the greatest inconvenience to the 
children and the greatest inconvenience 
to the employers ; so much so that the 
employer will have to give up the em- 
ployment of Roman Catholic children, 
which I assure your Lordships would be 
extremely distressing to the employers. 
Ihope my noble Friend will agree to an 
Amendment on that point. That has 
really caused the greatest anxiety in 
the North of Ireland, where Protestants 
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employ numbers of Reman Catholic 
children. If this clause is retained, and 
a fine of forty shillings is imposed for 
every breach of this law, I am quite 
certain that a large number of these 
children will be driven out of employ- 
ment. My Lords, there is one other 
point I wish to mention. Perhaps my 
noble Friend will explain why it is so 
desirable, with the modified compulsion 
that this Bill gives, that the advantages 
of it should be put off till another year. 
The original draft of the Bill was that 
this Bill was to come into operation on 
the Ist January, 1893, and it only 
gives compulsion in the towns of Ire- 
land ; we’ are to wait for the Count 
Councils Bill to give compulsion all 
over Ireland. But why are we to put 
it off to January, 1894? Ihope my 
noble Friend will agree to put the date 
back to what it was originally. My 
Lords, I must again express my grati- 
tude to Her Majesty’s Government for 
this very liberal measure, and for the 
liberal treatment that Ireland has 
received at their hands; and I sincerely 
hope and believe that this Bill will have 
the most beneficial results, and will 
materially improve the system of edu- 
cation throughout Ireland. 

*THe Earn or COURTOWN: My 
Lords, I must express my great regret 
that the Archbishop of Dublin, who, 
as Lord Plunket, has a seat in your 
Lordships’ House, is not present on 
this occasion. I have no doubt that 
the circumstances that have been 
mentioned by the Lord Privy, Seal in 
his opening address have made it neces- 
sary that this Bill should be brought 
on at short notice ; but the absence of 
the Archbishop, or perhaps I should 
callhim here Lord Plunket, has deprived 
us of a Member of your Lordships’ 
House who is possessed of more in- 
formation on this subject than any of 
your Lordships. It is especially un- 
fortunate, I think, that he should not 
be present when we are discussing this 
matter in Committee. Whether it will 
be possible for him to be here then 
or not I do not know; but in his 
absence I feel bound to make a few 
remarks, connected as I am, as some 
of your Lordships know, with the 
government of the Church of Ireland. 
At the same time I would wish your 
Lordships clearly to understand that, 
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in the few remarks that I shall make, 
I do not speak in any way with autho- 
rity, and that any remarks of mine 
must not be taken as binding anyone 
but myself. My Lords, I — foun I 
think, in the expression, u y the 
noble Marquess who has just spoken, 
of gratitude to Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment for having introduced this mea- 
sure. The contents of the Bill have 
been before the public in Ireland 
for some time; they have been discussed 
with the greatest care in different quar- 
ters, and I think have met with general 
approval. In one particular I regret 
that Lord Plunket, Archbishop of 
Dublin, should not be here, particu- 
larly if there is any discussion on the 
question the noble Marquess has raised 
as to increased grants to small schools. 
I know that the question of grants to 
schools is a subject of most anxious 
deliberation—that the whole subject 
was gone into with the greatest possible 
care; and I should certainly hesitate 
very much before consenting to any 
alteration which could in any way dis- 
turb the most carefully-considered plan 
which is contained in this Bill. My 
Lords, this measure has met with the 
approval of certainly all the Protestant 
subjects in Ireland. The national 
teachers of whatever denomination also 
approve of it. At one time there was 
a hope that the Roman Catholic Pre- 
lates would have approved of it, too; but 
after a certain time, a statement was 
made by Archbishop Walsh, speaking, 
I believe, in the name of others, 
that he could not approve of 
the measure that made no pro- 
vision for the Christian Brothers. 
That apparently has been arranged ; 
from a conversation that took place in 
the other House of Parliament. Mr. 
Sexton, who is supposed to represent 
the views of the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy, made an application for an 
alteration of the Conscience Clause on 
behalf of the Christian Brothers’ 
schools. It was met by Her Majesty's 
Government in a way that satisfied 
Mr. Sexton. I would defer for the 
present some remarks that I have to 
make on that, because I think it re- 
quires very careful consideration ; but 
the result is, I think I may say, that 
this is a measure that has met with 
very general approval in Ireland, and, 





as the noble Marquess has done 
on behalf of all Irishmen present, 
we may thank Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment for a most valuable measure. 
My Lords, with regard to the arrange- 
ment that took place in the other 
House of Parliament the circumstances. 
were rather peculiar and a little un- 
usual. As weall know, at the end of 
a Session the Government is liable to 
very considerable pressure. The Go- 
vernment are anxious—and no doubt 
the country is anxious—to pass a 
measure which they consider justly and 
very properly of great importance to 
the country. Mr. Sexton, speaking in 
his place, was perfectly well aware 
that, if the Bill was opposed in the in- 
terest of the Christian Brothers, it 
would have been lost, and that would 
have brought all the national school 
teachers down upon him ; so he spoke 
under compulsion, too. Under these 
circumstances you may very well 
imagine that an arrangement was 
easily come to on both sides. But 
then what was that arrangement? 
When I first read the report in the 
papers it appeared to me that Her 
Majesty’s Government had made a 
most dangerous concession, likely 
to give rise to very considerable 
excitement and very special dissatis- 
faction. But when I came to study the 
speech of the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, and the explanation that was 
given by Mr. Balfour on the following 
day, I felt quite satisfied that there 
was no dies whatever given. I 
think the position of the Government 
was thoroughly put and may be taken 
in Mr. Balfour's words— 

“That all his right hon. Friend the Chief 
Secretary had done was to promise that the 
National Education Commissioners should 


consider the twoalternative Conscience Clauses 
referred to in the Debate.” 


The noble Marquess has made an 
appeal to the Lord Privy Seal to speak 
somewhat further on this subject in 
the course of this Debate, and I shall be 
glad if he does so ; but, whether hedoes 
think proper to do so or not, it appears to 
me that that statement of Mr. Balfour 
is sufficient to show that the Govern- 
ment are not:pledged to alter the 
Conscience Clause: that it is to be 
referred to the National Education 
Commissioners to see if the Conscience 
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Clause existing in the Intermediate 
Education Bill cannot be applied to 
the Christian Brothers too. I think it 
is of importance to insist upon that 
condition, because I am very well 
satisfied that a claim will be made that 
@ promise has been given to the Chris- 
tian Brothers that .the Conscience 
‘Clause shall positively be removed or 
altered in their favour. Should the 
present Government be in power, I can 
quite understand that pressure will be 
put upon them to fulfil what may be 
called a promise, where no promise 
. has been made. Should noble Lords 
on the other side be in office, I am 
‘quite satisfied that pressure will be put 
upon them that the existing Govern- 
ment have given a pledge ‘which ‘they 
must fulfil. I think it is of the 
greatest importance that it should be 
understood that there is no pledge, 
further than is contained in those 
words of Mr. Balfour. It is of the 
greatest importance that the Con- 
science Clause, and the principle of the 
Conscience Clause, should be main- 
tained in the national schools in 
Ireland. The noble Marquess spoke 
of it, and I can entirely concur with 
him. It is a general opinion that the 
Conscience Clause is only wanted for 
the poor Protestants in the South and 
West ; but it is entirely forgotten and 
overlooked that there may be a 
necessity for the Conscience Clause for 
the Roman Catholics in the North. 
Perhaps some of your Lordships may 
have seen the Census Returns that are 
now being published, which contain 
very valuable tables on the subject of 
religion, and in connection with educa- 
tion. Taking the subject of population 
only, I find that the relative propor- 
tion of the Roman Catholic population 
in County Antrim is now 21°8 per 
cent., and that it is _ steadily 
decreasing, and has been decreasing 
for the last twenty years. It is the 
same with regard to Belfast and with 
to County Down.. In each of 

those two counties and that city the 
relative proportion of the Roman 


‘Catholic population is steadily diminvish- 
ing; and .t will-be of the greatest 
importan :» ‘hat the Conscience Clause 
‘shall be maintained in their schools. 
Mr. Sexton acknowledged that in his 
‘speech. He said there were, I think, 
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thirty‘towns in which Roman Catholic 
boys had no option but to attend 
schools conducted by Protestant 
teachers. So that this question of the 
Conscience Ciause is as much a Roman 
Catholic as it is a Protestant question. 
With us in the South and West of 
Ireland it isa most difficult question 
to deal with. Iam of opinion, which 
others may not share, that & national 
school under Roman Catholic 
patronage is not a school that a Pro- 
testant child can go into with perfect 
safety to his faith; and I think, wher- 
ever it is possible, a Protestant school 
should be kept up. But, my Lords, 
connected as I am with the govern 
ment of the Church, I know the 
extreme difficulty there is in keeping 
up the payment of the clergy, and in 
keeping up theChurches in the southern 
and western districts of Ireland; and, 
if it be difficult for us to pay our clergy 
and to maintain our Churches—if it is 
necessary to consolidate parishes—I 
need hardly point out to your Lord- 
ships that it is extremely difficult, if 
not impossible, to maintain our schools ; 
we do our best, but circumstances must 
arise in which the Protestant children 
must go into Roman Catholic schools ; 
and, in protection of those minorities, 
I say it is of the most pressing im- 
— that every safeguard that can 

devised should be maintained. My 
Lords, with regard to the Christian 
Brothers’ schools, I sincerely hope that 
some plan may be devised for bringing 
these schools into connection with the 
National Board. I believe they are 
doing a great and good work. And I 
must point out that, when the Lord 
Privy Seal speaks of the deficiency cf 
education in Ireland, the great illiteracy 
is inthe Roman Catholic population. I 
do not. go into the causes—I merely 
assert the fact. Inthe Census Returns 
there are some Returns of population 
in connection with the education 
which show the percentage of the 
number of persons of five years old and 
upwards who are illiterate. My Lords, 
I find that the greatest number of 
Protestant illiterates is among the 
Church of Ireland population in County 
Armagh, where over fifteen per cent. 
are illiterate. The highest Roman 
Catholic illiteracy is in County Donegal, 
where it is over thirty-seven per cent. 
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‘The lowest Roman Catholic illiteracy 
js in County Dublin, 13-2 per cent. I 
think the Lord Privy Seal, in speaking 
of the dropping back, as it were, of 
education in yey, — be re 
of the progress that is being made ; it 
may = be all that it should be; but 
it is being made ; and I shail be very 
glad if the proposed system of com- 
pulsion will increase the spread of 
education. My Lords, I will say 
nothing further than to thank Her 
Majesty's Government for the t 
boon which has been conveyed to 
Ireland by this Bill. 

*Viscount DE VESCI: My Lords, 
after the clear statement made by my 
noble Friend, the Lord Privy Seal, I 
do not think I have any right to detain 
the House at any length this evening, 
further than to express my cordial 
agreement in the principle of the Bill, 
and to congratulate Her Majesty’s 
Government on this further instalment 
of the policy of assimilating the insti- 
tutions of Ireland to those of the 
United Kingdom, when local circum- 
stances and conditions permit. I only 
regret that the other great Irish measure 
has not been sent up to your Lordships 
to be passed into law. So far as that 
measure is referred to in the Bill 
before the House now, I would ask my 
noble Friend to consider before the 
Committee — whether it is advisable 
to retain in Clause 15, Sub-section 2, 
those permissive portions which do not 
enforce on the future County Councils 
the putting of this Act into force. I 
do not press the point; I ask my 
noble Friend to consider it. My 
Lords, I pass to a far more important 
matter in connection with the Bill, 
which has been already alluded to by 
the noble Marquess and the noble 
Earl—that is as to the admission of 
sehools managed by the Christian 
Brothers to the benefits and control 
of the system of national educa- 
tion. It is somewhat difficult to ad- 
dress your Lordships upon this point, 
because I cannot find in a single line 
of the Bill any reference to the Chris- 
tian Brothers, or to the agreement that 
was made in another place; but I 
think it is common knowledge that the 
furtherance of this Bill was imperilled 
on that very point, and that some con- 
cession, or agreement at any rate, was 
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made between the Government and 
those who espoused the cause of the 
Christian Brothers, by which a modi- 
fied Conscience Clause was agreed 
upon. I am fully in agreement with 
the admission of these schools to the 
benefits of the national system of edu- 
cation, and I have not a word to 
say against these schools: they are 
admirably managed by a y of 
gentlemen who have enrolled them- 
selves as a religious Order, mainly, if 
not entirely, for the purposes of educa- 
tion. But I would point out that this 
is a step, and a long step, towards the 
reversal of the policy of the undenomi- 
national education of Ireland; and | 
think it is only 1ight to ask my noble 
Friend whether at the Committee stage 
of the Bill—this point has already 
been pressed upon him by the noble 
Marquess—he will be prepared to 
lay on the Table the modified Con- 
science Ciause, if it has been agreed 
upon and accepted by the Government 
and the superior authorities of the 
Christian Brotherhood. Besides this 
Conscience Clause—I speak under 
correction—I understand that for the 
future religious emblems will be per- 
mitted to be exhibited in schools. 
This is a concession which hitherto 
has been denied to all other 
national schools—it has naturally 
always been asked for in the Roman 
Catholic schools. If this is permitted, 
I would further press upon the Govern- 
ment that the National Board should 
be empowered, in cases where there is 
a scattered population of Protestants, 
as in the South and West of Ireland, to 
deal generously with those schools 
which now exist or may be provided 
for parents who object, on conscientious 
grounds, to send their children to 
schools where religious emblems, on 
equally conscientious grounds, are 
exhibited. My Lords, there is yet 
cne more point that I wish to press 
in regard to the Christian Brothers, 
It is possible that a certain pressure 
may brought to bear upon the 
Board of National Education to trans- 
fer schools which are now taught by 
laymen—and I am referring now solely 
to Roman Catholic laymen—to the 
management of the Christian Brothers. 
I hope the National Board will resist 
any pressure or attempt of that kind ; it 
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would be a source of injustice to 
existing teachers and those in training ; 
and I think education generaliy would 
be deprived of the benefit of competition 
bet ween the lay-taught schoolsand those 
managed by the Christian Brothers. 
My Lords, I have nothing further to 
say on the subject of the Bill. I only 
wish to say that I am confident that 
this Bill will be a success. I am sure 
it will be popular in Ireland, where the 
standard of education has always been 
higher than most people suppose 
judging from the returns of bogus 
illiterates at General Elections; and 
where education has always been 
gladly taken advantage of where 
proper facilities have been provided. 
*TuHe Eart or ERNE: My Lords, I 
wish to express the hope that Her 
Majesty’s Government, before we get 
into Committee, will consider the point 
raised by my noble Friend with regard 
to the date for the operation of the 
Bill. In the North of Ireland, where I 
live, this Bill is regarded very favour- 
ably, and there is a great desire that we 
shall be in a position to enjoy the 
advantages that it confers upon the 
community at as early a date as 
possible. My noble Friend has pointed 
out that the Bill, as originally drafted, 
was intended to come into operation 
on the Ist January, 1893, and I 
should have thought that six months 
would have been plenty of time in 
which to have done any necessary 
preliminary business. I hope, there- 
fore, in Committee the noble Lord 
will consent to restore that date. 

Motion agreed to ; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


MILITARY LANDS (CONSOLIDATION) 
BILL, 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

THe UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror WAR (Earl Browny- 
tow): My Lords, this is merely a 
Consolidation Bfll, which has been 
compiled for the purpose of consolida- 
ting the various Acts which have been 
passed, from time to time, to enable 
the Secretary of State for War to 
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acquire lands for mili purposes. 
There is nothing, I think, thot is new 
in this Bill; some Acts have been 
repealed and some have been partially 
repealed, and some that have been 
repealed have been re-enacted, or 
partially re-enacted. There is only 
one clause to which, perhaps, I ma 
be allowed for one moment to ca 
your Lordships’ attention, and that 
is Clause 24, which was put into the 
Bill on the representation of certain 
persons interested in the New Forest. 
By this clause the Secretary of State 
is bound, if he requires land for mili 
purposes in the New Forest, to p 
by Provisional Order. The remainder 
of the Bill is of a purely formal nature ; 
it has received great attention in 
another place; and therefore I trust 
your Lordships will be able to pass 
it without further Amendment. I 
move that the Bill be now read a second 
time. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°.” —(The Earl Brownlow.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 


next. 


BURGH PCLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, I ask 
your Lordships to give a Second 
Reading to this Bill. If I were to 
detain the House with a speech in pro- 
portion to the length of the Bill, I am 
afraid I should detain your Lordships 
for a considerable period, as there are 
516 clauses in the Bill; but it has been 
before Parliament for more than ten 
years, and it has been sifted by @ 
Select Committee both of this House 
and the House of Commons. The Bill 
is now presented to the House, practi- 
cally, in the same shape in which it 
passed a Committee of this House 
seven years ago. Since that time 
some Amendments have been made 
in it, and some alterations which are 
rendered necessary in consequence of 
intervening legislation, but the struc- 
ture and general provisions of the Bill 
remain as they were then settled. 
There will, I am hopeful, be very few 
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Amendments to be proposed in Com- 
mittee, and I ask your Lordships to 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
9*."—(The Lord Balfour.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


Telegraphs 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 
SECOND READING, 


Order of the Day for the Second 

Reading read. 

*Lorpv BALFOUR: This, my Lords, 
is a Bill of a single clause, and its 
object is this: Under Section 24 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, 
the Board of Trade were directed to 
present Provisional Orders for the 
regulation of rates and charges upon 
railways and canals; but under one 
sub-section of that section it is pro- 
vided that a recess should, in 
case of disagreement, intervene be- 
tween the Report presented by the 
Board of Trade and the legislation 
consequent upon that Report. As the 
proceedings in connection with this Act 
have now gone on so long, it is generally 
agreed, both by those interested in 
canals and those who have objections 
to their Schedules, that it is not 
necessary that this delay should take 
place. In consequence of the termina- 
tion of the Session of Parliament this 
year at an earlier date than usual, the 
inquiry which is being held into canals 
at the present time, at the instance of 
the Board of Trade, cannot be com- 
aa in time to enable the Board of 

e to present a Report during this 

Session. The sole object of the Bill 
is to enable the Board of Trade to legis- 
late, with the consent,of course,of Parlia- 
ment, in the same Session in which 
they present a a I am able 
to assure your Lordships that that is 
desired by both parties to the inquiry ; 
the Bill vesmeal through the other 
House without Amendment; and I 
ask ne Lordships to give it a Second 
Reading. 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
2." —(The Lord Balfour.) 
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Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday 


next. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL, 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, the 
object of this Bill is to obtain Parlia- 
mentary authority, so far as may be 
necessary, for the purpose of 
giving effect to the policy explained 
in a Treasury Minute which 
was presented to both Houses 
of Parliament on the 23rd May in the 
present year. The main feature of the 
policy is the division of the system of 
telephones, now existing throughout 
the country, between the Postmaster 
General and private companies licensed 
by him. The lines upon which that 
division proceeds are these: The main 
or trunk lines of telephonic communi- 
cation between town and town will re- 
main the property of the Post Office ; 
but the different companies will have 
the privilege of interchanging the busi- 
ness between town and town, and they 
are to be endowed with all proper 
facilities for effecting that purpose. 
They will also remain in possession of 
the communication between points in 
the same town. My Lords, there is only 
one clause of the Bill to which I think it 
necessary to call attention. In some 
districts of the country the inhabitants 
are deprived of the advantage of tele- 
phonic communication on account of 
the impossibility of getting the land- 
lords to fix wires upon any part of their 
property, or to insert poles into the 
ground for the purpose of putting wires 
upon them ; and the clause to which I 
refer proposes that in extreme cases, 
where the Postmaster General con- 
siders that the inhabitants of the dis- 
trict are being unduly debarred from a 
public convenience in the way of tele- 
phones, he may apply to the Railway 
Commissioners to authorise the fixing 
of wires to buildings, and, if the Rail- 
way Commission consent and the owner 
of the property is still dissatisfied, the 
Order is to be laid before Parliament, 
and will then be dealt with in the same 
way as all Provisional Orders are dealt 
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with ; so that ample opportunity will 
be given to those who think that 
they are being seriously damnified to 
appeal in the usual way. At the 
same time I think your Lordships 
will agree that the time has come 
when, if I may use the expression 
in an inoffensive sense, the obstruc- 
tion of one or two people should 
not be allowed to deprive others 
of the advantages of . telephonic 
communication. Some of the clauses 
of the Bill refer to money matters, 
which I do not think it necessary to 
deal with in your Lordships’ House; 
but when we get into Committee, if 
there are any questions to be asked, I 
shall be glad to answer them to the 
best of my ability. I beg to move that 
the Bill be now read a second time, and 
I propose to take the Bill on Thursday 
next. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(The Lord Balfour.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lorp SANDHURST: My Lords, 
this is merely a Consolidation Bill 
which makes no material alteration in 
the law. It was brought in by Sir John 
Lubbock and passed through the House 
of Commons with no opposition, and I 
beg to move that your Lordships give it 
a Second Reading. 

Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°."—(The Lord Sandhurst.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order.) 
Clauses 1 to 5, inclusive, agreed to. 
Lord Balfour 
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Clause 6. 

*THe Marquess or WATERFORD : 
My Lords, I beg to move the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name, to 
leave out the following words:— 

“ And the arrears thereof to an amount not 
exceeding one year’s arrears, accrued before 
such cesser or determination.” 

I cannot see on what principle the land- 
lord is to be charged one year’s arrears, 


‘for work that was done on the tenant’s 


holding for the benefit of the tenant, 
before the termination.of the tenancy. 
Why should not the Board of Works 
collect the money from the tenant ? 
It is a time when probably the 
landlord might lose a great deal of 
money, for rent would in all probability 
be due, and why should he respon- 
sible for these arrears in addition ? 
Her Majesty’s Government in this 
clause propose to make the estate 
liable for these charges in future at the 
end of the tenancy, and that is bad 
enough surely when it happens. Why 
should they go further back than the 
end of the tenancy and charge a year’s 
arrears? We object very much to the 
way in which the work is done in Ire- 
land—it is very often budly done. 
Supposing the tenant is in occupation, 
and has a lease during the last year of 
his lease he will, naturally, under this 
clause, not pay the Board of Works; 
then the Board of Works will not 
attempt to collect the money from him, 
because they know they can go to the 
landlord and make him pay. And the 
landlord has no means of recovery 
from the tenant. I must protest against 
this provision being put into this clause 
of the Bill, and I beg to move the 
omission of those words. 


Amendment moved, 

In page 3, line 5, to leave out “and the 
arrears thereof to an amount not exceeding 
one year’s arrears, accrued before sucb cesser 
or determination.” —(The Marquess of Water- 
ford.) 

Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, I con- 
fess I have some sympathy with the 
grievance of which my noble Friend 
complains; but I think I ought to re- 
mind him that a great deal is covered 
under this Bill by the veto which 
I explained at the last stage, which; 
perhaps, to a certain extent re- 
moves the grievance. But my noble 
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Friend complains, as I understand, not 
of the rent charged, which, naturally, 
must go on accruing after the deter- 
mination of the interest, but simply of 
the year’s arrears. I may explain that 
that was put in as a compromise. 
Originally the Board of Works, as my 
noble Friend knows, claimed the whole 
of the arrears, but after discussion, and 
as a compromise, it was settled that 
the rent charged should go on the 
fee, and one year’s arrears. But, as { 
said before, I have considerable sym- 
pathy with my noble Friend, and I am 
quite prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment which will strike out the year’s 
arrears while leaving the rent charged. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 


New Clause 7. 

“THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I am very much obliged to 
my noble Friend for having accepted 
my first Amendment, and I hope he 
will treat me equally well on this 
occasion. This Amendment is taken 
from the Board of Works Loans Bill 
of 1889; it proposes merely that if you 
are going to put this charge upon the 
fee simple, you should not put on a 
greater charge than the amount of 
the value of the improvement at the 
termination of the tenancy. Sup- 
posing £1,000 has been oe bare on 
a certain improvement, and whether, 
from the mis-management, or bad ex- 
penditure of money, or from lapse of 
time, when the landlord comes into 
possession, that drainage improvement 
is only worth £500, then only £500 
should be charged upon the fee. And 
very often there is a great deterioration 
in these improvements; and I do not 
think, if the owner in fee is to have a 
charge placed upon his property, it 
should be a greater charge than the 
amount of the value of the improve- 
ment when he stepsin. Therefore, my 
Lords, I beg to move the insertion of 
this new clause. 


Amendment moved, 


After Clause 6, page 3, to insert new clause 
as follows :—“ The rent charge charged under 
the next preceding section of this Act on the 
fee simple and inheritence shall not exceed 
the improved value of the land at the time of 
the cesser or determination of the par- 
ticular estate, resulting from the outlay of the 
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money advanced on loan, such improved value 
in the case of dispute to be ascertained by the 
Commissioner of Valuation in Ireland, in ac- 
cordance with rules to be made by him.”— 
(The Marquess of Waterford.) 


Viscount MIDLETON: My Lords, 
I think this Amendment ought to be 
putin. There is no doubt that serious 
evils do occur from the way in which 
tenants’ improvements are executed 
under the Act. Cases have come 
within my own knowledge in which 
complaints have been made, and ad- 
mitted at the time, either from some 
oversight in inspection, or from some 
direct fraud, in the manner in which 
the work has been carried on. The 
result is that, if the landlord has to take 
to them at the expiry of the term for 
which the lease has been granted, they 
are not worth fifty per cent. what they 
profess to be worth. It is very easy, 
especially in such a climate as Ireland, 
to execute building work in such a 
manner that it may for a time pass 
muster very respectably, and then 
from the damp and other causes it 
gradually goes to decay. It is a 
very hard thing indeed if, at the 
end of the lease, the landlord suc- 
ceeds to that property when it is ina 
thoroughly depreciated state. He has 
had no opportunity of prohibiting the 
improvements, such as they are, being 
made ; he has had no opportunity of 
inspecting the work in progress, of 
checking waste, or of seeing that work 
done originally under these powers 
should be kept in proper repair; and 
yet he is to be saddled at the end with 
the full cost of that work as if for value 
received ; instead of which he gets a 
very different value indeed from that 
which the law, as proposed, puts upon 
it. My Lords, I do not think the 
Amendment of the noble Marquess goes 
beyond what is fair and equitable, and 
I hope your Lordships will accept it. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN : My Lords, I 
entirely agree with my noble Friend 
who has just spoken in regard to the 
proposed Amendment. Only the other 
day I had, unfortunately, to take up a 
large farm, the rent of which was £350 
a year, and I am sorry to say there 
was a sum of £1,100, and odd, due on 
that farm. As I understand I am to 
be saddied with the charge for drainage 
works which were supposed to have 
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been executed on that farm. I walked 
over the wkole farm the other day, 
and I could see no trace of 
any money having been laid out 
upon it, certainly within a considerable 
space of time. In our part of the 
country it is very frequently the case 
that tenants borrow money without 
the landlord having any information 
about it, or any opportunity of knowing 
whether it is for the advantage of the 
estate that it should be borrowed; the 
tenants are supposed to lay the money 
out in cleaning drains, and main out- 
falls, when very often the money, if 
expended at all, is not expended 
properly, or to any advantage. If the 
noble Marquess goes to a Division, 
which I hope he will, J shall be most 
happy to support him. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, the 
clause which my noble Friend proposes 
is applicable to loans made to indi- 
viduals under the Landed Property 
Improvement Act when the value 
deteriorates as time goes on. I think 
that view is borne out by the speech of 
my noble Friend who has just sat 
down. I may point out that the 
proposed clause is not applicable to 
loans under the Drainage Acts relating 
to Drainage Boards, because the 
benefit to the land is permanent if the 
drainage works are maintained. I do 
not know whether my noble Friend 
sees the point. 

THe Marquess or WATERFORD : 
I cannot see why it is not applicable to 
drainage loans, if it is applicable to 
other loans. In the Board of Works 
Loans Act, 1889, these charges were 
first placed upon the fee, and now, for 
the first time, under this Drainage 
Act, you propose to do a similar thing. 
Why not treat us ina similar way ? 
My noble Friend’s argument upon the 
Second Reading was that it was 

rfectly fair, under Clause 6, that the 
eadiond should pay because his 
property would be improved. I oniy 
ask that he should pay the amount by 
which his property is improved, and 
not the amount of the original im- 
provement. ~ 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: I cannot help 
suggesting that there is a little in- 
consistency between this proposal 
of the noble Marquess, and that which 


Lord Inchiquin 
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he has just succeeded in carrying; 
because, if in each case you are ‘to 
have an inquiry as to whether the 
amount ofthe ch will be represented 
by the Seagbevell valins; I do not 
see why the person who owns the 
iand should not be responsible also for 
the arrears. The fair thing would 
have been to leave them in if you are 
to insert this clause. 


Tre Marquess or WATERFORD: 
I quite see the noble and learned Lord's 
argument ; but he must remember that 
this charge is made previously, without 
the landlord’s consent, and he knows 
nothing about it ; but in the question 
of arrears, this, I understand, only 
deals with future loans ; and I certainly 
object to the system of putting charges 
upon property that a man knows 
nothing about. 


*Eart CADOGAN: Might I say 
once more that there is a distinction 
between loans to individuals and 
loans for drainage purposes to Drain- 
age Boards? In the case of loans 
to individuals under the Landed 
Property Improvement Act the value 
deteriorates as time goes on, which is 
the point the noble Marquess has made ; 
but this clause which the noble Mar- 
quess has moved is not applicable to 
loans under the Drainage Acts to 
which the Bill refers. 


THE Marquess or WATERFORD: 
I quite agree with my noble Friend 
that the clause does not apply when 
benefit remains ; but it is only in cases 
where it does not remain that it can 
come into operation. 

Eart CADOGAN : Not under the 
Bill. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, it appears to me that the 
risk must lie with somebody, and it is 
rather hard to put it upon the lender. 
If the Treasury lends the money, and 
the improvement fails, I should have 
thought the risk must be with the 
person who borrows the money. Of 
course if a person borrows money 
without his own consent being asked, he 
is placed in a very hard position ; but 
that, as I understand, is not the pro- 
vision of the present Bill, because the 
landlord has the right of refusing to 
borrow if he likes. If he chooses to 
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borrow it is, surely, hard to put the risk 


of the operation failing upon the | purposes 


Treasury. sg | experience is that 
improvements fail quite as often as 
they succeéd, and therefore, it must be 
a risk that you must always look to. 


THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
The noble Marquess says that the 
landlord borrows; really the land- 
lord does not borrow. If a number of 
landlords agree together to veto the 
improvement they have the power of 
refusing; but by his position one 
man might have a very large estate, 
and he might be liable for a very high 


charge. 
After some further conversation, 
New Clause 7 negatived. 
Clauses 7 and 8 agreed to. 


Clause 9. 


*THe Marquess or WATERFORD : 
My Lords, I move to omit this clause 
because I think it would be very in- 
jurious to Ireland to have these very 
small loans. I think £100 is quite 
little enough. These small loans are 
made to very small tenants in Ireland 
who very often apply for them, and 
expend no money in carrying out im- 
provements, but do the work them- 
selves, and the work is done badly ; 
and the result of this lending is that we 
have these clauses that I object to put 
into the Board of Works Loans Act, and 
this Drainage Billevery year. The Board 
of Works is always lending money with- 
ut proper security, and it does not see 
that the work is properly carried out. 
That is the case all over Ireland; 
and it is monstrous to be obliged to 
pay for the bad debts incurred by 
the Board of Works. I am _ told 
they have volumes and volumes full 
of bad debts. My Lords we have 
been protesting all along against this 
system, and I think it would be a great 
benefit if the law were not altered in 
this particular, that a less sum than 
£100 should not be lent. 


Amendment moved, in page 3, 
line 26, to leave out Clause 9.—(The 
Marquess of Waterford.) 


Eart CADOGAN: Might I point 


out to my noble Friend that this clause 


does not apply to drainage loans—- 
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it applies only to small loans for other 
? My noble Friend will see 
that the title of the Bill is, ‘‘ An Act 
to amend the law relating to the 
drainage and improvement of land 
in Ireland, and for other purposes”, 
and it appeared desirable to make pros 
vision for smaller ioans for other pur- 


poses. 

THe Marquess or WATERFORD : 
I think it is a most undesirable thing 
myself, and I would wish the noble 
Duke (the Duke of Argyll) were here 
because he has protested against the 
loans over and over again. 

Tue Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, 
very often, in the case of these small 
loans, by the time the land, for which 
they were borrowed, comes into the 
landlord’s hands, the improvements 
have disappeared altogether, and there 
is no benefit left. 

Amendment negatived. 

Clause 9 agreed to. 

Clause 10. 

“THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
I have got an Amendment to this 
clause which is very technical; but I 
believe the machinery put into this Bill 
has been put in by mistake. My 
Amendment is in line 30 to insert sub- 
sections 1, 2, 3,5and6. I am told 
that the machinery in the clause is 
very much too cumbrous, and too 
expensive to deal with the collection of 
a £5 debt. I do not pretend to be 
able to argue the question, but I am 
sure it was not intended by the Govern- 
ment to apply such an extremely com- 
plicated clause to the collection of £5. 
I hope the noble Lord will agree to 
the Amendment. 

Eart CADOGAN: If my noble 
Friend moves the Amendment as it 
stands on the Paper I am prepared to 
agree to it. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 11 and 12 agreed to. 

Standing Committee negatived. 

Report of the Amendments to be 
received on Thursday next. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 
Order of the Day for the Third 





Reading read. 
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Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
3*.""—(The Lord Herschell.) 


Motion agreed to. 

On Question? that the Bill do pass, 

Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, before 
this Bill passes, I wish to ask the noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill whether he 
would see any objection to inserting 
the word “default” in place of the 
word ‘‘offence” in Clause 2, line 15? 
The object of the Amendment is some- 
what important, because, under an Act 
of 1884, anybody convicted of an offence 
is liable to be put into prison, and it is 
held by some that the occurrence of 
the word “offence” in this clause 
might apply to the defaults with re- 
spect to the nature of the publication or 
delivery of copies of certificates. 
Obviously, to put a man into prison 
for a default of that kind would be 
too severe a penalty. I think also 
the clause will run better with 
the word ‘default,’ because in the 
opening words of the clause the expres- 
sion is ‘If any person makes default.” 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
have no objection to the Amendment ; 
I doubt whether the apprehensions are 
well-founded ; but it is a mere matter 
of drafting, and I have no objection. 


Amendment moved, in Clause 2, line 
15, omit (‘‘ offence’) and insert (‘‘ de- 
fault ”).—(The Lord Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


MAR PEERAGE. 
MOTION—DISCUSSION. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I am sorry that I should be called 
upon to detain your Lordships for some 
time, at this late hour, with reference 
to the letter which is referred to in my 
notice on the Paper; but the matter is 
of great importance to the persons in- 
terested, and I think it has reference 
to the regularity of your Lordships’ 
House and the proceedings therein. 
I also think it has very serious reference 
indeed to the mode of administering 
judgment in this country. My Lords, 

fore I refer to the contents of 
the letter, I wish to call the attention 
of the noble Lords who have signed 
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it to the concluding paragraph. I 
should say, my Lords, that this ques- 
tion of the matter with which the 
letter deals would have been treated of 
long since, but that the noble Lord who 
is principally interested in the question 
requested, in consequence of the state 
of his health, that the matter should 
not be brought on before Easter—he 
being compelled, by the state of his 
health and that of some members of 
his family, to be away from England ; 
and he afterwards requested a further 
delay, that it should not be brought on 
before Whitsuntide. My Lords, I say 
this to explain the cause of the dela 
that has taken place in bringing forwar 
this matter for discussion here. Now, 
my Lords, I have thought it right, 
before giving notice that I should bring 
this matter forward in your Lordships” 
House for discussion, to cause a letter 
to be written to each of the noble 
Lords who have signed this document, 
which purports to be a letter addressed 
to myself. Three or four copies of it 
have come into my possession; it ap- 
pears to be a closely typewritten letter 
of four pages, containing a great-num- 
ber of statements, about which I must 
say a word presently; but the con- 
cluding paragraph is one which appears 
to me to raise a serious question, and I 
am anxious that the noble Lords who 
signed it, who I hope are here present, 
will give me some explanation as to 
what it is intended to convey by the 
paragraph in question. I have given 
notice, as I say, to each of them—no 
less than five and forty noble Lords, 
members of your Lordships’ House, 
who have signed various copies of this 
document, apparently ; and I want to 
know, from any one of them, if they 
will be good enough to explain what is 
the meaning of the concluding para- 
graph of this letter. My Lords, atter 
reciting statements both of law and fact, 
to which I shall have to refer in & 
moment for another purpose, they pro- 
ceed thus— 

“ It is obvious that the matter cannot rest 
in its present position; therefore, before 
bringing it forward publicly, and in the hope 
that it may be arranged so as to causo as 
little scandal as possible, we venture to ask 
your Lordship kindly to take the matter into 
your consideration, and also we venture, in 

ance with the s tion made at the 
recent meeting of Peers at Stafford House” > 




















Mar 
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_-what that refers to I do not know, and 
no information is conveyed to me by 
the document in question— 

“to your Lordship to be so kind as to 
pt Aon as to what steps should be taken to 
remove this bar to property, which the action 
of the House of Lords has inadvertently 
placed to the obvious advantage of Lord 
Kellie, and to the serious detriment of Lord 
Mar and his heirs, thus unwarrantebly inter- 
fering with individual rights.” 

My Lords, that is the concluding 
paragraph ; and with perfect sincerity 
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I am compelled to admit that I do not 
know what it means. Is it supposed 
that, speaking of myself in my judicial 
capacity, I am to give advice to some 
one of the parties to a litigation as to 
how they should proceed? I cannot 
suppose that any noble Lord who put 
his hand to this Paper could for a 
moment suggest that an ex parte 
application should be made to one of 
Her Majesty’s Judges, who would) 
ultimately have to decide some ques- 
tion judicially, to give him advice as to | 
how he should proceed. My Lords, 
for reasons which I will explain in a 
moment, I was unable to give the | 
answer that I should give to any 
such suggestion, if it were made 
seriously in the sense which I have | 
attributed to those words—namely, 
that nothing could be more irregular 
or improper than to apply ez parte, 
behind the back of the other side, to a 
Judge to step in and advise in any 
way on such a subject. The reason 


why I could not give any such 
answer is that the matter is, 
both by legislation and judicial 


decision, absolutely concluded, and that 
no question, no investigation, no fur- 
ther inquiry into the maiter, can 
possibly be had; therefore I could not 
say that it would come before me as a 








Judge, because it certainly could not 
—and I was for that reason unable to | 
give that answer. But, my Lords, one 
knows that from time to time this | 
question has been mooted in this 
House, and I shall have to read to 
your Lordships presently the Resolu- 
tion which stands on the Records of 
this House upon this subject ; and for 
that reason also I was unable to give 
the answer that I suggested should be 
given if a judicial matter was brought 





before me for advice by one of the 
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parties. But, my Lords, I want now 
to ask another question of any of the 
noble Lords who are here and have 
signed this Paper. I find in it a great 
number of statements of fact and of 
law which, according to my view, are 
absolutely inaccurate. I do not say 
whether they are wrong—lI only give 
my opinion upon the matter—but I think 
they are. And what I ask is: Do the 
noble Lords who put their names to 
this document, the five and forty of 
them, mean to suggest that they have 
investigated these facts for themselves 
and come to this conclusion? I am 
aware that, on a former occasion, the 
noble Lord, I think, rose in his place 
and said that it was a mistake to say 
that the noble Lords had pledged them- 
selves to the various facts and state- 
ments, either of law or fact, that were 
therein contained, and that all that 
they intended to imply by their signa- 
tures was that the matter required 
investigation. Whether that proposi- 
tion was a good excuse in that case or 
not, I cannot say; but it certainly is 
not applicable to the present document 
which I hold in my hand ; because this 
is addressed to me under the signature 
of those five and forty noble Lords. 
They say, ‘‘ We find”; and then they 
proceed with a variety of statements 
with which, as I have said, I am un- 
able to concur. Now, my Lords, you 
will see at once that there are two 
things which are dealt with in 


this Paper. One is a question of 
principle; and, as your Lordships 
will have gathered from the 


concluding paragraph that I have read, 
it is said that some great injustice has 
been done to the noble Lord. Let me 
assure the noble Lord that what I have 
to say on this matter is conceived in no 
spirit of hostility to him. I can well 
understand and appreciate the fact that 
he, in common with every other liti- 
gant who is unsuccessful, is under the 
impression that the tribunal which de- 
cided against him is entirely wrong; I 
assume that that is the sincere state of 
his mind. But it is new to me that 
any litigant whatever, after a matter 
has been adjudicated finally by the 
final Court of Appeal, can ask again 
and again to raise the same question. 
Let me, in the first instance, apply 


myself to the question of the property 
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That, my Lords, depended upon the 
construction of a written instrument. 
It came before the Lord Ordinary in 
Scotland ; it then came on appeal be- 
fore the Judges of the Court of Session. 
Both of those tribunals unanimously 
pronounced in one direction. It then 
came before your Lordships, sitting as 
a Court of Appeal—the final Court of 
Appeal in this country; and, by an 
semny unanimous decision of this 

ouse, the decision of the Lord 
Ordinary, and the decision of the 
whole Court of Session of Scotland, 
were affirmed. Now, in that condition 
of things, I do not know what privi- 
lege there is on the part of any noble 
Lord, a member of this House, any 
more than on the part of the humblest 
of the Queen’s subjects, to raise again 
a question that has once been judi- 
cially decided; and I think it would 
be a most serious and important ques- 
tion if such a matter could be enter- 
tained fora moment. My Lords, I am 
aware that in this Paper, it is said— 
and I think most inaccurately said— 
that the noble Lord was precluded 
from urging his claim as he otherwise 
might have done, because he was not at 
that time permitted his right to call 
himself, and to claim the privileges of, 
the Earl of Mar. My Lords, such a 
uestion was absolutely irrelevant to 
the decision. The decision proceeded 
on the construction of a written 
document, and whether the noble 
Lord called himself by the title which 
he now, under Statute, enjoys, or 
whether he was only pleading in the 
Court as a commoner, was absolutely 
and entirely irrelevant. The unanimous 
decision of all the Courts in Scotland 
has been confirmed by the unanimous 
decision of your Lordships’ House, and 
under no circumstances is it possible to 
raise the question again. My Lords, 
I will confine myself for a moment to 
the question of property, and I do en- 
treat the noble Lords who have signed 
this document to ask themselves 
whether it is calculated to aid in the 
administration of justice, or in main- 
taining the dignity and position of your 
Lordships’ House, that because a liti- 
gant is a member of your Lordships’ 
House, he should be permitted to raise 
again, by a discussion, apparently, in 
this House, in its legislative and de- 


The Lord Chancellor 
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liberative capacity, questions which 
have been finally decided by the final 
Court of Appeal? My Lords, I now 
turn to the question of title. That 
there were difficulties about the ques- 
tion of title there is no doubt. A great 
many people were under the impres- 
sion that the noble Lord had not re- 
ceived what was justly due to him, 
namely the title and honours which he 
now possesses and enjoys ; aad accord- 
ingly, in order to get rid of the diffi- 
culty that was felt by himself and other 
persons, an Act of Parliament was 
passed on the subject, and that Act of 
Parliament is absolutely final so far as 
litigation can go. I am not aware of 
any greater power in this country on 
such a question; it is absolutely and 
finally determined. Then, my Lords, 
what remains? If the noble Lords 
who signed the Paper ask me publicly 
in my place in Parliament what is the 
mode by which they should proceed, 
my answer is very simple: Repeal that 
Act of Parliament; proceed in due 
course of law before the Courts on 4 
Py of litigation, and take the final 
ecision. If you want to get rid of 
what an Act of Parliament has done, 
you must repeal that Act of Parlia- 
ment. Therefore the answer is a very 
simple one; and in that form let the 
noble Lord, or some person who is 
interested on his behalf, prepare a Bill 
and bring it in ; and then that question, 
which he thinks waserroneously decided 
by the Statute that has been passed 
upon the subject, can be properly de- 
bated, and if it should please Her 
Majesty—for Her Majesty’s prerogative 
isincluded alsain this transaction—that 
matter can be deliberated again. But, 
in the meantime, the question of title 
having been finally decided by Statute, 
and the question of property having 
been decided by the last tribunal in 
this country, it appears to me that such 
a letter as I have pointed out, about 
raising the question with as little 
scandal as possible—using the language 
of the document itself—and that some- 
thing should be done to alter what has 
been finally decided, both by the Legis- 
lature and by the Courts of Law, is 
entirely inappropriate. My Lords, I 
have mentioned also that this question 
has already been raised in this House, 
when the noble Lord, Lord Galloway, 
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moveda Resolution ; which was met on 
the 1st July, 1889, by an Amendment 
moved by my noble and learned Friend 
{Lord Selborne), who is near me, 
which is in these words, and which now 
stands upon the Records of your Lord- 
‘ships’ House :— 

“ That the right of the Earl of Mar and 
Kellie, in the Peerage of Scotiand, to an Earl- 
dom of Mar, created in 1565, having been 
established on claim duly made before the 
Committee of Privileges, and confirmed 
by Resolution of this House in 1875, and 
having been since ised by the Act of 
Parliament passed in 1 for the restitution 
-of the more ancient Earldom of Mar, and the 

late Earl of Mar and Kellie having sat in this 
House by that title as one of the Re ntative 
Peers for. Scotland, the right and title of his 
successor, now Earl of Mar and Kellie, to that 
P is unim hable in law, and cannot 
be in question in this House.” 
‘That Resolution, I say, was passed, 
and stands on the Records of your 
Lordships’ House; and under those 
-circumstances I do venture to ask 
noble Lords whether it is consistent 
with the respect due to a Resolution so 
passed that such a document as I have 
referred to should be presented to me 
for my advice and assistance in order 
to raise this question again. My Lords, 
I have made this statement, and I do 
-assure the noble Earl who is principally 
interested that it is with the most 
hearty sympathy that I have felt it my 
-duty to say this. I am sure he thinks 
he is ill-used, and, for a!l I know to the 
contrary, he may have been ; but what 
I venture to point out to him, as I 
would to anybody who is disappointed 
in litigation, is that he must acquiesce 
‘in the decisions of the Courts of Law, 
and that when once the decision of the 
final Court has beer reached there is 
no appeal. 

Lorp HERSCHELL : My Lords, I 
should like just to add a word only to 
what my nobie and learned Friend has 

‘said. I can assure the noble Earl 
Opposite that he is labouring 
under a complete misapprehension 
In supposing that the decision which 
determined the question of Privilege— 
which of course is a question in 
which he is deeply interested—was in 
the slightest degree affected by the 
‘question which was determined on by 
the Committee of Privileges, and after- 
wards affirmed by this House. Sup- 
posing that that decision had been the 
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other way, su ing that the Com- 
mittee of Privileges had found against 
the Earl of Mar and Kellie in his claim 
tothe Earldom of Mar, the fact that they 
had done so would not have been a bar to 
his proceeding to obtain a declaration 
of his right to the property, and the 
decision of this House would have 
been precisely and absolutely the 
same. It is always difficult, 1 know, 
to persuade those who entertain a 
strong view about any question that 
nearly concerns themselves; but I 
am quite sure the noble Earl will 
believe me when I say that in saying 
this my sole desire is, if possible, to 
disabuse him of the impression that, as 
regards the question of property, any 
mistake, if a mistake was made, in the 
previous decision as regards title, can 
have in the slightest degree prejudiced 
him. The question of property was 
determined upon different considera 
tions from those which had issue in 
the Peerage case; and, as I have said, 
if the claimant in the Peerage case had 
been unsuccessful, the decision of the 
Courts and of this House must have 
been the same. Under these circum- 
stances I think the noble Lord will see 
that nothing really is to be gained by 
the continuance of this controversy. 
As regards the question of the Peerage, 
he enjoys now the ancient Earldom 
under undoubted right, for it has been 
confirmed to him by Act of Parliament. 
As regards the property, the decision 
has been against him—no doubt 
unfortunately for him—of the Courts 
and of this House; and that he has 
no means of altering; because [ am 
quite sure that this House would never 
dream—nor would Parliament ever 
dream of altering by legislation—and 
that is the only way in which it could 
be altered—in favour of one of two 
litigants a decision of this House in 
favour of the other ; it is a matter of 
absolute impossibility; it has never 
been done; it never could be done. 
If, therefore, I could only persuade 
the noble Earl that he is dissipating 
energy, really, on a hopeless endeavour, 
I should, I am quite sure, have done 
him the best service that anybody could 
possibly render him. 

*THe Eart or SELBORNE: My 
Lords, I have been much more fre- 
quently called upon than I could wish 
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to advise this Sete on questions con- 
nected with this subject; but I can 
assure the noble Earl opposite, and all 
your Lordships, that in anything which 
I have at any time said or done—and 
I am sensible that it has been in some 
quarters misconstrued—I have never 
had anything whatever in view but the 
honour and dignity of your Lordships’ 
House, and the duty which I con- 
ceived to be incumbent upon those who 
occupied the position which I have had 
the honour of. occupying, namely, to 
maintain the ordinary course of the 
administration of law, including the 
authority of the decisions of your Lord- 
ships’ House in Committee of Privileges 
on the subject of claims to Peerages. 
My Lords, with regard to the property, 
it fell to my lot to be one of those 
Lords who had to hear the arguments 
in that case, and to take part in the 
decision; Lord Cairns was another, and 
Lord O'Hagan was a third. In the 
argument, some question was sug- 
gested as to an intention of the creator 
of the entail of the property to unite 
it with the Peerage. In the view of 
Lord Cairns and of myself, there was 
no foundation for that argument, as 
affecting the question under appeal, and 
I am satisfied that neither Lord Cairns 
nor myself so much as referred to the 
title to the Peerage in deciding that 
question. As the matter had been 
argued, it was noticed, I think, by our 
noble colleague, Lord O’Hagan, who 
said that if that point were material, or 
something to that effect, the right to 
the Peerage held by the Earl of Mar 
and Kellie had been established by this 
House, and that, in his opinion, from that 
point of view the case would not have 
prospered more than from any other. 
But I can assure the noble Earl that 
in the opinion of every one of the 
Lords who decided that case, and also, 
as I understood, in the opinion of both 
branches of the Court of Session of 
Scotland, the right to the property was 
clear, without any reference whatever 
to the Peerage. 

*THe Eart or MAR: My Lords, I 
must first express my thanks to the 
noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack for his good nature in allowing 
this matter to be postponed on account 





of my absence abroad; and I must 
next regret the absence, through death, 
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of several noble Lords who signed this 
letter to the noble and learned Lord. 
I may safely say, at the outset, that 
this is one of the gravest matters that 
have ever come before your Lordships ; 
it seriously affects the dignity of thi 
House and the integrity of the whole 
Peerage—not only of the Peerage of 
Scotland but of the whole Peerage— 
which has been violated by the action 
of this House, and by most of the 
members of this House in perfect 
ignorance of the facts which have 
caused that violation of the integrity of 
the Peerage. It has also affected, 
as I maintain and am prepared to con- 
tend, and I am sure my heirs after me 
will contend, in a most serious way the 
rights to the property enjoyed by m 
ancestors in the same line throug 
which I maintain that I am entitled to 
the property, under the entail made b 
my ancestors, for the express an 
admitted purpose and determination 
of providing for the ancient Earldom 
of Mar attainted in 1715, and restored, 
emphatically and explicitly through 
female succession, by Act of Parlia- 
ment, in 1824, and which has devolved 
upon me under that Act. I have 
a copy of the entail here close at hand, 
every word of which I published ; I like 
every word that I say to be known on 
the housetop—the whole of the entail 
is public property, while my opponents 
try to bush it up and to stifle all 
investigation—and that being the case, 
with the entail before me which I 
could read, but from which I will only 
quote a short passage from memory, I 
say that it is absolutely impossible that 
the entailers could have intended the 
Mar Estates of Alloa to have devolved 
upon my opponent the Earl of Kellie. 
I say that with the most perfect con- 
fidence, and will quote as follows :— 

“ The entailers (foreseeing this restoration: 
of the ancient Earldom of Mar through the 
female succession in 1824) expressly provided 
that the heirs male and female who succeed 
to these estates under this destination shall, 
in case the attainder of the Earldom of Mar 
be reversed, hold the ancient dignity of Mar.” 
They anticipated this restoration of 
1824 in the plainest language, and 
went on to say :— 

“ This right shall always and pugetinayay fall 

and pertain to the nearest he 

Now Lord Kellie does ae even claim 
to be the nearest heir. My Lords, it is: 





The Earl of Selborne 
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but right that I should explain to you 
ina word that Lord Kellie does not 
claim these estates as heir male, as it 
has very generally been given out that 
he does. If your Lordships will take 
the trouble to read the entail for your- 
selves, and also the judgments of the 
Courts, you will find that Lord Kellie 
is obliged to put a construction on the 
entail that it is neither for the Earl- 
dom of Mar, alleged to have been given 
to him and confirmed by this House in 
1875, as a title restricted to heirs 
male, nor for the ancient Earldom 
of Mar, through female heirship, 
in right of which I have now the 
honour to address your Lordships. I 
say therefore : Isit right, in the face of 
that construction of this entail, which 
ought to be perfectly public and ought 
to be before your Lordships’ House, 
that Lord Kellie should be possessing 
these estates? My Lords, the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack and 
two noble Lords opposite have been 
good enough to say that they consider 
that there has been no bar to my rights 
owing to the construction put on the 
entail by the decision of the Court of 
Session and the Court of Appeal. Now, 
my Lords, I beg to express a very dif- 
ferent opinion. With all deference to 
their Lordships, I say that the bar is a 
very serious one, and that it has been 
caused by a perversion of the deter- 
mination of the entailers. The Courts 
have adjudged these estates on the 
ground that I was a commoner. 
Now a man cannot be a commoner 
and a Peer at the same time, and 
I was a Peer when the case was 
before the Courts. There was an 
Act of Parliament. passed in 1885, 
which has already been mentioned 
and which it will be my duty to refer to. 
Under that Act,which could not make me 
Lord Mar, it was declared that I 
had, in 1866, on my uncle’s death, 
already inherited this Earldom through 
a long line of ancestry from early days. 
But, my Lords, I am independent of 
that Act. I stand here under the Act 
of 1824, which has been ignored and 
evaded by this House. That Act 
of 1824 assures me of my rights 
through the female succession; and 
I say that it is @ very great indig- 
nity to this House that that Act should 
have been ignored and evaded. My 
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} Lords, what did the Committee of 
Privileges say with d to that Act 
in 1875, on Lord Kellie’s claim? The 
late Lord Chelmsford said, with refer- 
ence to this explicit acknowledgment of 
the succession through female descent, 
that ‘it isan accurate description of his. 
title without reference to the course b 

which it was derived.” My ee ag 
venture to say that that is in plain 
words nonsense. The late Lord Redes- 
dale said that the Act could not be 
held to have any application to the 
matter, and it was not inquired into. 
Now, my Lords, there is a very serious 
point connected with that. The late 
Lord Redesdale must have been under 
a very serious misapprehension—I am 
afraid it was something rather worse— 
when he said it was not inquired into. 
What doI find? There was a Report 
of Inquiry by the Law Officers of the 
Crown preliminary to the Act of Parlia- 
ment, and on which the Act was con- 
fessedly constructed, though the late 
Lord Redesdale said that there was no 
inquiry made. This inquiry and Re- 
port of 1824, which I hope your Lord- 
ships will order to be presented to this 
House, on which this Act was con- 
structed, distinctly shows that m 

uncle, whom I succeeded in 1866, an 

his father and grandfather, succeeded 
as the heirs of Lady Frances, the 
daughter of the attainted Earl. The 
Report and the Act rest this restora- 
tion upon the fact of the female 
descent! Now, Lord Kellie claimed 
by a restriction to heirs male ; and yet 
that Report, signed by the Law 
Officers of the Crown, declaring the 
Restoration to be through female 
heirship, was treated as waste paper. 
When this Report came before your 
Lordships’ House in 1875, it was 
ignored and evaded and rejected as 
evidence, although, my Lords, the 
sume three Lords on the Committee,. 
who sat on the Nairn Peerage case 
shortly afterwards, accepted an exactly 
similar Report to that which they 
rejected in the Mar case on 
Lord Kellie’s claim. My Lords, wh 

are these things to be? Why shoul 

an Act of Parliament and the opinion 
of the Law Officers which support my 
rights be scattered to the winds in 
your Lordships’ House, either in Debate: 
or when the matter is before the Com- 
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mittee of Privileges? {t seems to me 
extraordinary that the interests of one 
individual should be bolstered up by 
evasions and distortions, while the 
Restoration Act of 1824, under which 
my uncle and his ancestors held the 
title of Mar, should be scattered to the 
winds, as well as the opinion of the 
Law Officers of the Crown, which dis- 
tinctly declared that the estates 
4s well as the title, to the exclu- 
sion of the heirs male, had been 
transmitted to the heirs of the Lady 
Frances—thereby putting Lord Kellie, 
if I may use.a common expres- 
sion, out of the field. My Lords, I 
must allude to one authority whom all 
of your Lordships will respect very 
much indeed —I refer to the late Lord 
Farnborough, whom I had the privilege 
of knowing very well as Sir Erskine 
May. He told me again and again 
that it was all very weil for the House 
of Lords to try and ignore the fact, but 
they never could get over the fact that 
the 1824 Restoraticn Act, which was 
passed by the Crown, Lords, and Com- 
mons, effectually put Lord Kellie out 
of the field if it was given the weight 
that it was entitled to, and that it 
‘substantiated my rights to the ancient 
Earldom of Mar. My Lords, this was 
long before 1885; andI think Lord 
Farnborough was as good an inter- 
preter of Acts of Parliament as anyone 
-else — indeed a good deal better—and 
.as we all know he was the greatest 
authority on constitutional law. Now, 
my Lords, the Preamble of that Act 
of 1824 states that ‘whereas he 
was the grandson and lineal repre- 
‘sentative through his mother” there- 
fore he was restored. Another 
authority, Sir Peter Maxwell, in his 
work on the _ interpretation of 
Statutes, says that the Preamble of 
an Act is to represent the meaning of 
it. My Lords, I will pass on from 
the Act of 1824, pausing only to say 
‘this. I am reminded that, when this 
Act of 1824 was brought before a 
‘Committee of your Lordships’ House 
-on the Bill of 1885, the noble and 
learned Lord who has gone out of the 
House (Lord Selborne), who was then 
in the Chair, actually got this Act 
of 1824 rejected. That is the way 





in which Acts of Parliament have 
been treated when they go against 
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Lord Kellie and when they support my 
rights. 

*Toe Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON : My Lords, I rise to Order, 
I do not offer any opinion upon the 
merits of this case ; but I really do not 
think that the noble Lord behind me 
has any right to impugn the character 
and conduct of Lord Selborne in the way 
he hasnow done. Lord Selborne has told 
your Lordships very plainly the course 
which he took and which was taken in 
this House; and for the noble Lord 
behind me to say that Lord Selborne 
got an Act of Parliament set aside, 
because it was in Lord Mar’s favour 
and against the noble Lord who was 
contending with him for the title, isa 
line of conduct which I do not think 
— Lordships will consider ought to 

pursued. 

*Tue Eart or MAR: In reply to the 
noble Duke it is but fair to me that I 
should recall, in as few words as I can, 
the action of the noble and learned 
Lord who has left the House (Lord 
Selborne) with regard to me. It is but 
a very short time ago that his Lordship 
got up in his place and said that he 
had received a letter from the Earl of 
Kellie asking him to advocate his cause— 
“an appeal,” his Lordship said, “ which 
I could not resist.”” I venture to say 
that it was very extraordinary conduct 
for a noble and learned Lord, who has 
been Lord Chancellor, and whose duty 
I conceive it may be to sit on a judicial 
question still, to get up in this House 
and say that he is advocating the cause 
of one individual and throwing the 
whole weight of his influence and the 
very great weight that attaches to 
every word that he says in favour of 
one litigant ! 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I am afraid I must interrupt the 
noble Lord; he is, unintentionally I 
have no doubt, misrepresenting my 
noble and learned Friend who is absent. 
All that Lord Selborne did on that oc- 
casion—it was on a former occasion, 
long after the judicial decision had 
been arrived at—was this: the matter 
was brought forward by the noble Lord, 
Lord Galloway, and Lord Selborne said 
that he had _ received a_ letter 
from Lord Mar and Kellie, who 
was at that time a minor and not 
a member of your Lordships’ House, 
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and, therefore, was not able himself to 
answer the noble Earl who is address- 
ing your Lordships now; and Lord 
Selborne said that as, under these 
circumstances, Lord Mar and Kellie 
was unable to appear himself, he had 
been appealed to to give his version of 
what the noble Earl is now discussing, 
and which without Lord Selborne’s 
advocacy, or whatever phrase was 
used, might, according to the view of 
Lord Mar and Kellie, not have been 
represented in this House. I wanted 
to correct the noble Earl in what he 
appears to be representing—that Lord 
Selborne, in his judicial capacity, ever 
uttered any such phrase. 

*Tue Eart or MAR: I am obliged to 
remind your Lordships of the action of 
Lord Selborne, who has left the House ; 
because he made a remark of which I 
took a note just now. His Lordship 
said that he had never done anything 
but to uphold to the best of his ability 
the dignity of this House, and to 
maintain law and order. Now, my 
Lords, I venture to think that itis not 
exactly maintaining law and order and 
upholding the dignity of this House to 
have brought in, as his Lordship did 
when he was Lord Chancellor, a Bill, 
called the Scotch Representative 
Peers Bill, but which was a Bill really 
framed with the object of altering 
the time-honoured Union Roll, scatter- 
ing to the winds the Treaty of Union, 
and making a list of Peers instead of 
Peerages ; and, when it was narrowed 
down to its true intent, the noble 
Lord was obliged to get up in his place 
in his defence and say that he had been 
very seriously misled in the framing of 
that Bill. But it was found that the 
Bill was for the sole purpose of, I 
must say, bolstering up the title of Lord 
Kellie, which is widely known all over 
the world to have been an official 
fiction of 1875, and never to 
have been among the Peerages of 
Scotland ; and it never can be among 
the Peerages of Scotland, because, 
by the Treaty of Union, the Crown, 
Lords, and Commons are precluded 
from creating a Peerage of Scotland, 
which in this case is attempted. The 
Bill was accepted by your Lordships 
unwittingly. But, my Lords, what 
happened to this Bill of Lord Sel- 
borne’s in 1875? I am _ bound 
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attaching to the position of the 
noble and learned Lord, especially as 
Lord Chancellor at the time, it passed 
through your Lordships’ House. But 
what happened immediately after? 
This Bill was protested against by no 
less than eighty-one Peers—a most un- 
usual event to happen—and I trust 
such a thing will never happen again, 
that this House should be so disgraced 
by that noble and learned upholder of 
law and order! It went down to the 
other House protested against by 
eighty-one Peers as ‘‘ an act of indi- 
vidual injustice’’ against me, and the. 
Bill was perforce withdrawn. My 
Lords, what did the late noble and 
very learned Lord Crawford and Bal- 
carres say in his great work on the- 
Earldom of Mar? He said that 
*‘ Lord Selborne’s views were fatal to- 
the whole Peerage of Scotland, if not 
to the Kingdom of Scotland itself.” 
(Vol. ii., p. 294). You must admit that 
no one has ever given such attention 
to the matter of Scotch Peerage Law as 
the late Lord Crawford, who, although 
he was a layman, was really in intelli- 
gence, cultivation, and knowledge one 
of the greatest Peerage lawyers of the 
day. My Lords, I think ‘it does not 
come very well from the noble Lord, 
Lord Selborne, to say that he has 
been consistent in endeavouring to 
maintain law and order and to uphold 
the dignity of the House. Now, my 
Lords, it is my duty to allude to the 
Bill of 1885. That Bill was produced 
under very peculiar circumstances ; it 
was led up to, I may say, by the voice 
and opinion of public feeling amo 
Members of this House that I 
suffered from great injustice. They 
addressed a Petition to the Queen, . 
which Her Majesty received most 
graciously, and it is an open secret 
that it was Her Majesty's wish 
that the matter should be put right, 
and that I should no longer suffer 
from the denial of my rights which 
I already inherited under the Act of 
1824. Merethan one hundred Peers who 
addressed that Petition to the Queen 
declared most emphatically that I was 
already Lord Mar by the laws of my 
country. My Lords, I did not need 
the Act of 1885, but my friends on my 
behalf advised me, and I reluctantly 
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acquiesced, to avail myself of that Bill 
as a means of getting this House out of 
@ dilemma and difficulty through the 
«continued recognition of Lord Kellie 





as Mar. 

Lorpv SALTOUN : My Lords, is the 
noble Lord in Order in calling the Ear! 
of Mar and Kellie the Earl of Kellie ? 

*Toe Eart or MAR: My Lords, 
what did Lord Mansfield, who I am 
sorry not to see in his place here, say 
some time ago? Very soon after the 
decision of the Committee of Privileges, 
Lord Mansfield got up in a House of 
160 Peers, including the three noble 
Lords who formed the Committee cf 
Privileges, and who, I must say, fabri- 
cated this title for Lord Kellie, and he 
said fearlessly before this House that 
“‘there was not a scrap or tittle of 
evidence for this new creation which 
you have conceded to Lord Kellie” ; and 
then he went on to say that ‘‘the noble 
and learned Lords who wrote their 
judgment must have taken great pains, 
because to write a judgment with all 
the facts against you must be a difficult 
thing to do.”” If Lord Mansfield was in 
order in addressing the House, in- 
-cluding the noble Lords whc formed the 
‘Committee themselves, in such powerful 


.and forcible language. I venture to say 


that I am quite in order in what I say, 
and that it is for the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack to call me to 
Order if he thinks fit. My Lords, I am 
detaining you to a late hour; there is 
not much time for all I wish to say. It 
has been very generally stated that I 
accepted that Bill of 1885 as a settle- 
ment of the question. To that I must 
give the most complete and em- 
phatic denial. As the hour is 
late, I cannot venture to read, but I 
beg to refer your Lordships to, a 
letter which was printed in the paper 
Piccadilly last week, and which I re- 
commend to your Lordships’ notice, 
stating that, so far from accepting that 
Bill, I looked upon it as a very am- 
biguous advantage to me. I am deeply 
grateful to Her pine | for Her wish 
that some such method should have 
been adopted, because it was felt 
that the tardy recognition of my rights, 
unjustly witb held for ten years,and caus- 
ing this bir io the property that I refer 
to, should no longer exist. Therefore 


I expressed my acknowledgments from 
The Earl of Mar 
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that point of view. But the Bill con- 
tain rovisions which I believe were 
drafted by the noble and learned Lord, 
Lord Selborne, because he confessedly 
took charge of the Bill before and 
afterwards in the House—there is g 
provision in that Bill that Lord Kellie 
should vote as Ear! of Mar, “ the Decreet 
of Ranking and the Union Roli not- 
raceme My Lords, is it 
respect for law and honour, and up- 
holding the dignity of the whole Peer- 
age that a provision should be made 
in a Bill, brought in ostensibly as a 
measure of tardy justice to me, and 
yet especially to provide that Lord 
Kellie, another individual, is to vote 
in a place different from what he 
had voted in for ten years? If his 
title of Mar has any solid foundation, 
why cannot it stand on that founda- 
tion, without all this tinkering and 
tampering with the position of the 
Earldom of Mar on the Roll accepted 
as “authentic” at the Union? For 
ten years he appropriated my place, and 
voted under the ancient title, through 
female succession, through a chain of 
seven ladies; and yet, under the title 
that your Lordships’ House conceded 
to him in strict male succession, he 
actually voted in that place for ten 
years. After that, he has been voting 
in another place. All the other Peers 
of Scotland, when they go to Holyrood 
House, vote in their place in the Roll; 
they do not vote in one place and then 
in another. At the election at Holy- 
rood, all the Peerages are put down 
in their proper places, without dates; 
but they now call this alleged title of 
Mar that Lord Kellie assumes, which 
never has been on the Roll, and never 
can be, with an assumed date, 1565, 
after it. Is it not against law and 
order, and the dignity of the Peerage, 
which the noble and learned Lord says 
he has done nothing but uphold, that 
Lord Kellie's title should rest on such 
a shallow and shadowy foundation? 
And, my Lords, he aid not pretend 
to vote under the decision of this 
House, because he voted directly 
against it. This House decided that 
he was entitled to the Peerage of 
1565 ; yet he went against it, and voted 
under the old title. Now my noble 
Friend near me will have something 
to say with regard to the voting at 
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Holyrood; but, before I conclude, I 
must say that I think it is very ex- 
traordinary that the Act of 1824, and 
the Report of the Law Officers of the 
Crown, on which that Act proceeded, 
should be evaded by your Lordships’ 
House. I. must also say, with all 
respect for the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack, that I think he has 
failed to answer the two points of the 
letter—namely, Was not the title of 
Mar assumed by Lord Kellie as a 
creation of 1565, under attaint in 

1715; and has it ever been restored ? 
I venture to ask the noble and learned 
Lord, as this letter has been brought 
forward in this public way by his 
Lordship, if he will be kind enough— 
I speak on behalf of the forty-five Peers 
who signed the letter as well as in my 
own interest and that of my heirs, and 
in the interest of the integrity of the 
Peerage—to put in writing his definite 
reply to the letter. Does he consider 
that the title of Mar, conceded to the 
Earl of Kellie in 1875, and restricted 
to heirs male has, if it ever existed, 
ever been restored: and ‘if so, how is 
it that the Act of Parliament never 
mentioned it ; because the Act of 1824 
mentions only one Earldom of Mar, 
which your Lordships’ House has dis- 
tinctly acknowledged has been trans- 
mitted to me? I say, if it was created 
in 1565, it was attainted in 1715, and 
it must either have been restored or 
not by the Act of 1824. If it has 
been restored, I hope that Bill of 
Restoration will be laid on the Table of 
your Lordships’ House, so that your 
Lordships will see the exact position on 
which the alleged title of Lord Kellie 
of 1565 stands. If it cannot be pro- 
duced, there is only one conclusion to 
be drawn—namely, that the title never 
has been restored at all because it 
never existed. 

“Tae Duxe or RICHMOND anv 
GORDON: My Lords, I am really 
loth to interrupt the noble Lord, but 
surely there is no Motion before the 
House. The noble Lord is making a 
long speech about nothing. Nobody 
has moved wie The Lord Chan- 
cellor has explained to us what he has 
done with regard to the letter that he 
has received, and the noble Lord is 
now going over the whole of this case 


again, when really there is no Motion 
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before the House. I think your Lord- 
ships ought to decide whether it is 
proper that this discussion should 
continue. 

*THe Eart or MAR: One single 
word more, as it is so late in the 
evening. I am happy to say that it 
is beginning to be understood very 
widely that the Mar case is a question 
of property, and that Lord Kellie's 
assumption of a title of Mar hascaused, 
and still causes, a bar between me and 
my estates; and I venture to trust 
that it will be unnecessary that the 
matter should be taken up vigorously 
in other quarters, and that your Lord- 
ships will uphold the dignity of the 
House by moving that there should be 
an investigation into the whole matter, 
which would tend to terminate the 
odium that has attached to the House 
so long, and remove the bar which 
exists, and the grievous wrong from 
which I still suffer through my having 
been prevented from claiming, in the 
course of law, as Earl of Mar, my 
estates, which, by the entail, are 
entailed upon my Peerage. 

*THe Eart or GALLOWAY: My 
Lords, some of your Lordships, whose 
faces 1 recognise before me, are aware 
that, as at the present moment, I have 
not always been fortunate in the hour 
when I have brought on a Motion, 
cognate with that on the Notice Paper 
in your Lordships’ hands. But I wish 
to assure your Lordships that on this 
occasion I really have no intention and 
no desire to keep you for any length at 
all; and I think, if you will bear with 
me whileI read just two or three lines 
of this protest, you will understand 
why it is that I have felt it my bounden . 
duty, under the Treaty of Union 
between the two countries, entered 
into in 1707, to bring this Motion 
before you. By the provisions of that 
Treaty of Union, you are bound to hear 
the protest that I made at the election 
under Royal Proclamation by Her 
Majesty's command at Holyrood 
House, and it is the business of the 
Lord Clerk Register, whoever may 
officiate in that position, to accept that 
rotest, and at any rate not to stifle it 

fore he even knows one word in the 
protest. That is his duty, ratified 
especially by the Act of 1847, which I 
know is an Act specially entitled ‘to 
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correct abuses.” Now I think it is 
very unfortunate that my noble Friend, 
for whom I have always entertained 
great regard, the noble Duke the 
Lord Clerk Register, whom I 
hoped I should have seen in his 
place on this occasion, is not here; be- 
cause I do think he was most ill- 
advised on the occasion—I am quite sure 
it was not by either of the officiating 
Clerks on the right and left of him, for 
I am certain that if he had appealed to 
them for advice he would have got 
good advice. It is not for me to say, 
though I think I could mention it, to 
whose very foolish advice he gave 
way; and in consequence did that 
which I say under the provisions of the 
Treaty of Union, confirmed again in 
the year 1847 by a fresh Act of Parlia- 
ment, was utterly illegal. My request 
at that time was a most legitimate one 
to the Lord Clerk Register—to receive 
from my own hand the protest that I 
held in that hand. I pressed him, at 
the same time, to follow the Act of 
Parliament, by transmitting it to the 
Clerk of the Parliaments for the know- 
ledge of the House, and that the House 
might deal with it. Having been pre- 
cluded from my right in that way, I 
now ask your Lordships’ permission to 
allow me to hand in this protest which 
I signed on the 7th December last, three 
days before our meeting at Holyrood 
House, on account of being ill at the 
time, and not expecting to be able to 
attend. Happily I found myself better, 
and was able to attend: and therefore 
I wished to present it in person, which 
is the usual way if a Peer can be pre- 
sent on the occasion of a Convention 
of Scotch Peers by Royal Procla- 
mation. Having been unable to in- 
duce the Lord Clerk Register to re- 
ceive it, I hope I shall meet with your 
Lordships’ acquiescence if I now hand 
it in to the Clerk at the Table; and it 
will be for your Lordships to say whe- 
ther you will have it printed, which I 
should think would certainly be a matter 
of satisfaction to the House, in order 
that you may see what is init. I should 
have ventured to read it if it were a 
little earlier. I am quite sure there is 
not one single word in it that cannot 
be borne out, and in very appropriate 
language. I cannot, of course, press 


my three Resolutions upon your Lord- 
The Earl of Galloway 
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ships under the circumstances of the 
late hour ; but I do say this: that Iam 
quite confident ‘that had you heard the 
words of the simple protest, you must 
have come to the conclusion that my 
three Resolutions were a _ simple 
corollary to the protest, narrating the 
effect of the various poollane a the 
Treaty of Union, and especially that 
the only one title of Mar in the Pee 

of Scotland, as certified to this House in 
the year 1707, was what is termed the 
ancient Earldom descendible in direct 
line from Isabel Countess of Mar, 1404. 
I thank your Lordships for having heard 
me, and I hope you will permit me to 
hand in this protest to the Clerk at 
the Table. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 


Lords, if the noble Earl moves that, I 
am sorry to say I feel it my duty to 
move your Lordships that the Motion 
be not accepted, and that the noble 
Lord be not permitted to hand that 
"ober in. My Lords, this matter has 

en the subject of constant debate, 
and I believe some unpleasant scenes 
at the elections in Scotland. The 
Lord Clerk Register has been good 
enough to favour me with his view of 
the grounds upon which he rejected 
the protest, and they seem to me to 
be very well-founded and _ good 
grounds in law. A protest may mean 
nothing, and very often it is said that 
a person may protest and may do no 
harm, because a protest effects no- 
thing; and I believe some noble Lords 
have been induced to fall into that view, 
because they did not understand what 
the meaning of a protest was at these 
proceedings in Scotland. That is not 
quite accurate as applicable to the pro- 
ceedings there. A protest on that 
occasion is supposed to have some 
operation as an apyent for redress to 
the House of Lords. 


THe Eart or GALLOWAY: Hear, 
hear ! 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
noble Lord assents to that view, that a 
protest has a different operation there 
from what is generally ascribed to it, 
namely, that as long as_ the 
matter was in debate it could be re- 
ceived. 
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Tae Eant or GALLOWAY: What 
matter ? 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
matter of privilege—namely, the order 
in which the Karl’ of Mar should be 
called. As long as that matter was in 
debate protests were received. But 
the Lord Clerk Register was of opinion— 
and I, for one, think he was absolutely 
and entirely right—that, to proceed in 
taking those steps towards the redress 
of some irregularity in the order of the 
noble Lords who were then called 
would be in the faceof the Act of 
Parliament, being entirely inconsistent 
with the clause of the Earldom of Mar 
Restoration Act, 1885, which clause 
isin these words— 


“From and after the ing of this Act the 
Earldom of Mar here restored shall be 
éalled at all elections of ntative Peers 
for Scotland next after the dom of Suther- 


land; and the Earldom of Mar now vested in 
the said Walter Henry, Earl of Mar and 
Kellie, shal! be called at all such elections in 
= and order poe belonging to an 

m created in the year one thousand five 
hundred and sixty-five.” 

As I understand, the Protest 
was against that proceeding, and 
the Lord Clerk Register was 
of opinion—and I think he was right, 
—thai to receive the Protest, as a step 
towards a proceeding in this House in 
the face of the Act of Parliament, 
would be irregular and improper ; and 
for those reasons I move the House 
that the Protest now sought to be 
handed in by the noble Lord be not 
received. 

,Moved, “That the Protest refused accept- 
ance at Holyrood House by the Lord Clerk 
Register on 10th December, 1891, and now 
offered for presentation to the House by the 
Lord Stewart of Garlies (Z. Galloway), be 
not received.”—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


Tue Eart or GALLOWAY: May I 
have one word? I am afraid I cannot 
have made myself very clear. [Cries of 
“Order!”’} I think I made it clear 
to your Lordships that I was not 
allowed to say one word as to what my 
Protest was to the Lord Clerk Register. 
[Repeated cries of ** Order ! ’”) 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Viscount Cross): The noble 
Lord has spoken already. 

*Tue Eart or GALLOWAY: I am 
— If any noble Lord says I 
did say that before, I am afraid I 
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must have been misunderstood; but 
I will not press the question now. 


*Tue Eart or MAR: The noble and 
learned Lord has read the provision in 
the Act with d to rd Kellie 


voting as Earl of Mar in that place. 
That, my Lords, is the reason why a 
great many Peers have thought it right 
to protest at Holyrood ; and I was one 
of those Peers whose Protest was not 
looked into; therefore how could the 
Lord Clerk Register know what was in 
it? He does not know what I said 
and what I did notsay. A great many 
Peers, I say, felt it their duty to pro- 
test at Holyrood against the violation 
of the Treaty of Union, and the 
Decreet of Ranking, by going through 
the farce, as I must call it, and ‘the 
—— that there is a second Earl- 

om of Mar, and that Lord Kellie can 
vote under it, which of course is laughed 
at throughout Scotland, where every- 
body knows that the title never existed 
and never can be on the Roll. My 
Lords, it has been said by the other side 
that the Act of 1885 prohibited Protests. 
I venture to say that if your Lordships 
look through the Act you will find that 
there is not one word in it to prohibit 
Protests ; on the contrary it has opened 
the way to Protests; it is because of 
that provision that noble Lords have 
felt it their duty to protest. What 
does ‘ Robertson’s Proceedings at 
Holyrood Elections’ say? That there 
is a place preg oa for Peers to pro- 
test, and that if they feel aggrieved 
they must protest. The noble Duke 
who presided on the occasion may not 
agree with the terms of Protests, and 
may not apeprities with them ; and I 
understand the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack does not sympathise 
with them; but I say that that is 
beside the mark entirely. It has been 
the custom from 1707 for Protests to 
be made by Peers who feel themselves 
aggrieved ; and I conceive it is their 
duty to make them. It is a time- 
honoured custom for the Lord Clerk 
Register to receive Peers’ Pro- 
tests, and under the legislation of 
1847 it becomes the duty of the Lord 
Clerk Register to transmit those 
Peers’ Protests to this House. My 
Lords, has that Act of the Legislature 
of 1847—which you cannot say is ob- 
sclete—been acted up to, or has it 
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been violated? As I have already 
said, I should be much obliged if the 
noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack would be so kind as to give a 
direct written answer to the letter 
of the forty-five Peers; and I 
ask him the plain question: Has 
the Lord Clerk Register acted in ac- 
cordance with tke Legislature which 
enjoins that a certain thing shall be 
done, or has he not done so? The 
noble Duke who presided was new to 
the office, and I think he must have 
been extremely badly advised, and 
rather sorry that he acted as he did. 
My Lords, I may say this matter is 
well known. What did the Scotsman 
say? Why, it had a leading article, in 
which it said that the rejection of 
Protests was illegal. Do you think 
that such a respectable paper as 
the Scotsman would, unless it were 
true, commit itself to a leading article 
saying that the noble Duke acted 
illegally, and giving chapter and verse 
for it? I venture to say that the ques- 
tion will have to be threshed out and 
answered ; and it is only, I think, con- 
sistent with the dignity of this House 
that the whole matter of what is called 
the Mar case, and the wrongs I suffer, 
shall be threshed out from beginning 
to end by a free and open inquiry— 
free from the heat of debate in this 
House—by investigation by a Com- 
mittee or in some other manner. 


*Lorp BALFOUR : My Lords, I am 
reluctant to intervene in this discussion, 
but I was present upon the occasion of 
the election which has given rise to the 
Motion which is proposed to be made 
by the noble Lord behind me, and I 
have in my hand the official Minutes of 
what took place on that occasion ; they 
are ina public document, printed by 
Order of your Lordships’ House, and 
anyone can refer to it. On Page 4 
will be found a clear, succinct, and, 
in my opinion, accurate account of 
what took place. It is quite short, and 
I will read it to your Lordships— 

“ During the calling of the Roll, and imme- 
diately after the title of the Earl of Mar of 
1565 had been called, Mr. W. C. Smith, Ad vo- 
cate, as Procurator for the Earl of Mar, rose 
and said that he understood that although 
Lord Kellie was not present he had sent ina 
signed list. 


The Earl of Mar 
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“ The Lord Clerk Register rose and 
as to the rt of counsel’s interruption, 
and object to be gained. 


“Mr. Smith replied that it was to lodge, as 
ad Rey occasions, a Protest against the 

of Kellie answering to the title of Mar. 

“ The Lord Clerk Register said it had been 
decided by Act of Parliament that the Earl of 
Mar and Kellie should be called in the posi- 
tion in which his name was on the Roll, and as 
it wouid require an Act of Parliament to alter 
that he must decline to receive any protest. 

“ Mr. Smith said the object of his interven- 
tion had been misunderstood.” 


Then he made a short speech, and 
after that-— 

“The Lord Clerk Register said he thought 
this was an interruption of the proceedi 
It was impossible to go back on the Act of 
Parliament, and if there was to be any Pro- 
test it must be to the House of Lords. 

“The Earl of Galloway rose and said he hoped 

the LordClerk ister wouldallow him a word, 
He thought his Lordship had misunderstood 
the object of the learned counsel. His request, 
as he (the Earl of Galloway) understood it, 
was that his Lordship should receive this 
Protest, as had always, from time im- 
memorial, been done, and forward it to the 
House of Lords. That was the whole object, 
as he understood it, of the learned counsel. 
He thought it would be found that there had 
never been any objection yet toany Protest of 
the kind being received. The Lord Clerk 
Register said he had not thought it right to 
interrupt the noble Earl in his remarks; 
being a Peer, he was quite entitled to make 
them. But he had already said that he must 
decline to receive the Protest that had been 
attempted to be lodged.” 
And now, my Lords, comes the decision 
of the Lord Clerk Register. And here 
I pause to say that the Lord Clerk 
Register has communicated with me by 
a letter that I received this morning, 
saying that if any allusion was made to 
his absence he desired it to be explained 
that he was serving in Scotland with 
the Yeomanry, and that the interval 
since the noble Earl’s Motion had 
appeared on the Paper was too short 
to enable him to get here in time for this 
discussion. Therefore I can assure the 
noble Earl that it is through no dis- 
courtesy on the part of the noble Duke 
that he is not here on this occasion. 
My Lords, it is inaccurate to suppose 
that the Lord Clerk Register acted 
without precedent at the recent election. 
He followed the precedent set at the 
Election on the 6th January, 1890, 
when the late Lord Glasgow was Lord 
Clerk Register, and delivered a written 
judgment upon the matter terminating 
in these words— 
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“Tnasmuch, therefore, as the Protests now 
tendered are entirely inconsistent with these 
clauses of the Earldom of Mar Restitution 
Act, the said Protests cannot be received 
or . It could only be minuted that 
the Protests were tendered, and that they were 
neither received nor recorded.” 


Now an attempt has been made, 
I am perfectly sure in good 
faith, to indicate that that is in 
contravention of the terms of the 
Act of 1847. Itis not so. I thought 
that point would be raised, and I bave 
prepared myself upon the subject. The 
duty of the Lord Clerk Register, as 
enjoined in the Act of 1847, is to record 
and transmit all Protests to the House 
of Lords. It may be observed that 
the allegation of the noble Ear! in his 
Motion is that that Act enjoins upon 
the Lord Clerk Register the duty of 
recording and transmitting all Protests 
to the House of Lords. Those are not 
the terms of the Act. Section 3 directs 
that where any Protest shall be made 
by any two or more Peers against a 
claim to vote, the Lord Clerk Register 
“shall forthwith transmit to the Clerk 
of the Parliaments a certified copy,” 
not of the Protest, but ‘‘ of the whole 
proceedings at such meeting.”” My Lords, 
the Lord Clerk Register has done so, 
and I hold in my hand, and have read 
from, the Minutes taken on _ that 
occasion ; and 1 maintain that, in the 
course he took, the Lord Clerk Register 
has acted according to the spirit and 
the letter of the Act of 1847. AndI 
do not think that the Act of 1847 can 
be made out, in any way whatever, to 
lay a greater duty upon the Lord 
Clerk Register. My Lords, the result 
of those Protests, if transmitted to 
this House, would be to lead this 
House into an inquiry into the matter 
raised by such Protests. But it has 
been pointed out—and into that I 
shall certainly not gu—by three noble 
and learned Lords, that that matter is 
res judicata, and it is absurd to ask 
that an inquiry shall be made into a 
matter which has been directly settled 
by an Act of Parliament: unless that 
Actof Parliament isrepealed. My Lords, 
I apologise for having trespassed upon 
your Lordships’ time, and I certainly 
should not have done so if it had not 
been, first, that I was present upon the 
oceasion ; and, secondly, owing to the 
absence of the noble Marquess, whom 
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we Scottish Peers recognise as our 
leader—an absence which arises from 
a cause with which every one of your 
Lordships will sympathise, and but for 
which I should not have thought it 
right to intrude myself upon the 
House. 

On Question, Resolved in the Affir- 
mative. 


ROYAL NAVAL ARTILLERY 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Ordered to be laid before the House, 


Report of a Committee appointed by the 
Board of Admiralty to eae hy the ama 
of compensation to be awarded to the late 
corps of Royal Naval Artillery Volunteers.— 
(The Viscount Sidmouth.) 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next. 


POLICE RETURNS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 


next. 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 


next. 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 


next. 
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ALKALI, &c. WORKS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 7) BILL. 

House .in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
Then Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
considered (according to order) and 
dispensed with; Bill read 3* and 
passed. 


PIER AND HABOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order) : An Amendment made: Stand- 
ing Committeee negatived: Then 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and dis- 
pensed with: Amendment reported : 
Bill read 3* with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed : The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Read 2° (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL, 


Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed toa Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (MORTON FEN) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and. 
passed. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 5) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; and to beread 2* on Thursday next. 
—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1882) AMENDMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Earl Stanhope.) 
(No. 208.) 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.-—-(The Lord President 
[V. Cranbrook]. ) (No. 209.) 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
(No. 210.) 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next. — (The Marquess of 
Salisbury.) (No. 211.) 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord Watson.) 
(No. 212.) 
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MAURITIUS LOAN BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1* ; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord Knutsford.) 
(No. 213.) 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(TZhe Marquess of 
Salisbury.) (No. 214.) 


SHOPS HOURS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord Knutsford.) 
(No. 215.) 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Eight o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Tuesday, 21st June, 1892. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





REGENT’S CANAL, CITY AND DOCKS 
RAILWAY BILL (by Order) [Lords.] 
CONSIDERATION. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“ That Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration, provided amended prints 
shall have been previously deposited.”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

(3.15.) Mr. PICTON. (Leicester) : 
I desire to say a word or two upon 
this Bill and the long suspension of 
the undertaking of the works sanc- 
tioned. I happen to have personal 
knowledge of the injury that has been 
done, and I may say at once that 
though I azo a resident in the neigh- 
bourhood of Regent’s Park, and on the 
line of the proposed railway, I have 
personally no interest in the matter. I 
am but a temporary dweller there, and 
can leave the district at any time 
without any pecuniary loss, and no 

rsonal considerations influence me. 

ut I do know, from personal observa- 
tion and inquiry, that the land in the 
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district has been broken up into small 
ownerships,-and the owners are not 
able or willing to incur the very heavy 
expenses that attend representation 
before a Parliamentary Committee. I 
know that our Select Committees do 
their work in a thoroughly judicial 
manner, and endeavour to administer 
justice all round ; but there are cases 
that do not, and cannot, come before 
them, and I think such cases of hard- 
ships may very fairly, in relation to a 
Bill of this kind, be brought before the 
House. In 1882 this Bill was first ob- 
tained—ten years ago—and the time 
wherein to construct the line has been 
lengthened from period to period, and 
now it is still proposed to extend the 
time for another year. If we were 
quite certain that work would be begun 
in 1893, I should have little to say on 
the subject ; but, so far as I can learn, 
there is no reason to suppose that 
work will actually be carried on when 
this Bill is passed. Meantime, houses 
remain unoccupied owing to the un- 
certainty as to what is going to be 
done, and owners are put to great loss, 
and, of course, when the property is 
taken, only the present value or com- 
pulsory purchase terms will be 
awarded. It isa hardship upon these 
owners, and I earnestly hope that if 
this Bill goes forward the promoters 
will favourably consider the claims of 
these owners. This is only one case 
out of many enterprises continually 
undertaken and remaining suspended 
from year to year, to the detriment of 
property in the neighbourhood. Surely 
it is not too much to expect that when 
promoters undertake a railway scheme 
such as this, they should count the 
cost beforehand and estimate the 
probabilities of raising their capital, not 
rushing hastily into a project to the 
great injury of property that may be 
affected. Ifcompleted 1 have no doubt 
this railway would be a_ beneficent 
work, though I am sorry to say it 
will greatly interfere with the pleasant 
aspect of one of our most agreeable 
parks on the north side of London, 
Regent’s Park. But no doubt it will 
be a useful line, and will be of great 
public convenience; I allow all that. 
Still, I think we ought to have some ex- 
pianation of this very long delay in 
undertaking the work, and some 


Mr. Picton 


Regent's Canal, dc. 


{COMMONS} 
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assurance that if we suspend the 
Standing Orders to facilitate the pro- 
gress of this Bill we shall not be met 
with a similar demand next year. 

(3.19.) Mr. MORTO (Peter- 
borough): I will not detain the 
House, and only interpose to correct 
a statement which appeared in one 
of the morning papers to the effect 
that I yesterday opposed this Bill 
and caused this Motion to be de- 
ferred to to-day. That is absolutely 
incorrect. I had no intention of 
opposing the Bill, and could not have 
done so, for I was not in the House 
when the Motion was made. Per- 
sonally I am inclined to support the 
Bill, and the Commissioners of Sewers 
for the City of London, of which body 
I am a member, are supporters of the 
Bill. 

(3.20.) Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge): In reference to 
what has been said by the hon. Member 
for Leicester (Mr. Picton), I may say 
that of the ten thousand small owners 
who are more or less interested in this 
railway, and who have all had the 
opportunity of petitioning against it, 
not one has done so, and this, I think, 
shows that the feeling of owners of 
property is in favour of the proposal. 
As to the prospect of the undertaking 
being carried through, I am informed 
that directly the capital is obtained 
work will commence. 

(3.21.) Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I took some interest in 
the Bill when it was before the House 
on previous occasions, and I take an 
interest in it still. My hon. Friend 
the Member for Leicester has not 
apparently been informed as to the 
chief causes of the delay which 
has occurred, and the abandon- 
ment of a portion of the scheme, 
which was to have been undertaken 
by the Great Northern Company 
and another Railway Company. This 
has necessitated the Bill coming again 
before a Committee, and the Committee 
were satisfied with the explanations 
given ; and I am assured that the pro- 
moters have every belief that the line 
will soon be completed, the great diffi- 
culty being removed by the a 
lines, the construction of which woul 
have been very costly, having been 
abandoned with the object of bringing 
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the capital of the company down to a 
manageable amount. The length of 
the line will be thirteen miles, and I 
ho this will be completed; for, 
ra th of the Bill asit is, with arrange- 
ments for cheap trains, there can be 
no question it would be a great boon 
to our working class population in 
London. 

eae, Tae CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (Mr. Covrerney, Cornwall, 
Bodmin): No doubt it is an incon- 
venient thing to have a great project 
like this hanging up for ten years, as 
the hon. Member for Leicester has 
said. I hope, however, without being 
too sanguine, that the difficulties may 
soon be removed. In its original con- 
ception the project was a vast one, and 
required a very large amount of capital 
to carry out. Hence it was*that from 
time to time the promoters had to 
come to Parliament for a renewal of 
their powers. They are now in a posi- 
tion to say that with the abandonment 
of two railways, and a portion of a 
railway authorised by the Act of 1882, 
a very costly part of the scheme, the 
release of so much of the capital as 
these portions of the scheme involved, 
the reduction of the capital to be 
raised, and the payment of interest 
at the rate of three instead of four per 
cent., there is every prospect of the 
work going forward. The financial 
proposals have been examined and 
approved, and the Board of Trade 
make no objection to the abandonment 
of the subsidiary lines. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill considered. 
To be read the third time. 


STANDING ORDERS — DEPOSIT OF 
BILLS WITH THE BOARD OF 
AGRICULTURE. 


(3.26.) Mr. COURTNEY: The 
several Motions I have to move have 
reference to the same object. It is 
well known that a copy of every Bill, 
in the subject-matter of which the 
Local Government Board is in any way 
concerned, must be lodged with that 
Department. The Board of Agricul- 
ture is a Department of recent creation, 
and is naturally interested in ques- 
tions relating to the drainage and im- 
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provement of land, the creation and 
regulation of markets for the sale of 
cattle, and other matters coming within 
the jurisdiction of the Department ; 
and the Board desire that a copy of 

Local Bill having relation to 
such matters shall be lodged at the 
office. The Amendments of the Stand- 
ing Orders I propose are designed to 
carry that desire into effect. 


Standing Order 60a read, and 
amended, by adding, at the end thereof, 
the words— 


“ And a co 
ited at the office of the Board of Agri- 
culture under Standing Order 338 shall be 
deposited at that office not later than two 
days after the Bill is read a first time.” 


Standing Order 84 read, and amended, 
by inserting, in line 11, after the words 
‘* Local Government Board,’’ the words 
‘at the office of the Board of Agricul- 
ture.” 


New Standing Order to 
Standing Order 33a :— 


(Deposit of Bills with the Board of 
Agriculture.) 

338. Resolved, That, on or before the 21st 
day of December, a printed copy of every 
local Bill which relates to the drainage of 
land in England or Wales, or which relates to 
the improvement of land in England, Wales, 
or Scotland, or to the erection, improvement, 
repair, maintenance, or regulation of any 
market or market place at which cattle are 
exposed for sale, or to any matter within the 
jurisdiction of the Board of Agriculture, or 
which proposes to alter the boundary of any 
county, sanitary district, parish or any other 
administrative area in the United Kingdom 
shall be deposited at the office of the Board 
of Agriculture. 


Ordered, That the said Resolution be 
a Standing Order of the House.—(The 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


of every Bill required to be 


follow 


QUESTIONS. 





LANDING OF TROOPS IN DUBLIN. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he would explain 
why, although a siding has been com- 
pleted on the Victoria Wharf since the 
31st March last, for which money was 
taken in the Army Estimates, the 
Wicklow Militia were brought by 
train, on the 24th May, past Kings- 
town, a distance of seven miles, to 
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Amiens Street, Dublin, and from that 
station were marched, and their - 
gage carried down, to the North Wall 
Extension, a distance of about a mile ; 
and whether, when this regiment re- 
turns to Ireland, it is intended to land 
them at Kingstown ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropricx, 
Surrey, Guildford): Had the Wicklow 
Artillery been conveyed from Dublin 
in a Government troopship the Victoria 
Wharf would probably have been used. 
No troopship was available, however, 
and passage was taken by the Admi- 
ralty in a hired steamer, which was 
berthed by the Local Harbour Autho- 
rities at North Wall. On its return it 
is intended that the regiment shall 
proceed direct to Wicklow. 


DUNDALK RIFLE RANGE. 


Mr. JOSEPH NOLAN (Louth, N.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he has received any 
communications from the Dundalk 
Chamber of Commerce on the subject 
of a rifle range at Blackrock, Dundalk; 
and, if so, what action he proposes to 
take in connection with the matter ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No communica- 
tion has been received from the Dun- 
dalk Chamber of Commerce relative to 
a rifle range at Blackrock, Dundalk. 


Mr NOLAN: The Red Barnes 
Range ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No; and there 
is no intention of making any change. 


LICHFIELD MAGISTRATES. 

Sm JOHN SWINBURNE (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he will ascertain 
from the Lord Chancellor if the Lord 
Chancellor received any communication 
other than that from the Mayor and 
Aldermen of the City and County of 
the City of Lichfield upon the subject 
of appointing additional Magistrates 
for the City and County of the City of 
Lichfield, between: 30th December, 
1890, and 8th June, 1892; and, if so, 
whether he will state the nature of that 
communication, and from whom the 
communication was received ? 


Mr. Macartney 


{COMMONS} 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Martruews, Birmingham, E.): The 
Lord Chancelior has, no doubt, received 
a great many communications in respect 
to the appointment of additional Magis- 
trates for Lichfield, to which the hon. 
Member refers, as he does constantly 
in respect of the other appointments 
which it is his duty to make, but it has 
always been the practice, from which he 
sees no reason to depart, to treat such 
communications as confidential. 

Sm JOHN SWINBURNE: The 
answer of the right hon. Gentleman is 
somewhat vague ; can he not say whether 
the Lord Chancellor has received any 
communication other than that from 
the Town Council ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I have no other 
answer to give. 


LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 

Mr. JAMES ROWLANDS (Fins- 
bury, E.) (for Mr. Hower, Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can lay upon the Table of the House a 
Return of the Loss of Life at Sea 
during the years 1890 and 1891; and, 
if not for 1891, for 1890; in continua- 
tion of previous Returns on this sub- 
ject ? 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micwart Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): A Return of the Loss of 
Life at Sea in the year 1890 will be 
laid on the Table of the House in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper 150, 
1891. The figures for 1891 are not yet 
complete. 


SHIP-OWNING MAGISTRATES. 


Mr. JAMES ROWLANDS (for Mr. 
Howe Lt): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Departinent why 
it is that the Return respecting Ship- 
owning Magistrates, ordered by the 
House some weeks ago, on the Motion 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain) is not yet issued to 
Members of the House ; and whether 
he can say when the Return will be 
issued ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: The Return in 
question has been delayed because I 
have hitherto failed in obtaining the 
necessary information from one port of 
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some importance. I hope, however, 
that this difficulty may be got over in 
time to enable me to present the Re- 
turn before the close of the Session. 


FREE RE-DIRECTION OF POST CARDS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I beg to ask the Postmaster 
General whether he can see his way to 
extend to postcards the boon of free re- 
direction already conferred upon the 
public in respect of letters ? 


*Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Sir James Ferrausson, Manchester, 
N.E.): I have not seen my way to do 
this, inasmuch as the halfpenny rate 
barely pays the cost of one trans- 
mission. 


PRISON MEDICAL OFFICERS. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he has received a communica- 
tion from the Chairman of the Parlia- 
mentary Bills Committee of the British 
Medical Association, submitting to him 
a statement on behalf of the Committee 
concerning certain hardships and dis- 
advantages in the present duties, pay, 
and prospects of the medical officers of 
prisons ; and whether he is able to say 
that he will take measures to give effect 
to the suggestions set out in the Memo- 
rial submitted ? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: Yes, Sir, a 
communication of the nature described 
from the Chairman of the Parliamen- 
tary Committee of the British Medical 
Association has been received. I am 
well aware of the important and useful 
services rendered by this branch of 
prison officers, and any representations 
coming from them will meet with my 
most attentive consideration. It must 
be borne in mind, however, that the 
pay of the medical officers and assis- 
tants was revised and increased so 
lately as 1883. Ido not feel able to 
say that I can make any recommenda- 
tion to the Treasury upon the Memo- 
rial referred to. 


_Dr. FARQUHARSON: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any objection to 
lay the correspondence on the Table ? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: To what corre- 
spondence does the hon. Member refer ? 





Dr. FARQUHARSON: That be- 
tween the Chairman of the Parliamen- 
tary Committee and the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. MATTHEWS: The Chairman 
sent me a copy of a printed pe oe with 
a letter which I shall be very happy to 
show the hon. Member with my reply, 
but I scarcely think the correspondence 
is of sufficient public interest to lay on 
the Table. 


MISS HUBERT AND 
LAND 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any compensation 
is to be given to those who have been 
compulsorily removed from Newfound- 
land and district in consequence of the 
arrangement with France ; and whether 
one of the persons, Miss Anabella 
Hubert, had a grant for her property 
from His Majesty King George the 
Third, yet has been removed without 
compensation ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror tae COLONIES (Baron 
H. pe Worms, Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth) : No persons have been removed 
from Newfoundland in consequence of 
the arrangement with France ; although, 
as the hon Member is doubtless aware 
from the Debates of last year, certain 
lobster factories on the treaty shore 


NEWFOUND- 


| have been closed. The claim of Miss 


Hubert, to which the hon. Member 
refers, relates to land in Cape Breton, 
which is part of Nova Scotia, in the 
Dominion of Canada, and is not 
affected by the Newfoundland arrange- 
ment. » 


EDINBURGH SUPERINTENDING IN- 
SPECTORSHIP OF TAXES. 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it is 
the intention to fill the vacancy caused 
by the promotion of Mr. Fraser by the 
appointment of the officer next in 
seniority, or by an Inspector from 
Somerset House ? 

*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew's 
Universities) (who replied): I am 
desired by my right hon. Friend to 
say that the post of Superintendin 
Inspector, vacant by the promotion o 
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Mr. Fraser, has been filled by the 
promotion of the officer next in 
seniority. 


THE SASINE OFFICE. 

Dr. CLARK : I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will explain why, in 
view of the Minute of the Secretary for 
Scotland of 7th February, 1890, regu- 
lating the organisation of the office of 
the General Register of Sasines, which 
was based on the Report of an inquiry 
instituted in answer to representations 
made in this House on behalf of the 
clerks, the two vacancies in the first 
class, one of these dating from October, 
1891, are not filled up, although there 
are fifty clerks, some of whom have 
been in the Service over twenty years, 
in the second class to select from for 
these posts? 


*Smr C. J. PEARSON: It is impos- 
sible within the limits of an answer to 
give in detail the reasons why the two 
vacancies referred to have not yet been 
filled Many alterations by way of 
promotion have taken place since the 
date of the Minute of the Secretary for 
Scotland, and it is expected that the 
vacancies now existing will shortly be 
filled up. 


THE LATE MR. THOMAS ALLAN 
AND THE POST OFFICE. 

Dr. CLARK (for Mr. CuntincHAME 
GraHaM, Lanark, N.W.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General, in view 
of the facts that he stands, under the 
Telegraphs Acts, 1868 and 1869, as 
trustee of the United Kingdom Electric 
Telegraph Company in liquidation, and 
that the Post Office is the user of the 
properties of the late Mr. Thomas 
Allan, all of which properties are 
deemed by the Telegraph Acts, 1868 
and 1869, to be as land, is he aware 
that the Postmaster General had notice 
of this claim in 1870, and that, on 30th 
July, 1888, in the interlocutory appeal 
of *‘ William Hind v. Croli,’’ which came 
before Mr. Justice (now Lord) Field 
and Mr. Justice Cave sitting as a 
Divisional Court; the last-mentioned 
Judge ruled that the non-payment of 
this claim was a scandal to the Courts ; 
and whether this claim will be at once 
paid ? 

The Lord Advocate 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : Under 
the Telegraphs Act it was provided that 
the Postmaster General should not be 
required to see to the application of the 
money in respect of the purchase of the 
undertaking of the United Kingdom 
Electric Telegraph Company or be re- 
— for any misapplication there- 
of. The Postmaster General, therefore, 
clearly does not stand in the position of 
a trustee. Mr. Allan’s claim has been 
many times before the Courts, and has 
on each occasion been dismissed. In 
fact, the Lords Justices made an order 
forbidding the issue of a further writ 
of summons against the Postmaster 
General without the leave of the Court. 
The matter was also specially investi- 
gated by the Treasury, and the result 
was communicated to Parliament in 
1879. The matter may therefore be 
said to have been finally disposed of, 
and it ought not now to be revived. 


MAINTENANCE OF MAIN ROAD 
FOOTWAYS. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
whether the County Councils having 
claimed the footways along the main 
roads are liable to repair and keep 
them in order after the decision in the 
case of ‘‘ Local Board of Warminster v. 
County Council of Wilts,” which was 
to the effect that the footpaths form 
part of the main roads which they 
adjoin ? 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (M:. 
Ritcuie, Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): 
My hon. Friend uses the phrase 
« County Councils having claimed the 
footways along the main roads.” No 
claim has been made, the roads are 
vested in them and the footways are 
included. I can only state generally 
that it appears to me that it devolves 
upon the County Council to maintain 
and keep in repair any footway which, 
according to the decision of the Court 
in the Warminster case, forms part of 
a main road if the Sanitary Authorit 
of the district in which it is includ 
have not claimed to maintain such 
main road. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): Are all 
roads vested in the County Councils? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: Only main roads. 
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SUB-LETTING OF WAR OFFICE 
CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he has revently 
received any complaints of sub-letting 
of contracts in connection with the 
Albany Street Barracks and other 
barrack contracts; and what steps 
have been taken in connection with 
them ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Complaints as to 
sub-letting under various barrack 
contracts were received trom the 
London Building Trades Committee 
and were inquired into. It was found 
that at the Albany and Wellington 
Barracks there was no sub-letting, 
though the cutting of the arches had, 
as usual in the trade, been given out 
as piecework. At Plymouth the con- 
tractors for certain buildings had 
obtained their joinery from _ sub- 
contractors ; but the latter were paid 
one half-penny per hour above the 
local rate for the use of their workshop 
and machinery. The complaints, 
therefore, appear to have had no 
foundation. . 


RAILWAY SERVANTS’ HOURS OF 
LABOUR. 


Mr. JOSEPH C. BOLTON (Stir- 
ling): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has 
observed that the Return “ Railway 
Servants (Hours of Labour) (Inspectors’ 
Reports)” contains instances of railway 
accidents other than and differing 
essentially from those ordered by the 
House of Commons to be reported 
“as instances in which the Inspectors of the 
Board of Trade have represented that the 
hours of any of the railway servants on duty 
on the occasion of such accidents have been 
unduly long ; ” 
and whether he will take the necessary 
steps for the correction of the Return 
and its compliance with the Order of 
the House of Commons dated 26th 
April, 1892? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
It will be seen from the column of 
extracts from the Reports of the 
Inspectors that in nearly all cases the 
words “‘ unduly long” would be gener- 
ally admitted as a correct description 
of the hours. The term, however, is 
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indefinite, and it was thought right to 
include in the Return every case in 
which the Inspector reporting upon it 
had expressed an unfavourable opinion 
either as to the length of the hours 
worked or as to the insufficiency of 
previous rest. Of course, it is for 
those interested in the Return to form 
their own opinions as to whether the 
views of the Lo ge were justified. 

Mr. BOLTON : Has the right hon. 
Gentleman noted the fact that theReturn 
ordered by the House referred to ser- 
vants on duty on the occasion of such 
accidents having had hours of duty 
unduly long ; whereas the Return made 
to the House is of instances in which 
Inspectors have called attention to the 
hours of work, not restricting it entirely 
to those occasions on which accidents 
happened ? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
It is restricted, as I have endeavoured 
to explain, to those instances in which 
Inspectors thought the hours were un- 
duly long or the previous rest in- 
sufficient. : 

Mr. BOLTON: But I think the 
right hon. Gentleman will find that in 
some instances the hours were not 
unduly long, unless he calls six hours 
and three-quarters unduly long? 

*Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: 
That is a matter of opinion. 


PETROLEUM IN THE SUEZ CANAL, 
Mr. JOSEPH NOLAN : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that there is only one steamer afloat 
which purports to comply with the Pro- 
visional Regulations of the Suez Canal 
Company, that that steamer belongs to 
a syndicate, that she was contracted 
for before the Provisional Regulations 
were issued, and that, in regard to all 
the other tank steamers, about a 
hundred, the Provisional Regulations 
are so arranged as to debar their passage ; 
and whether, in view of the inter- 
national question now raised in the 
Courts of Egypt, this one steamer will 
be allowed to pass the Canal under 
the Provisional Regulations, while the 
other ninety-nine are debarred, pending 
the decision of the Egyptian Courts ? 
THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
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Penrith) : There are no statistics of the 
number of steamers which will be 
affected by the Regulations in question 
in the possession of the Foreign Office. 
The regulation of the transit of these 
vessels is not within the functions of 
Her Majesty’s Government, who exer- 
cise no control in the matter. 


THE LONDON COMMON POOR FUND. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board what are the 
existing arrangements in regard to the 
Receivership of the London Common 
Poor Fund; whether any Government 
officials connected with the Local Go- 
vernment Board are paid out of this 
fund, in addition to their salaries as 
Government officials; and whether 
some arrangement can be made by 
which these moneys can be adminis- 
tered by the Local Government Board 
without any additional salaries from 
the fund being paid ? 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The office of Re- 
ceiver of the Metropolitan Common 
Poor Fund was held by the late Sir 
John Lambert when he was Permanent 
Secretary of the Local Government 
Board, and I have appointed the pre- 
sent Permanent Secretary of the 
Department as his successor. There 
is considerable advantage in the office 
being held by one who has the ex- 
perience and general knowledge which 
the Permanent Secretary of the Board 
possesses as regards administration 
arrangements in connection with the 
expenditure by Boards of Guardians, 
which is payable out of the Common 
Poor Fund in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the Statute. Before 
making an appointment, I revised the 
arrangements with regard to the re- 
muneration. The late Receiver of the 
fund received a salary of £700, to in- 
clude expenses of assistance. I have 
reduced the remuneration from £700 
to £400, and it is understood that out 
of the £400 payments for assistance not 
less than £200 will be made. The 
claims on the Common Poor Fund in 
respect of the last completed year 
exceeded £1,000,000. The net sum 
received by the Receiver and distributed 
by him exceeded a quarter of a million. 
The responsibility, therefore, is great, 
and the remuneration cannot be re- 
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garded as excessive. The duties of the 
office of Receiver are not to be allowed 
in any way to clash with the duties 
devolving on the Secretary. It is fair 
to the Secretary to add that he made 
no application for the post. 


MARRIAGE LAW IN MALTA. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §.): I 

to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether it is intended 
immediately to press through the 
Council of Government of Malta the 
Ordinance relating to the civil effect of 
marriages in that island, a draft whereof 
appears in the Malta Gazette of 1st 
June, 1892, without giving Parliament 
an opportunity of discussing either the 
contents of that Ordinance, which 
seriously affects the Marriage Law of 
Malta, or the considerations of poli 
which have actuated Her Majesty's 
Government in proposing it ? 


Baron H. pe WORMS: The draft 
Ordinance to which the hon. Member's 
question refers was introduced by a 
private Member, and will not be sup- 
ported by the official Members of the 
Council of Government, and if passed 
will not be assented to by the Governor, 
who has been instructed not to assent 
to any Ordinance relating to marriage 
— the reference which is about to 

e made to the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. 


Mr. BRYCE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when this matter will 
come before the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council ? 


Baron H. p—E WORMS: I believe it 
is before the Committee now. 


PROHIBITION OF BANDS IN 
LIMERICK. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the police of Limerick have 
prohibited the city bands from playing 
in public ; and considering no informa- 
tions have been sworn before the Magis- 
trates as to any possible danger arising 
from a musical demonstration of the 
bands, under what circumstances and 
by whose authority have the police 
exercised such prohibition ? 
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Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappen, Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied): It appears that 
a full Bench of Magistrates, with the 
Mayor presiding, at Limerick City 
Petty Sessions on Friday last, prohibited 
the playing of bands in the streets until 
after the elections. Rioting had been 
caused by the bands in the streets on 
the previous Sunday, to the great 
danger of the public. Informations 
were duly sworn. The Magistrates 
were unanimous in their decision, and 
ordered the police to warn the bands of 
the prohibition. 


EVICTED TENANTS IN IRELAND, 


Mr. CONWAY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has considered 
the subject-matter of the letters of the 
9th January, 1892, and of 12th May, 
1892, sent to him by the Cork Evicted 
Tenants’ Association ; and whether he 
is prepared to give a definite answer in 
regard to the reinstatement in their 
holdings of the 6,000 evicted tenants 
concerned ? 

Mr. MADDEN (who replied): My 
right hon. Friend the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland is unable to add anything 
on the subject-matter of this question 
to his replies to similar questions 
addressed to him in the House on 
19th February and 28th April last. 


UNITED STATES MAILS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg 
to ask the Postmaster General if he can 
state the weight—number of pounds— 
of letters and of newspapers and other 
articles, respectively, despatched to the 
United States last year; the weight of 
letters and of other articles, respectively, 
received from the United States last 
year ; the amount paid by the United 
States Government for such convey- 
ance of mails—as given in the United 
States Postmaster General’s Annual 
Report ; and the amount paid by the 
British Government for the conveyance 
of our mails to Anierica ? 


*Sm JAMES FERGUSSON: The 
weight of mails despatched from this 
country to the United States and to 
countries served through the United 
States during the year 1891, was as 
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follows: Posted in United King- 
dom.—Letters and postcards, 343,475 
pounds; other articles, 3,061,990 
pounds. Posted in other countries and 
sent vid United Kingdom.—Letters 
and postcards, 93,463 pounds; other 
articles, 396,534 pounds. No record 
is kept in this country of the 
weight of mails received from the 
United States. According to the 
Report of the Postmaster General of 
the United States for 1891, the amount 
paid by the United States for Trans- 
atlantic services was as follows: 
Mails from United States, 417,117dols. 
78c.; Foreign Mails sent vid United 
States, 37,272dols. 91c.—454,390dols. 
69c., or £93,000. The amount paid by 
the British Government for the sea 
conveyance of mails to the United 
States during the year was £98,300. 


THE DISSOLUTION. , 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in view of the anxiety of 
the Government to include Saturday 
within the permissible polling days,. 
if this can be done without inter- 
ference with Public Business, any 
returning officer will be allowed to 
send a special messenger on Tuesday 
to the Privy Council Office after the 
Council for the Dissolution has been 
held, and if the writ will be given to 
that special messenger to be delivered 
to the returning officer on Tuesday 
evening, by which polling might be held 
on Saturday. Secondly, I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, as 
the First Lord of the Treasury has 
already stated that business in the 
House of Lords will be entirely over 
on Friday, he will consider if it would 
not be possible to have a Sitting of this 
House on Saturday instead of Monday, 
having the meeting of the Council on 
Monday, by which means also Saturday 
might be included in the permissible 
polling days? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER(Mr.Goscuen, St.George’s, 
Hanover Square): I must ask the 
hon. Member to give notice of that 
question. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I give notice 
that I will ask the question to-morrow. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BRYCE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer say when the Government 
intend to ask the House to take into 
consideration the Lords’ Amendments 
to the Small Agricultural Holdings 
Bill? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: To-morrow, I 
think; but my right hon. Friend the 
First Lord, who will be in his place 
presently, will give the hon. Gentleman 
@ more specific answer. 

Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I desire to ask a ques- 
tion in reference to the ninth Order of 
the Day, the Public Authorities’ Pro- 
tection Bill. This Bill has not been 
included in any of the statements which 
have been made as one of those to be 
proceeded with. It requires five closely- 
printed pages to explain its meaning 
and contains a very long list of repeals; 
and though it may be—I do not say it 
is not—a useful measure, yet I do 
think some little consideration should be 
given to what must be a great change 
in the law; and I would ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer or the Attorney 
General whether it is proposed to pro- 
ceed with it to-night ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wesster, Isle of Wight) : 
My right hon. Friend has asked me to 
answer the question. I was not aware 
that the right hon. Gentleman con- 
sidered that the Bill required any 
lengthened investigation, and I have 
no doubt that if he had had time to 
bestow upon it he would have found 
that it is a very simple proposal. The 
object is to reduce to one simple 
system those provisions in various Acts 
of Parliament which relate to the times 
for notices to be given before proceed- 
ings are to be taken. But if the right 
hon. Gentleman desires to have time 
to look into it we do not want to press 
the Bill to-night, and when the Order 
is reached it will be withdrawn. 


MOTION. 


COMMITTEES. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«That for the remainder of the Session 
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withstanding any adjournment of the 


House.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 
Motion agreed to. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[Lords.]—(No. 431.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


(3.52.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 
This Bill is for the re-construction of 
the Scotch Fishery Board. We have 
already passed an Act for the purpose, 
and this is the second attempt at re- 
constructing the Board by this Parlia- 
ment. I understood, when I assisted 
my right hon. Friend the Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt) in aiding 
the Government to finish their business, 
that no measures controversial in their 


Session. Here, however, is a Bill 
which comes to us from the Lords and 
is now down for Second Reading—an 
old friend of ours we discussed last 
year and were unable to agree with. 
Last year we asked that the Bill intro- 
duced. by my right hon. Friend the 
Member for Berwickshire (Mr. Marjori- 
banks) and this Bill, which is a limita- 
tion of the Bill of my right hon. Friend, 
should be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee that the whole matter might be 
thoroughly threshed out. This the 
Government refused, and now we have 
their Bill before us again. I see my 
right hon. Friend (Mr. Marjoribanks) 
has a Motion for the rejection of the 
Bill, but he is in Berwickshire now 
and cannot move that Motion, but it 
indicates that the Billisof a contentious 
character. I do not know whether we 
are to contest it, but I can tell the 
Lord Advocate that we who represent 
constituencies interested are strongly 
opposed to every one of the proposals 
in the Bill. In the re-constitution of 
the Board we want the application of 
the elective principle, with a scientific 
member, a legal member and the 
Chairman of the Board appointed by 
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the constitution of the Fishery Com- 
mittees; we want them to be eiective. 
We are opposed to the division of the 
districts into five—we want eight or 
nine. It is utterly impossible to divide 
the Scottish coasts into five districts 
only; we are opposed also to the 

visions in regard to mussel fisheries ; 
and, in fact, the only way toarrive at a 
settlement of our differences is to take 
the suggestion of my right hon. Friend, 
and refer the two Bills to a Select 
Committee. Surely now, in the last 
hours of a dying Parliament, the 
Government will not seriously attempt 
to press forward a Bill bristling with 
difficulties which has not received a 
Second Reading? Under the circum- 
stances, I am justified in moving the 
Motion of which my right hon. Friend 
has given notice. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word ‘‘ now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words “ upon this 
day three months.” —(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


(3.58.) Tae FIRST LORD or rye 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, 
Manchester, E.): I am surprised at 
the line taken by the hon. Member for 
Caithness. He appears to think that 
this Bill has been brought down from 
the other House suddenly to surprise 
and astonish the House of Commons; 
but I may remind the hon. Member 
that in every statement I have made 
with regard to public business I have 
mentioned this Fishery Board Bill for 
Scotland as one of those we tly 
desired to pass, and which we had eve 
reason to hope would not meet with 
serious opposition. I confess that ho 
has been somewhat shaken by the 
speech of the hon. Member and the 
Motion which stands in the name of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Berwickshire (Mr. Marjoribanks). 
The right hon. Gentleman is not here 
for me to appeal to him; but I ask the 
hon. Member for Caithness to recollect 
that this Bill does meet a great want 
on the part of the fishing community of 
Scotland, and that if the Bill does not 
pass now it means that a settlement of 
this question will be postponed, cer- 
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tainly for a year and probably fora 
much longer period. It is a very serious 
responsibility for the hon. Member and 
his friends to undertake to prevent the 
use of public money for the purpose of 
mussel , and to say that these pro- 
visions for the encouragement of the 
fishing industry so earnestly desired 
shall be deferred because the hon. 
Member and his friends have not had 
time to consider the Bill. The pro- 
visions of the Bill are well known, they 
have been a considerable time before 
the House and are desired by the 
Scottish people, but if the hon. Mem- 
ber and his friends really mean to 
press their opposition to the extreme, of 
course we cannot hope to pass the Bill ; 
but I must distinctly point out that the 
responsibility of preventing the carry- 
ing out of these beneficial arrangements 
in favour of the fishermen of Scotland— 
not the least deserving class in Scot- 
land—must rest with the hon. Member 
for Caithness and the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Berwickshire. What view 
their constituents may take of that I 
cannot say; but, at all events, the Go- 
vernment are absolved from the re- 
sponsibility of having failed to deal 
with the question, and the whole 
weight of the feeling of disappointment 
that may be raised must rest upon 
the hon. Member and his friends. 


Question put. 


(4.0.) The House divided :—Ayes 
59 ; Noes 27.—(Div. List, No. 192.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill reada second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA LOAN 
BILL.—(No. 432.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Surely 
we should have some explanation as 
to what is to be done in relation to this 
matter. I understand that a Memo- 
randum, which has not been delivered, 
should have been in the hands of 
Members this morning. 








1739 British Columbia 


“Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Goscuen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): The Bill 
authorises a loan of £150,000, which is 
to be made to the Government of 
British Columbia for the purposes of 
a colonisation scheme, mainly with 
reference tc the Scotch crofters. The 
Prime Minister of British Columbia is 
at present in this country, and the Go- 
vernment of Columbia make them- 
selves entirely responsible for the well- 
* being of the colonists, to whom they 
look to develop the fisheries and other 
industries quite as much, and perhaps 
more than the agricultural industry. In 
order to assure the House of the way 
in which the scheme will be carried 
out, it is thought best that an agree- 
ment should be made between the 
Governments, and that that agreement 
should be, laid on the Table of the 
House. I trust this general statement 
will satisfy the hon. Member that no 
risk is undertaken by this country, but 
that the whole financial risk rests with 
the Government of British Columbia, 
who at the sametime make themselves 
responsible for the well-being of the 
colonists who may go out. 

Sm JOHN SWINBURNE (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield): What interest will 
the Columbian Government pay ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN : Three per cent. 

Mr. MORTON (Peterborough): I 
object strongly to this Bill, the object 
of which, I understand, is to remove 
the crofters from Scotland to a far-off 
country at considerable expense. As 
regards that portion of Scotland 
which the Bill will affect, I believe 
there is plenty of land for these people 
if you would only let them have it. It 
is preserved, however, for deer and 
other like purposes, and the object ap- 

ars to be to drive these people away 
=e the country. As a_ protest 
against giving a guarantee to thecolony 
of Columbia, and as a protest against 
driving these people from _ the 
country, I beg to move that 
this Bill be read this day three 
months. 

Mr. Puitipps (Lanark, Mid) signified 
that he seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed, to leave 





out the word “ now,” and at the 
end of the Question to add the words 
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“upon thisday three months.”—(Mr, 

Morton.) = 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 

‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Dr. CLARK: You lend money to 
the County Councils for home colonisa- 
tion at three and one-eighth per cent., 
and as you lend money to the Colonies 
at three per cent. the infer. 
ence is that you prefer foreign 
colonisation. What you are now 
doing will be of no avail ; the only solu- 
tion of the crofters’ question is to let 
the people re-take the land their fore- 
fathers had. Since the Crofters’ Com- 
mission reported about half a million 
acres of land have been turned into 
deer forests. The First Lord said the 
other night that no crofters have been 
removed in order to create deer forests, 
and that is perfectly true. The pro- 
cess has been first to remove the 
crofters in order that the land might be 
turned into grazing tracks. Subse- 
quently these tracks so diminish in 
value that they will not carry half the 
sheep they used to do, because the 
drains become filled up, and because 
bracken, heather, and rushes displace 
the nutritive grasses. The sheep 
farmers then hand them over to the 
landlord, and they are then transformed 
into deer forests. Now, all that you 
propose to do is to permit our country 
to become a hunting ground, and to 
send the people away to Manitoba and 
British Columbia for the purpose of 
developing the resources of those 
colonies. I protest, as I have done 
many times already, against that as a 
means of solving a difficulty which can 
alone be pom | by giving the people 
sufficient land on which they can live 
and thrive. I protest against that policy, 
and I hope that on the appeal to the 
country we shall have a Government 
which will pursue the policy of home as 
against foreign colonisation. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A.J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down has told the House with 
perfect truth that this is not the first 
occasion on which he has spoken on 
the question before us ; but I cannot 
allow, even for a second or third time, 
the doctrine which he has advanced 
to go unchallenged. Those doctrines 
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surely are to be addressed to persons, 
totally unacquainted with the conditions 
of agriculture in the Highlands, and 
the conditions under which alone it 
is ible for pastural or agricultural 
sdeidy to thrivein the districts where 
sheep farms have existed, and where in 
many cases deer forests now exist. It 
is impossible over the greater part of 
the country devoted to sheep or deer 
that any human being, highlander or 
otherwise, can live and flourish as hon. 
Members suggest. Conditions of nature 
and of agriculture have rendered such a 
condition of things perfectly impossible. 
It is, I believe, possible in certain dis- 
tricts for persons with large capital to 
carry on pastoral pursuits with some 
degree of success ; but the idea of turn- 
ing the land into small holdings to be 
cultivated by the spade, on which men 
can live and flourish, is perfectl 

ridiculous in reference to the Highlands. 
It is quite true that in Sutherlandshire 
and some other districts there was a 
population which was moved down to 
the coast by the proprietors, but that 
has not been done with a view of profit, 
but solely with a view of preventing 
those recurring epidemics of starvation 
by which from time to time they were 
assailed. If you insist upon restoring 
to these Highland glens the people who 
once lived in them, you will again enter 
on the same economic conditions which 
have produced so much harm. I do 
not believe that any system of agricul- 
ture or State aid can by any possible 
contrivance convert these Highland 
valleys into places where Highland 
populations can live with comfort. 
Such experience as I have in the High- 
lands shows me that as the standard of 
comfort increases it is found more and 
more difficult to induce the people to 
live in these remote corries subject to 
all the rigours of the climate, which is 
hard on the people and harder on the 
crops they endeavour to raise. I do 
not think a greater crime can be com- 
mitted than for those who have in- 
fluence over the crofters to induce them 
not to move to homes of industry where 
they can really live and thrive, and to 
hold out before their eyes a a of 
change which, however much it might 
injure the landlord, te Paes ae 
more serious injury upon the - 
tion. With maton ni A partic Bill, 


VOL. V. ~—s [wouRTH SERIES.) 


{21 June, 1892} 





Loan Bill. 1742 


I do not understand that the hon. 
Member desires to oppose it; but I 
think the hon. Member will admit that 
it would be impossible to carry out any 
conceivable system of migration which 
would benefit the fishermen of Lewis. 
The only conceivable alternative is to 
find some home across the sea, where, 
still under the British flag, they can 
find more favourable conditions for 
—— the industry by which they 
ave endeavoured so far to obtain a 
living at home. If the hon. Gentleman 
takes that view it is not necessary for 
us to further pursue the controversy 
with regard to emigration. Let it be 
understood that there are portions of 
the population that would be benefited 
by migration, and if that small con- 
cession is made I think the House may 
agree to this stage of the measure. 


Mr. ANGUS SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland): This policy, so far as 
Her Majesty's Government hasa policy 
on the subject, is perfectly well known 
to the country. I think, however, we 
have cause to complain that a Bill of 
this importance should have been 
rushed through the House at this late 
and inconvenient period of the Session. 
The right hon. Gentleman has talked 
about the bad climate, and of other 
natural drawbacks; but it is surely a 
strong commentary upon that argu- 
ment that hon. Members are frequently 
in a great hurry to bring their duties 
to a close in order that they may go to 
recuperate in that climate. It is held 
by some that crops cannot ripen in the 
Highlands, and in reference to this 
I may point out that we have never 
asserted that the quality of the soil of 
the Highlands approaches the soil of 
the Lowlands. We, however, desire 
that such advantages as nature has 
given should be availed of before any 
other remedy is tried. I have no desire 
to open up old sores; but if there is one 
lesson that has been taught by what 
has happened in the Highlands it is that 
there is only hope in reversion to the 
old mode of distribution of the land. 
The Government have not shown the 
slightest indication of reverting to that 
policy. The RoyalCommission of 1883 


made special provisions for putting the 
people on the soil; and does the 
858 
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Government mean to say that these 
preparations would have been made 
if the land had been unfit? 
I would ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether they have received any resolu- 
tions from the crofters asking to be sent 
to British Columbia? They have re- 
ceived no such resolutions.. Her 
Majesty’s Government ought, therefore, 
to be ashamed of themselves to come 
forward at the end of the Session with 
such a proposal. A Special Committee 
was appointed to inquire into the ques- 
tion of emigration from the United 
Kingdom. The question, however, has 
been narrowed down to that of emigra- 
tion from the Highlands of Scotland. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
not persist in the attempt to rush the 
Bill through at this late stage of the 
Session. If he does, the Members for 
Scotland will take every opportunity of 
moving Amendments in Committee. We 
are deeply interested in the welfare of 
the people of the Highlands, and have 
no wish to see them handed over to the 
tender mercies of a Board of Emigra- 
tion. 

*(4.33.) Mr. GOSCHEN: With re- 
gard tothe remark of the hon. Member, 
that this Bill is being rushed through 
the House at the end of the Session, I 
think it is only respectful to the House 
and to the hon. Member himself that 
I should state that the reason why the 
Bill has been brought forward so late is 
that we have been awaiting the arrival 
of the Prime Minister of British 
Columbia, who, after the Bill passed 
the Colonial Legislature, was deputed to 
- come to England in order to arrive at 
an agreement with the Home Govern- 
ment. It was impossible to finally 
settle the details before he came. I 
would further remind the hon. Member 
and the House that the scheme was 
strongly recommended by the Select 
Committee on Colonization, and that 
the House has been informed of its 
general character for a long time past. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: Have the 
Committee had before them the Act 
passed by the Colonial Legislature ? 

*Mr. GOSCHEN: They had the 
general scheme of emigration to British 
Columbia before them, but not the Act 
itself. Several hon. Members for 
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being sent to British Columbia, as if 
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their will. It is nothing of the kind. 
The facts are, that here is a thriving 
Colony anxious to receive settlers, 
and there are crofters anxious to go 
as settlers. No compulsion whatever 
is exercised in the matter. The 
Government of British Columbia have 
made themselves responsible for the 
welfare of the emigrants, and there is 
strong reason for hoping that this 
experiment, if carried out‘as has been 
arranged, will be successful. All that 
we now ask of the House is to 
authorize an advance. The House 
will afterwards have full opportunity 
of criticising the way in which the 
scheme has been carried out. 

*(4.40.) Sm JOHN SWINBURNE 
Granting, for the sake of argument, 
that these Scotch crofters are anxious 
to go to British Columbia, and that 
the Government of the Colony are 
anxious to receive them, may I ask 
why the Colonial Government should 
not themselves find the money for 
emigrating the crofters without calling 
upon the Home’ Government in the 
matter? I object to this loan to 
British Columbia, and especially at a 
lower rate of interest than is charged 
to the County Councils. Nor do I 
see what claim the Government of 
British Columbia can have on the tax- 
payers of the United Kingdom when 
they levy heavy import duties upon all 
products from the MotherCountry. The 
result will be a repetition of previous 
experience in similar cases. In a few 
years we shall be called upon, for some 
reason or other, to forego the interest 
on the loan,and again, a few years later, 
we shall be asked to forego the capital. 
I hope the hon. Member will go toa 
Division on the question. 

Mr. PHILIPPS: I wish to—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. 
Member took off his hat in response 
to the question I put whether anyone 
seconded the Amendment. He has, 
therefore, lost his right of speaking. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 66; 
Noes 22.—(Div. List, No. 193.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 
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FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
EX PENSES. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment to the Fi Board for Scotland, out 
of moneys to be a by Parliament, of 
sums to be distributed by the Board among 
local sea fishery committees; and the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment, of ,the personal and travelling expenses 
of the members of the Fishery Board, which 
may become ‘os under the provisions of 
any Act of present Session for altering 
the constitution of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, and amending the Law in regard to 
Sea Fisheries in Scotland.".—(7The Lord 
Advocate.) 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to move to re- 
port Progress, and that the Chairman 
ask leave.to sit again. Our position is 
this: that a Bill bristling with contro- 
versial points has been introduced for 
the first time this day, and that we 
have had no time to put down Amend- 
ments and to get them discussed. 
There is also the Bill of the right hon. 
Member for Berwickshire. We are 
not agreed as to the composition of the 
Fishery Board, and nearly all the 
Members representing the fishery 
districts of Scotland are opposed to this 
proposal. There is also the question 
of representation. We are anxious to 
have some representation of Town 
Councils in fishery burghs. The 
members elected on the Boards should 


not be nominated, but elected 
by those engaged in the fish- 
ing industry. We have a number 


of Amendments to put down, but if the 
matter is rushed through in this fashion 
there will be no opportunity of discuss- 
ing them. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Ss, 
and ask leaye to sit again.”—(Dr. 
Clark.) 


(4.56.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
have explained to the House what the 
position of the Government is in regard 
to this Bill. I admit that if its de- 
tails require prolonged discussion, or, 
rather, if hon. Members insist upon 
discussion at any length, it will be im- 
possible to proceed with the Bill this 
Session. In that case the responsi- 
bility will rest on those hon. Gentle- 
men who will deprive the fishermen of 
the benefits of this proposal, while 
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bppere | for a more perfect measure* 
I would invite the hon. Member to 

his Amendments on the Paper in order 
that the Government may see the ex- 
tent of the opposition. If much dis- 
cussion; is required, of course the 
Government wiil not press the Bill 
forward, but I trust that the hon. 
Member will not pursue his opposi- 
tion. 


(4.58.) Dr. CLARK: I would ask 
that the Committee stage should be 
postponed until Thursday, in order tq 
admit of time for drafting Amend- 
ments. 


(4.59.) Mr. BALFOUR: If the 
hon. Member wishes to bring the Bill 
into accord with the measure of the 
right hon. Member for Berwickshire 
(Mr. Marjoribanks), I do not think it 
will be difficult to draft Amendments 
with that object. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed 
to. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment to the Fishery Board for Scot- 
land, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment, of sums to be distributed by the Board 
among local sea fishery committees; and the 

ayment, out of moneys to be provided by 
Parhament, of the personal and travelling ex- 
penses of the members of the Fishery Board, 
which may become payable under the provi- 
sions of any Act of the present Session for 
the constitution of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, and amending the Law in regard. to 
Sea Fisheries in Scotland. 

Resolution to be 
morrow. 


reported To- 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 


FIRMATION (No. 5) BILL [Lords], 
(No, 428.) 
Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 
be suspended, and that the Committee on the 
Bill have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords].—(No. 426.) 
Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 
be and that the Committee on the 
Bill have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 
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WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL } 
[Lords].—(No. 427.) 

Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 211 and 236 
be suspended, and that Committee on the 
Bill have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— 
(Mr, Caldwell.) 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL 
[Lords].—(No. 412.) 


Ordered,— 


“That, in the case of the Education Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords], Standing Orders 211 and be 
suspended, and the Committee on the 
Bill have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.” — 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 413.) 

Ordered,— 

“That, in the case of the Electric Lightin 
Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords], 
Standing Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, 
and that the Committee on the Bill have 
leave to sit and proceed forthwith.”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 414.) 

Ordered,— 

“That, in the case of the Electric Lightin 
Orders Confirmation (No. 6) Bill [Lords], 
Standing Orders 211 and 236 be suspended, 
and that the Committee on the Bill have leave 
to sit and proceed forthwith.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That the Standing Orders 
of this House, as amended, be printed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 6) BILL.—(No. 307.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith; considered, and agreed to. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL.—(No. 406.) 

As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL.--(No. 425.) 
Read the third time, and passed. 


{COMMONS} 
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FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 429.) 


Read a second time, and committed 


for To-morrow. 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMEND- 


MENT BILL [Lords].--(No. 430.) 
Read a second time, and committed 


for To-morrow. 


PUBLIC AUTHORITIES PROTECTION 


BILL [Lords].—(No. 389.) 
Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 

Bill withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to,—Small 
Agricultural Holdings Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


SHOP HOURS (re-committed) BILL, 
(No. 26.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 

ported ; as amended, considered; read 

the third time, and passed. 


JOURNALS. 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table :— 
General Index to the Journals of the 
House of Commons commencing with 
Vol. 135 (1880), and ending with Vol. 
145 (1890). 

Ordered, That the 
Index be printed. 


said General 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 


Resolution [20th June] reported : 

“That it appears, by the Accounts laid be- 
fore this House, that the total Revenue of 
India for the year ending the 31st day of 
March, 1891, was Rx.85,741,649; that the total 
Expenditure in India and in England 
against the Revenue was Rx.82,053,478 ; 
there was a surplus of Revenue over Expendi- 
aos ot aainen al Se a 

uw on Railways an igation was 
Rx.3,965,692." #3 


Resolution agreed to. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House, Mr. SpEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
after Five o’elock. 
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The Metropolitan 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Wednesday, 22nd June, 1892. 





A quorum was not found present 
until twenty-five minutes past Twelve 
o'clock. 


QUESTIONS. 





THE DISSOLUTION, 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will consider the expediency of this 
House sitting on Saturday next, with a 
view to the Council for the Prorogation 
and Dissolution being held on the sub- 
sequent Monday, in order to include 
Saturday in the legal days for polling ; 
and whether it will be open to any 
returning officer to sead a special 
messenger to the Writ Office imme- 
diately after the Council for the Disso- 
lution has been held and to receive the 
writ for a constituency by said messen- 
ger, so as to enable him to issue the 
statutory notice on that day, and 
thereby render the following Saturday 
one of the legal days for polling ? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): As the hon. Member 
knows, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton (Mr. H. 
H. Fowler) pressed me very strongly 
on Monday te state explicitly and 
finally the day for Dissolution. I was 
rather disinclined to do so then, but 
I yielded to his exhortations and stated 
that the two Councils for Prorogation 
and Dissolution would be held on 
Tuesday. It would be extremely 
difficult, if not impossible, to make an 
alteration in the date now, and I think 
the public would have reason to com- 
plain if a statement thus publicly 
made were withdrawn from. As to 
the second part of the hon. Member's 
question, I am advised that, having 
regard to the provisions of the Act 
53 Geo. III., cap. 89, the course the 
hon. Member proposes would be illegal. 

VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say what are the 
difficulties in the way of a Saturday 
Sitting and the Council meeting on 
Monday ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: One of the 
difficulties—I need not go into them in 
detail—consists in my having publicly 
stated in answer to a question put to 
me that the Dissolution would be on 
Tuesday. Every one concerned has 
made his arrangements upon that 
understanding, and I do not think we 
ought to depart from it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Does the 
Attorney General confirm the First 
Lord’s view of the law, that the Writs 
could not be handed -to a spécial 
messenger ? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wepsster, Isle of Wight) : 
Certainly. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Are we to 
understand that the House will sit to- 
morrow, and that then a Motion will 
be made for adjournment to Monday ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: Yes, I think the 
House must sit to-morrow to take the 
last stage of the British Columbia Loan 
Bill. When that Bill is disposed of, 
and other unopposed measures are 
passed, a Motion will be made for 
adjournment to Monday. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I beg 
to give notice that, on the Motion for 
Adjournment, I shall call attention to 
the way in which Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment have thrown difficulties in 
the way of the exercise of the fran- 
chise by large numbers of the artisan 
class in the General Election. . 


Mr. BALFOUR: The hon. Member, 
of course, is within his right, but I 
regret to say that other engagements 
will prevent my being here to answer, 
for the third time, his arguments on 
this subject. 


THE METROPOLITAN CATTLE TRADE. 


Mr. DARLING (Deptford): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture a question of which I have 
given him private notice : whether he 
thinks it is now possible to relax the 
restrictions placed upon the removal of 

T 








1751 Small Agricultural 


cattle to and from the Metropolitan 
Cattle Markets ? 

THe PRESIDENT oF _ THE 
BOARD or AGRICULTURE (Mr. 
Cxapuin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford): In 
answer to my hon. Friend, I have to 
say that I think the time has come 
when the propriety of relaxing the re- 
gulations imposed on the movement of 
cattle in the Metropolis may be con- 


sidered, and I hope in a few days to be | ° 


able to announce some relaxation of the 
present restrictions. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL.—(No. 183.) 
Lords’ Amendments considered. 


Page 1— 

Lines 14 and 15, leave out (‘‘ which 
appears to the Council to be suitable 
for agriculture ’’) and insert (‘‘ acquired 
by a Council under the powers and for 
the purposes of this Act, and which’). 

Line 23, leave out (‘not exceeding 
fifteen acres each’) and insert (‘in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this 
Act’’). 


Amendments agreed to. 


Page 2— 

Line 27, after (‘‘ Act”) insert (“ or 
where the land has been hired by the 
Council on lease or otherwise’’). 


Amendment agreed to. 


Page 3— 

Line 13, leave out (‘‘a’”’) and insert 
(*‘ the ”’). 

Line 18, leave out (“‘ part”’) and in- 
sert (‘‘ electoral division ’’). 

Lines 22 and 23, leave out (“all the 
costs of conveyance to the purchaser, 
including any ’’) and insert (“the”). 

Line 37, after (‘‘ and ”’) insert (‘shall 
either’’). 

Line 38, after (‘instalments ”’) in- 
sert (‘‘ of principal ”’). 

Line 40, leate out (‘‘ and”) and in- 
sert (‘‘or shall’’). 

Line 41, leave out (‘‘ shall’). 

Amendments agreed to. 

Mr. Darling 
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Page 4— 

Line 12, leave out Sub-section (7). 

Line 19, after (‘« Act’’) insert (“except 
as otherwise provided’). 

Line 27, leave out (‘ register”) and 
insert (‘list ”). 

Line 30, leave out from (* let’’) to. 
the end of clause. 

Transpose Sub-sections (6) and (c) of 
Clause 9. 

Lines 38, 39, leave out (‘‘ unless 
let with the consent of the County 
Council ’’). 

Line 39, after (“‘owner”) insert (“or 
occupier as the case may be”’). 

Line 41, leave out (‘‘ sub-divided or 
let’) and insert (‘‘ divided, sub-divided, 
assigned, let, or sub-let ”’). 

Amendments agreed to. 


Page 5— 


Line 7, after (“liquors ”) insert—“(g.) In 
the ease of any holding on which, in the 
opinion of the County Council, a dwelling- 
house ought not to be erected, that no dwell- 
ing house shall be erected on the holding with- 
out the consent of the County Council.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Page 6— 

Lines 1, 2, leave out (‘‘ sold a small 
holding to a purchaser”) and insert 
(‘* purchased land ”’). 

Lines 2 and 3, leave out (‘ his regis- 
tration as the proprietors’) and insert 
(‘‘ their registration as proprietors”’). 

Amendments agreed to. 


Line 3, after (‘‘ thereof’’) insert (“with 
an absolute title”), leave out from 
(** 1875”) to end of sub-section, leave 
out Clause 11. 

(12.40.) Mr. CUST (Lincolnshire, . 
Stamford):- I only wish to ask my 
right hon. Friend what are the inten- 
tions of the Government with reference 
to this clause, which in its final form 
was drafted by my right hon. Friend 
himself, or by the Government drafts- 
man. It was sent to the House of 
Lords, and Lord Cadogan, who had 
charge of the Bill on the Second Read- 
ing, expressed himself in favour of the 
principle, recommending however that 
the clause should be omitted and an 
improved and amended clause inserted 
at this stage. In Committeein theother 
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House the clause was struck out, and 
‘in the subsequent stage an alternative 
proposal by Lord Herschell was re- 
jected. I now ask my right hon. 
Friend whether he intends to uphold 
‘the undertaking given by Lord Cadogan, 
or what course he proposes to take ? 


(12.40.) Tae PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or AGRICULTURE (Mr. 
Cuapuiiy, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : As 
the House is aware, when this clause 
‘was moved in the House of Commons 
-originally I expressed the objections I 
entertained to it. Under pressure, how- 
-ever, I eventually inserted the clause 
on Report stage. Various points of 
«difficulty were discussed in the other 
House, and a clause to carry out the 
view of my hon. Friend was opposed 
by the Prime Minister and rejected by 
a large majority. I own that so far as 
T am concerned I have not changed the 
opinion which I entertained when the 
proposal was made. Havingin view all 
the circumstances of the case, the 
period ef the Session, and in my great 
anxiety to do nothing to delay or pre- 
judice the possibility of the Bill passing 
into law, under the circumstances I do 
not propose to make any alteration, but 
to accept the Lords’ Amendment. 


*(12.41.) Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE 
(Bradford, Central): It is quite true 
the right hon. Gentleman expressed 
objection to the proposal when it was 
first introduced by the hon. Member 
for Stamford (Mr. Cust), but later, and 
.after considerable discussion in the 
House, and when there were strong 
manifestations of opinion on_ the 
-other side of the House in favour of 
the proposal of the hon. Member, 
the right hon. Gentleman gave way, 
‘and the hon. Member for Stamford 
withdrew his clause, with the object of 
‘another clause being subsequently pro- 
posed to deal with the subject in a 
more satisfactory way; and on the 
Report stage the right hon. Gentleman 
himself proposed the clause for the 
‘purpose of carrying into effect the 
-object of the hon. Member for Stamford. 
Now, I have always understood that 
when a Minister in charge of a 
Bill after a long discussion agrees to 
an important Amendment he does so 
on behalf of his colleagues, and upon 
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the understanding that Ministers in 
the other House will support the 
Amendment. The present case is 
much stronger than usual, because it 
was not merely the acceptance of an 
Amendment in this House. The right 
hon. Gentleman himself introduced the 
clause on the Report stage for the 
purpose of carrying out the object in 
view. The clause was, therefore, pre- 
pared by the Government draftsman, 
and was adopted after careful con- 
sideration by the Government. When 
the Bill went to the other House, 
Lord Cadogan, who had charge of it, 
stated that it was the intention of the 
Government to support the principle of 
the clause. He added that the clause 
as framed did not meet his view, but 
that at al ater stage he would support 
another clause having the same object 
in view. But when at a later stage a 
clause in this sense was moved from the 
other side of the House, the Prime 
Minister and the Government opposed 
the principle of it, and Lord Herschell’s 
clause was rejected. Themembersof the 
Government, therefore, in the other 
House adopted a totally different 
course to that pursued by th 
Minister here, a course altogether 
contrary to the usual practice. The 
proper course is for Members of the 
Government in the other House to 
support a promise given or conclusion 
arrived at by the Members of the 
Government here. I do not know 
whether the hon. Member for Stamford 
proposes to disagree with the Lords’ 
Amendment ? 

Mr. CUST: No, not unless the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
is willing to consider a new clause. 

*Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: That is a 
somewhat strange course to follow. I 
should have thought the hon. Member 
would have been prepared to move 
to disagree with the Lords’ Amend- 
ment, and tc support the view he 
entertained when the Bill was before 
the House. Under the circumstances, 
and in the present state of the House, 
and when the hon. Member who 
originally proposed the clause is not 
prepared to disagree with the Lords’ 
Amendment, I do not feel that I 
should be justified in asking the 
House to disagree with the Amend- 
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ment. I must, however, enter my 
protest against the course pursued by 
the Government, which is extremely 
inconsistent and not in accordance 
with well-understood practice. The 
clause which has been rejected was 
an extremely valuable one. The 
change made in the measure will, 
I think, be productive of grave 
inconvenience. -I need hardly point 
out we have direct precedent for the 
clause, because such a proposal in 
regard to small holdings passed both 
Houses last year in the Irish Land 
Purchase Act. Small holdings in 
Ireland are by that Act converted 
into personalty. That is a precedent 
and an exact analogy for the application 
of the same principle in this case. I 
observe that Lord Salisbury has stated 
as an argument for not agreeing to the 
clause that it is competent for the 
Local Authority to grant leases for 
land under the Bill for 999 years ; but I 
will venture to say it is not competent 
for the Local Authority to do this. The 
power of the Lccal Authority is strictly 
kimited, and it will not be possible for 
the Council to grant leases for 999 
years. Such leases do not come within 
the general purview of the Bill, and 
therefore the course suggested by 
Lord Salisbury could not be followed. 
On the whole, I think grave incon- 
venience must result from this change, 
and it would have been a great benefit 
to those for whom the Bill is in- 
tended if the intention of making these 
small holdings personalty were carried 
out. If the Government had resisted 
the proposal of the hon. Member for 
Stamford when it was before the House 
the Government would probably have 
been defeated; and it is not to the 
credit of the Government after they 
saved themselves from defeat by con- 
cession that they should strike out that 
eoncession in the other House. 

(12.48.) Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): 
I hope the hon. Member for Stamford 
will have the courage to take the 
opinion of the House on the question. 
I regret the attitude of the Minister for 
Agriculture. No, one who has had 
even the limited experience of convey- 
ancing that I have had can doubt the 
hardshivs that arise out of the mode of 
devolution of real estate. It was said 

Mr. Shaw Lefevre 
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Bill upon which to introduce such a 
change in the law, but I differ from that 
view altogether. What is it you are 
doing by this Bill? You are inviting, 
you are tempting, poor men to scrape 
together all their pecuniary resources 
for investment in land. Whether they 
will yield to the temptation I do not 
know, but for the purpose of arguing 
on the Bill we assume they will. A 
poor man is tempted by the favourable 
terms offered inthe Bill, and invests all 
his money in asmallholding. He dies 
intestate, leaving a widow and young 
children ; the land descends to the 
eldest son, it may be an infant; the 
farm cannot be carried on, the estate 
must be sold, with all the attendant 
expenses, tothe great loss of the family. 
We are told this is not a suitable time 
to make this reform; but I say when 
you are tempting a poor man to invest 
all his means in land you should make 
provision, in case of his dying intes- 
tate, for his property being distributed 
in a just and equitable manner. 
It is all very well for the Lord Chan. 
cellor to say that everybody should 
make a will. Even if the owners of 
these small holdings did make wills, 
such wills, like those of certain Lord 
Chancellors, might not be intelligible, 
and might give rise to long and expen- 
sive litigation. As we live in a betting 
age, I would not mind betting an even 
£5 note that if the will of the present 
Lord Chancellor were _ critically 
examined, flaws might be found in it, 
especially if he had drawn it up him- 
self. After tempting poor people to 
invest their small savings in land we 
might injure them by putting them to 
the expense of making a will, which 
would perhaps afterwards require the 
decision of a Court. I, therefore, hope 
that the Lords’ Amendment will be 
disagreed from. 

(12.52.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS 
(Nottingham, Rushcliffe): I do not 
propose ‘to follow the hon. Member 
who has just sat down into the 
question of wills. I only wish to 
express the hope that the Govern- 
ment will not allow the arrange- 
ment which was entered into in this 
House in regard to this matter to be 
set aside by their colleagues in the 
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other House. I tkink that the 
Government should stand by it and 
make the best of it. 


(12.54.) Taz ATTORNEY GENE- 
RAL (Sir Ricnarp Wesster, Isle of 
Wight): At the time that the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Stamford 
was accepted by the Government it 
was pointed out that it was a difficult 
matter, and my right hon. Friend the 
Minister for Agriculture did not accept 
it till the Report stage. Personally 
speaking, I was satis‘ied that when the 
clause left this House it had not 
been fully and properly considered. 


Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: I would 
point out that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Minister for Agriculture himself 
moved the clause. 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: I am 
aware of that fact, but I do not 
understand the necessity for the 


iaterruption; I simply say that the. 


difficulty of working the clause had 
not been properly understood. When 
it came to be fully examined in 
the other House, a majority of the 
noble and learned Lords deemed it 
would be unworkable, and that it would 
not cure the evil that it was intended 
to meet. I think it will be admitted 
that their opinion is entitled to some 
respect on such a question. By the Act 
of 1890 it is provided that, in the case 
of the owner of a small landed property 
dying intestate, the widow is to receive 
up to £400 out of the proceeds of the 
sale. That provision would prevent to 
a great extent the mischief which the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite has 
pointed out as likely to arise under this 
Bill. Under all the circumstances, I 
am willing to take my share of the re- 
sponsibility for the present position of 


affairs. I have done my best to advise 


my right hon. Friend in regard to this 
matter, but it does seem to me that it 
requires still further consideration. It 
18 & question which cannot, in my 
opinion, be properly dealt with in a 
short clause. I would further state, in 
reply to the right hon. Gentleman, that 
I can find no words in the Bill which 
Would prevent County Councils from 
granting leases for 999 years or other 
jong terms. 
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(12.58.) Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, 
N.): The action of the House of Lords 
in this matter has, I think, been ex- 
tremely cruel—I might almost use even 
a stronger term. here large landed 
properties are concerned provision is 
made by settlements and wills for the 
younger members of a family ; but poor 
men are extremely reluctant to spend 
money upon lawyers for making wills, 
more particularly as the circumstances 
of their lives may change, and after 
making one will they may have to make 
another. Therefore poor men often put 
off making a will, and die intestate, 
Then, again, there have been numerous 
cases in which the eldest son may be a 
spendthrift, and the greatest 5 ap 
might be entailed upon the widow an 
younger children. The House of Lords 
have never used its power with less 
reason, justice, or consideration for the 
poorer classes than when it insisted on 
maintaining an antiquated system of 
succession. 


(1.5.) Mz. SYDNEY GEDGE (Stock- 
port): I should be glad to see the 
Government revert, if it were possible, 
to their former position in regard to 
this matter, especially as we cannot 
alter the Act of 1890. 


Mr. H. H. FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): There is no use in 
fighting against the Master of many 
legions. We can only enter our pro- 
test against the Government accepting, 
without a discussion, a clause in one 
House which they rejected in another, 
especially when the Government have 
the control of the other House. This 
Bill left the House of Commons before 
Whitsuntide, and there was every 
reason to expect that it would come 
back when there would be sufficient 
Members to consider it; but it has 
been deliberately kept back until the 
last moment, when it cannot be 
properly considered. We know the 
difficulties with which the House of 
Lords have been overwhelmed, its long 
Sittings, and the vast amount of busi- 
ness with which it Ras had to deal ; but, 
at the same time, looking to the posi- 
tion which the Bill occupies, as the 
most important measure of the Session, 
the House of Commons has a right to 
expect that these Amendments shall 
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be considered at a time when they 
would not be precluded from expressing 
an opinion upon them. 


*" Mr. CHAPLIN: When the right 
hon. Gentleman says that the re-con- 
sideration of this Bill has been deliber- 
ately postponed in order to secure its 
consideration in a thin House, when 
practical discussion would be out of 
the question, I must differ from him 
altogether. So far as I and the Govern- 
ment are concerned, we have been 
anxious that the Bill should come before 
the House at a time which would allow 
of its thorough discussion ; and I wish 
the House in fairness to consider exactly 
what the position has been, to recollect 
the circumstances under which this 
clause left the House,and to remember 
that I did my best to give effect to the 
pledgé I gave that I would introduce a 
clause on the subject. But I think 
those who followed the discussion in 
the other House must have also been 
convinced that the clause suggested 
would not have worked satisfactorily 
or well. Then we are in this position— 
that if I were in the very last hours of 
the Session to attempt to deal with the 
matter, one of the most important ob- 
jects the House of Commons could con- 
sider would be dealt with hurriedly 
and without full consideration. Then 
what should we gain? Although I am 
entirely in sympathy with the views of 
my hon. Friend I think the gain would 
be practically nothing, because the 
uestion will have to be dealt with in 
the near future; and thus we have to 
consider how many cases would be 
dealt with by this Bill in the meantime. 
I hope it will have a large operation, 
and come promptly into effect, but some 
months must elapse before people can 
come into possession of these holdings, 
and surely when they do take posses- 
sion it is not to be expected that they 
will die off like flies. Possibly before 
even a single death takes place a new 
law will have been made, and, under 
hese circumstances, I hope the House 
will agree to accept the Amendment. 


Question put. 


(1.15.) The House divided :—Ayes 
48; Noes 17.—(Div. List, No. 194.) 


Line 24, leave out (‘ or seli ”’). 
Mr. H. H. Fowler 


‘COMMONS; 
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Line 25, after (‘‘doing”) insert 
(*« whether the holding is situate within 
a town or built upon or not ”’). 


Page 7— 

Line 28, after (‘‘ section ”’) insert— 

(“ And before any such buildings or works 
as aforesaid are erected or executed.on the 
land proposed to be sold.”) 

Line 34, leave out the first (‘ 7 
and insert (‘‘any”’), leave out the thi 
(‘‘ the’) and insert (‘* any’’). 

Amendments agreed to. 


Page 10— 

Line 6, leave out (‘‘their’’) and in- 
sert (‘‘ its’’). 

Line 8, leave out from (‘‘ fund”) to 
end of paragraph and insert—(‘‘ The 
expression ‘county elector’ shall in- 
clude burgess ’’). 


Line 27, after (‘‘ apply ”’) insert— 


“(8.) The expression ‘ county elector’ shall 
| have the same meaning as in the Local Go- 
vernment (Scotland) Act, 1889.” 


Line 30, after (‘‘ Scotland”) insert 
(“in lieu of Sub-sections 4 and 5 of 
Section 6 of this Act ’’). 

Line 33, leave out (‘‘an annual feu- 
duty or ground annual’’) and insert 
(‘a perpetual rentcharge which shall 
be a real burden affecting the hold- 
ing ”’). 

Line 38, leave out (‘‘feu duty or 
ground annual”) and insert (‘ rent- 
charge ”’). 

Lines 40 and 41, leave out (* feu 
duty or ground annual’’) and insert 
(‘‘ rentcharge’’). 

Amendments agreed to. 


Page 11— 

Line 1, after (“‘and”) insert (‘shall 
either”), and after (‘ instalments ”) 
insert (‘‘ of principal ”’). 

Line 4, leave out (‘‘ and”’) and insert 
(“or shall”), and leave out (‘ shall be 
repayable ’’) and insert (‘‘ be repaid ”). 

Leave out Clause 24. 

After Clause 27 insert Clause A. 

A. This Act shall ccme into opera- 
tion on the first day of October, one 
thousand eight eahed and ninety- 
two. 





Amendments agreed to. 
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1761 Fishery Board 
FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[Lords].—(No. 431.) 
COMMITTEE. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I wish to 
inform the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Balfour) that my hon. Friends and I have 
handed in our Amendments, but they do 
not appear on the Paper, as we read 
the Bill a second time yesterday only 
half-an-hour before the House ad- 
journed. Under the circumstances, I 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
postpone further proceedings with the 
Bill until to-morrow, and with that 
object I move that Progress be now 
reported. Then, to-morrow, we can 
carry on the discussion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.”-—(Dr. 
Clark.) 


Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): I 
hope the Government will consent to 
report Progress with a view to with- 
drawing the Bill, unless it should be 
possible to make arrangements by 
which some of the Amendments handed 
in can be accepted. We all agree that 
the time has come when some change 
should be made in the Fishery Board 
of Scotland ; but those whom I 
represent have a strong feeling that 
there should be no re-constitution of the 
Fishery Board unless accompanied by 
provision for the representation of 
fishermen by election on that Board. 
There is no provision of the kind in the 
Bill at present. I would point out to 
the First Lord that, under these cir- 
cumstances, this Bill is highly conten- 
tious, and that it is not right or fair to 
the Scotch Members that it should be 
taken in the present condition of the 
House, when there are only five Scotch 
Members left on this side, and when 
there are no Scotch Members on the 
other side, except Members of the 
Government. Under these circum- 
stances, I think it would be altogether 
unreasonable to now proceed with the 
Bill. I do not think the delay that 
would take place until a new Session 
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is a serious matter ; at least, it is not to 
be compared with the disadvantage of 
carrying the Bill in its present form. 

Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Baurour, Man- 
chester, E.): I cannot agree with the 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
that it is a matter of small moment 
that any settlement of this question 
should be deferred to another Parlia- 
ment. I know how difficult it is to get 
Bills of this kind through any Parlia- 
ment; and I know how long a Bill of 
this sort, even when promised by a 
Government, takes to get through. 
Therefore I fear if, through the action 
of the hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
the passage of this Bill is deferred, that 
it may be a long time before we see the 
question taken up again in a serious 
spirit and brought to a satisfactory con- 
clusion. But, at the same time, if it 
be true, as I understand it is from 
hon. Members who have spoken, that 
large and important Amendments are 
put down which make it impossible to 
take the Bill to-day, and therefore in- 
volve a postponement of the further 
stages of the Bill, I have to recognise 
that it is quite impossible for the 
Government to pass the Bill during the 
present Session. I can only repeat 
that I regard the decision of hon. 
Gentlemen with great regret, and I 
must throw the responsibility upon 
them. Under these circumstances, I 
consent to report Progress, and I shall 
not endeavour to do that which is 
absolutely impossible—to carry the 
Bill in the course of the present Parlia- 
ment. 

Dr. CLARK: We accept the respon- 
sibility of killing the Bill if necessary. 
My Amendments and those of my hon. 
Friends aim simply at bringing the Bill 
back to its original condition. The 
reason we have this Bill before us is 
because we had a Select Committee. 
The Scotch Office asked the Chairman 
of that Committee to draft a Bill, 
which he did, expecting that the Go- 
vernment would assist in carrying it 
out. But what have they done? In- 
stead of attempting to pass the Bill as 
he drafted it, they have taken al- 
most everything valuable out of it. 
All we are trying to do is to put the Bill 
into something like its original shape, 
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sofas to give effect to the suggestions 
of the Royal Commission and Select 
Committee who sat on this matter; and 
unless the Government are prepared to 
adopt their recommendations we will 
gladly kill the Bill. One point we 
intend to insist upon is that the 
members of these fishery committees 
shall, instead of being nominated, be 
elected by persons connected with the 
fishing industry. Another point is 
whether there shall be five or eight 
fishery committees. If the Lord Ad- 
vocate can show that it is possible by 
dividing Scotland into five districts 
only to make this a workable measure, 
we will not oppose it; but at the 
present time we think there must be 
eight of these committees. Our Amend- 
ments are solely for the purpose of 
making this Bill a really useful and 
workable one. This is the second time 
in the present Parliament that the 
House has re-constructed the Fishery 
Board, and we do not want to have to 
re-construct it in the first Session of 
the next Parliament. Therefore, unless 
the Government are prepared to meet 
us in these and other respects, and to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission and Select Com- 
mittee, we do not want the Bill at all. 

Mr. HUNTER: I have in my con- 
stituency some four hundred voters who 
are fishermen, and I am certain they 
would not vote for me at the next elec- 
tion if I were to allow a Bill to go 
through this House which did not give 
them a voice in the election of the 
Fishery Board. Therefore I cheerfully 
accept the responsibility which may be 
supposed to attach to the attitude I 
have taken up, and I am sure that 
neither my friends the fishermen nor 
anyone else will regret the withdrawal 
of the Bill. 


Motion agreed to. 
Committee report Progress. 
Bill withdrawn. 
BRITISH COLUMBIA (LOAN) BILL. 
(No. 432.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Dr. Clark 


{COMMONS} 
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Clause 2. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I was 
only able to put down one Amend-— 
ment to this clause yesterday, 
because I had not time to further 
consider it. There are, however, 
one or two important points in con- 
nection with this clause about which 
I should like some information. I 
notice by this second clause that it is 
the intention of the Government to lend 
the money out of the Consolidated 
Fund, whereas the proposal when it 
came before the Select Committee, of 
which I was a member, was that the 
Government should simply guarantee 
the loan. I believe if the British 
Columbia Government were to put their 
bonds for this three per cent. loan upon 
the market they would stand at par, 
with the guarantee of the British Go- 
vernment behind them. If that course 
were pursued the bondholders couldonly 
come down upon the Home Government 
in case the Government of British 
Columbia repudiated the debt. But 
the proposal before the House opens up 
a very different state of things from that. 
We are to take the bonds of the Go- 
vernmentof British Columbia, and lend 
them the money out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund. Now, we know what 
has occurred in the past with reference 
to a number of loans of that description, 


both as regards the Colonies 
and various Local Bodies. Unless 
the thing is a _ success the 


British taxpayer has to find the 
money, and I am a little doubtful 
about the success of this movement. I 
think the Government should not have 
gone further than the scheme as 
originally drafted by Mr. Begg, simply 
for commercial purposes, because there 
is a strong commercial element in this 
matter. Then I should like an ex- 
planation of Sub-section (2). It says 
the Government of British Columbia— 


‘: Shall repay every sum advanced by equal 
half-yearly instalments within twenty years 
from the date of its advance, and the first of 
such instalments shall be paid within five 
years from the date of the advance.” 


Does that mean that for five years they 
are to have the loan free of interest, or 
is it merely to be a deferred payment ? 
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*Toe CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. GoscHen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): With regard 
to the first question, I would point 
out that the proposal before the Select 
Committee was not the guarantee of a 
loan, as the hon. Member appears to 
think, but the advance of £150,000 at 
two and three-quarters per cent. On 
the second point about which he asks 
for information, I may say that the 
Government of British Columbia will 
pay three per cent. interest during the 
first five years, such interest being 
added each year to the capital so as to 
become compound interest. The Com- 
mittee will see, therefore, that the 
British taxpayer will lose nothing in 
the way of interest. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, 8.) : I 
should like to move, as an Amend- 
ment to Clause 2, to leave out 
in line 27 the words “ one-hundred 
and fifty thousand pounds,” and in- 
sert ‘one thousand pounds.” That is 
to say, that the sum to be advanced 
shall not exceed £1,000, instead of 
£150,000. I do this in order to enter 
my protest against what I regard as an 
odious squandering of public money 
and a most discreditable association 
with land adventurers. The proper 
way to cure the existing state of things 
in the Highlands is not by spending 
public money to remove from the 
country the working portion of the 
population. If we are to spend public 
money at all for the purposes of 
emigration it should be to remove the 
landlords—the idle and useless part 
of the population. I must respect- 
fully enter my protest against what is 
ascandalous abuse of the powers of 
the Imperial Government in employing 
money for the purpose of encouraging 
land schemers and land adventurers in 
British Columbia to rob Scotland of 
population which it can ill afford to 
spare. 

Tue CHAIRMAN (Mr. J. W. Low- 
THER, Cumberland, yey oer : The 
Amendment proposed is hardly of a 
serious character, and it would com- 
pay alter the character of the Bill. 

@ proper course for the hon. Member 
to take would be to object to the 
second clause, and when I put it to vote 
against it. 


VOL. V. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Dr. CLARK: In the past we have 
always been permitted to move the 
reduction of any sum proposed by the 
Treasury. On the Second Reading we 
affirmed the principle that some sum 
should be given, and on the Third 
Reading of the Bill, as we are not 
allowed to reduce the amount, we will 
give it a parting kick. If my hon. 
Friend does not press his Amendment 
I shall move the one of which I have 
given notice, namely, that the rate of 
interest to Be charged be three and 
one-eighth per cent. instead of three 
per cent. We recently had before the 
House a scheme for the creation of 
small holdings, and we then asked the 
Treasury to lend the necessary money 
to the County Counciis—a body over 
which we have much more control 
than we have over a Colonial Govern- 
ment—at three per cent. in order that 
they might carry out this policy of 
home __ colonisation. However, we 
were told that it was absolutely 
necessary to charge three and one- 
eighth per cent. unless we were to make 
a loss. Either that statement was wro 
or the Treasury are proposing to len 
this money to the Government of 
British Columbia at a lower rate than 
the cost will be. The object of my 
Amendment, which I now beg to move, 
is to place the Colony on the same 
footing as the County Councils. 


Amendment proposed, 


In e 2, line 8, to leave out the word 
“ three,” and insert the words “ three and one- 
eighth.”—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mx. GOSCHEN: If I were con- 
vinced by the ingenious argument of 
the hon. Member I should be unable 
to accept his Amendment, because the 
Colony has passed an Act to accept 
this advance at three per cent. interest, 
and they would refuse to carry out this 
scheme of colonisation in British 
Columbia except under the terms of 
that Act. With regard to the very 
ingenious dilemma which he seeks to 
create, that either this three per cent. 
to be charged to the Colony is too low 
or the rate of interest charged to the 
County Councils is too high, I might 
point out that this arrangement with 
3 U 
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British Columbia is the result of 
negotiations between ourselves and the 
i of that country. Originall 
the Colony wished to pay only two an 
uarters per cent., but eventually 
we arrived at a compromise by whic 
they agreed to pay t percent. It 
is useless, therefore, to suppose that 
the Government of British Columbia 
will consent to carry out this coloni- 
sation scheme unless they can borrow 
the money at three per cent. 

(1.50.) Dr. CLARK : 1 do not think 
it would be a very serious evil if the 
Bill were postponed and new nego- 
tiations were entered into between the 
Government of British Columbia and 
the Treasury. I happen to know the 
whole history of this from the beginning, 
because Mr. Begg is one of my con- 
stituents, or rather he comes from 
Caithness. He tock up this scheme 
and formed the company which is to 
find a market for the fish, and by 
bringing pressure to bear onthe Govern- 
ment of British Columbia got them to 
countenance the scheme. He is run- 
ning the undertaking as a commercial 
speculation for profit to himself, and 
the moment this money is paid to 
British Columbia the company will 
come into active operation. I say 
there is no need for this loan. There 
is plenty of room for these High- 
landers at home. I will not ask the 
Government to take my word or the 
word of any Radical, but I will give 
them the evidence of the Royal Com- 
mission, composed of six gentlemen, 
five of whom were Conservative land- 
lords who have fifty acres of deer 
forests. The evidence given to the 
Commission will prove that there is no 
need for this Bill. All that is wanted 
is to place the people where they ought 
to be, and then there would be no con- 
gestion whatever. I do not know 
whether that evidence will convince the 
Government, but it would convince any 
unbiassed person that there isnot conges- 
tion there of the kind that exists in the 
East End of London and in the large 
manufacturing towns. I[t is an 


artificial congestion; and if the Trea- 

sury are going to lend the money 

to the Colonies to relieve congestion of 

this kind, they might easily lend one 

hundred and fifty millions. Again, I 
Mr. Goschen 


{COMMONS} 








— whether we ought to permit 
e Treasury to lend money to the 
Colonies at a lower rate than it 
advances money to our own County 
Councils. I think we ought rather 
to increase it. And I must point out 
to the Government that at the present 
moment British Columbia cannot raise 
money at less than four per cent. I 
hold their bonds at that price, and if 
they go into the open market they 
cannot get aoe for less. With the 
figures in the Bill if the money were 
borrowed it would be below par, at 
ninety-six or ninety-seven probably, 
and there would be a certain amount 
of risk. The undertaking,as I have 
said, is purely commercial; there is 
nothing philanthropic in it, and I do 
not see why such terms should be 
given. 

*(1.54.) Toe POSTMASTER 
GENERAL (Sir James FeEreusson, 
Manchester, N.E.): The hon. Member 
is following out the line he took on 
the Committee some tims ago, but 
he did not divide the Committee against 
this scheme for British Columbia. He 
did oppose the principle, and he divided 
the Committee on the proposed exten- 
sion of the experiment to Manitoba, 
and he stood alone. The hon. 
Member complained at the time of 
the way in which the Government 
were treating these Highlanders in pre- 
ferring emigration to migration, and I 
admit that he is now only following out 
the action he then took. No one can 
quarrel with that, but I should like to 
point out that the large majority of the 
Committee approved of the scheme. 
The question of the percentage seems 
to me to be a matter between the two 
Governments, and one in which the 
Committee need not interfere. With 
respect to the suggestion that British 
Columbia might repudiate its liabilities 
and obligations under this loan, I think 
it should not have been made, and I 
am sure this House will give no en- 
couragement to the supposition. No 
British eolony has ever yet failed in its. 
obligations. This eolony is one of 
immense resources, and its statesmem 
have shown a prudence and ability 
which are not at all likely to lead to 
the evil example of repudiation. 
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(1.56.) Dr. CLARK: I was not 


Forged 


speaking of any fear of British 
Columbia repudiating the liability, but 
the right hon. Gentleman must know 
that there are several cases in which 
loans have been made to Crown 
Colonies, and even to self-governing 
Colonies, and the money has not been 
repaid to the Treasury. The same 
thing has occurred locally, and there 
seems to be an idea that when money 
is borrowed from the Treasury for a 
special purpose and the experiment is 
not a success, the Treasury must bear 
the brunt. That argument has been 
used in several cases. I frankly admit 
that on the Committee several years 
ago to which the right hon. Gentleman 
(Sir James Fergusson) has referred, I 
did not object to this particular 
scheme, because the Government were 
determined to have some kind of emigra- 
ap experiment, and they voted £30,000 
or it. 
because of the bud way in which it 
was carried out, but I think the 
present experiment has a far greater 
chance of success. I shall watch the 
experiment with interest, and it is 
because I believe it has greater chances 
of success that I do not oppose it so 
strongly. But I do oppose it in the 
interest of the taxpayer, and also 
because these people, whose emigration 
is to be provided for, could under 
just and reasonable conditions be quite 
as happy at home. 


Question put. 
(2.0.) The House divided :—Ayes 9 ; 
Noes 40.—(Div. List, No. 195.) 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time To-morrow. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to :—Parlia- 
mentary Deposits and Bonds Bill, Isie 
of Man (Customs) Bill, National Debt 
(Conversion of Exchequer Bonds) Bill, 
Post Office Act (1891) Extension Bill, 
Taxes (Regulation of Remuneration) 
Bill: — Amendments to Marriages 
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Abroad Bill: — Merchant Shippi 
Acts Amendment Bill, Pier and Har- 
bour Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, 
with an Amendment to each Bill :— 
Naval Knights of Windsor Bill. 





BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL (by Order). 
Lords Amendments considered forth- 
with, and agreed to. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL 
(No. 359.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL.—(No. 229.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


The experiment was a failure! pep aND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDER (No. 5) BILL. —(No. 369.) 


Lords Amendment to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


CHURCH BUILDING ACTS (COMPUL- 
SORY POWERS REPEAL) BILL- 
(No. 55.) 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


POLICE AND SANITARY REGULA- 
TIONS COMMITTEE. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of the 
Proceedings of the Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations, and of 
Section A and of Section B, be printed. 
[No. 328.] 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 429.) 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; read the 
third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 
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COLONIAL STOCK ACT (1877) AMEND- 
MENT BILL [Lords].—(No, 430.) 
Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, with Amendment; read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment, 





RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented,—of General Report 
on accidents that have occurred on the 
Railways of the United Kingdom 
during 1891 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented,—of Returns of 
Accidents and Casualties reported by 
the several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the three 
months ended 31st March, 1892, with 
Reports of Inspecting Officers upon 
certain accidents which were inquired 
into [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 


Copy presented,—of Returns by 
Railway Companies of the United 
Kingdom for the six months ended 
30th June 1892 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS. 
Hours oF Duty =xcEEDING TWELVE. 


Copy presented,—of Return of weekly 
paid Servants who were, during the 
month of December 1891, on duty on 
the Railways of the United Kingdom 
for more than twelve hours at a time, 
or who, after being on duty more than 
twelve hours, were allowed to resume 
work with less than eight hours’ rest 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Hours or Duty Excreepine TEN. 


Copy presented, of Return of 
weekly paid Servants who were, during 
the month of December 1891, on duty 
on the Railways of the United King- 
dom for more thap ten hours at a time, 
or who, after being on duty more than 
ten hours, were allowed to resume 
work with less than eight hours’ rest 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 








RAILWAYS (TIMES OF TRAINS). 


Copy presented,—of Return, for- 


alternate months of the year 189] 
commencing with January, from certain 
Railways of the United Kingdom, 
showing the arrival of all Passenger 
Trains at the Stations therein named, 
severally specified, as shown in the 
published Time Tables of the Com- 
panies, &c. [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 





FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND) [EXPENSES]. 

Resolution reported ; 

“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment to the Fishery Board for Scotland, out. 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of 
sums to be distributed by the Board among 
local sea fishery committees; and the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 


ment, of the personal and travelling expenses. 4 
of the members of the Fishery Board, which. ~ 


may become payable under the provisions of 
any Act of the present Session for altering 
the constitution of the Fishery Board for: 
Scotland, and amending the Law in regard to 
Sea Fisheries in Scotland.” 

Resolution agreed to. 


EAST INDIA (MILITAIY FECNIIER) 
EXPENDITURE. 

THe SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Axers-Dovenas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) : I should like to call your 
attention, Mr. Speaker, to the fact that 
the first Motion on the Paper was 
moved asan unopposed Return, whereas 
consent had not previously been ob- 
tained in favour of the Motion. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I understood it — 


was to be moved as an unopposed 

Return on behalf of the hon. Member? 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir; 

consent had not been obtained. 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Ques- 
tion put. 

House adjourned at ten minutes- 
after Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, 23rd June, 1892. 





REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR 
IRELAND. 


Earl of CLANWILLIAM. 
Viscount DonERAILE. 


(Claims to vote for Representative 
Peers for Ireland) — Ordered and 
Directed, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating 
that the Lord Chancellor of the United 
Kingdom has reported to the House of 
Lords that the right of the Earl of 
Clanwilliam and the Viscount Doneraile 
to vote at the elections of Representa- 
tive Peers for Ireland has been estab- 
lished to the satisfaction of him the 
said Lord Chancellor; and that the 
House of Lords has ordered such re- 
ports to be sent to the said Clerk of the 
Crown in Ireland. And it is hereby 
also ‘Ordered, That the said Reports of 
the said Lord Chancellor be sent to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


NEW PEER. 

The Right Honourable Robert 
Bourke, G.C.I.E., having been created 
Baron Connemara of Connemara in 
the County of Galway—Was in the 
usual manner introduced. 


CASUAL WARDS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.—(The Lord Henniker.) 


Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I have to present a Petition in 
regard to this Bill from the Guardians 
of the Kensington Union, and I may 
be allowed, perhaps, to say that I 
entirely concur with the statements 
set forcn in it, and as it is very short, 
with your Lordships’ permission I will 
read it— 

“Without expressing any opinion as to 
‘the desirability, or otherwise, of the provi- 
“sions of the Bill, your petitioners, as persons 
Anterested im the administration of the Poor 
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Law, are of swe that it is inexpedient that 


a measure embodying important questions of 
principle should be introduced into Parlia- 
ment at so late a period of the Session when 
the full consideration which such questions 
require cannot be given to them.” 

That, my Lords, is signed by several 
members of the Board of Guardians of 
the Union. 


Lorp BASING : My Lords, I wish 
to ask my noble Friend in charge of 
the Bill whether he thinks it absolutely 
necessary that it should be passed into 
law within the very short period that 
now remains of the present Session, 
that is to say, without adequate discus- 
sion. The subject is a very important 
one. I do not deny that the provision 
of casual wards in the Metropolis 
should be made uniform, and ought 
to be made subject to some more 
satisfactory authority; but it is not 
only the Guardians of certain Unions, 
who might have to be coerced into 
providing casual wards, who are 
concerned with the Bill, but the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board would 
have a right to say whether it is reason- 
able that such provision should be 
made without their view being heard. 
My Lords, I maintain that it is very 
important that they should be con- 
sidered, being, as they are, about the 
most influential and important body 
of voluntary workers in the Metro- 
polis, or any other part of the 
Kingdom. I believe they have not 
been consulted as to the very impor- 
tant part that is assigned to them by 
the Bill in relation to the management 
of casual wards. 


THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
CapoGan): My Lords, perhaps I may 
be allowed, in my private capacity, to 
say that I also presented a Petition the 
other day, very much of the same 
tenour as that presented by my noble 
Friend opposite, and I very much trust 
that the noble Lord who represents the 
Department will not press this Bill at 
this period of the Session. There is one 
clause in it which provides for an alter- 
native body who would have the autho- 
rity which the Board of Guardians at 
present have, and I think it is 
extremely undesirable, at this period of 
the Session, that they should be brought 
in in that way. Ishall be very glad to 
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hear that my noble Friend has no in- 
tention of proceeding with the Bill. 

Lorp HENNIKER: My Lords, this 
is a Bill of some importance, and one 
which will occupy the attention of 
Parliament hereafter ; but, in the face 
of the feeling that has been expressed 
in this House and. outside, that those 
who are connected with the different 
Boards of Guardians in London require 
more time to consider it, the President 
of the Local Government Board does 
not wish to press it, and therefore, with 
your Lordships’ permission, I will move 
that the Order for the Second Reading 
of the Bill be discharged. 


Motion (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Order for the 
Second Reading of the Bill be dis- 
charged.” —(The Lord Henniker.) 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I am 
very glad that the noble Lord has taken 
that course. I have no wish to oppose 
the Bill on its merits; but I am glad 
on the simple ground stated in the 
Petition, namely, that the various 
Boards of Guardians of London have 
not had an opportunity of thoroughly 
considering a measure which is to 
them of great importance. Otherwise, 
my Lords, the measure is one worthy 
of the consideration of your Lord- 
ships; but I think it is the more 
reasonable course not to press it. 

Lorpv HENNIKER: I hope it will 
be understood, as I expressed to your 
Lordships, that the reason why I with- 
drew the Bill was that the different 
Boards of Guardians wish for more 
time to consider the measure, which, 
however, is one of great importance. 


Motion agreed to; Order discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to 
be put into Committee read. 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, in 
moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee on this Bill, I think it dueto 
those of your Lordships who addressed 
me upon one subject the other day that 


Earl Cadogan 
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I should offer a few words of explana- 
tion on that subject— namely, with re- 
gard to the Christian Brothers. My 
noble Friend, Lord de Vesei, who is 
not, I think, in his place, asked me 
whether I would make a statement 
to-day with regard to the attitude of 
the Government on that question. In 
the course of the Debate om Monday 


night, it was intimated by several noble- 


Lords from Ireland that they were 
under the impression that the Govern- 
ment had made some arrangements with 
the Christian Brothers’ schools, whereby 
there should be some modification of 
the Conscience Clauses which they 
might be induced to accept, amd which 
would produce a novel state of things. 


My Lords, I wish to say—and I hope- 


the noble Lords will aecept the state- 
ment as genuine-—that there has been 
no arrangement whatever with refer- 
ence to any modification of the Con- 
science Clauses, constituted under legal 
sanction with especial reference to 
these schools. And, perhaps, if the 
House will allow me, I may read 
exactly what the First Lord of the 
Treasury did say upor that subject in 
the House of Commons. He said— 


“The suggestion had been made that his 
right hon. Friend gropennt, not merely to 
suggest to the consideration of the Commis- 
sioners two alternative Conscience Clauses, 
but alse desired to have the other rules and 
regulations of the Board overhauled, with a 
view of modifying the present system, b 
which education was lated in Irelan 
Suggestions had been made thathis right hon. 
Friend desired, either directly or indirectly, 
to open up the vexed and much controverted 
question of emblems. That was not the con- 
clusion from anything his right hon. Friend 
had said, and did not express either the view 
or inclination of the Government. That being 


so, he thought both his hon. Friends, who were: 


the only representatives that day of Ulster 
opinion on that question, would feel that the 
Government had not in any way attempted to 
import into this Bill question to which 
legitimate objection d@ be taken by any 
— of Protestant opinion in any part of 
Ireland.” _* 


| My Lords, it is true, therefore, that, 


inasmuch as nothing new was imported 
into these Conscience Clauses, nochange 
was contemplated in them. It is true 
that no mention whatever of these 
special schools is made in the Bill that 
I had the honour to introduce. There- 
fore I trust that your Lordships will 


understand that there has been nothing 
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novel in that respect; that the only 
means whereby these schools can come 
under the operation of the Act is by 
adopting one of the two Conscience 
Clauses sanctioned under Parliamen- 
tary enactment: either the one under 
Rules by the first Act, or that defined 
in the Act of 1878. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee upon the 
said Bill.” —(The Earl Cadogan.) 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: May 
I ask the noble Earl, whether it is the 
fact that they have the option now of 
having the Conscience Clause under 
the Act of 1878, or whether they are 
not obliged to conform themselves to 
the Conscience Clause under the Rules 
of the Commissioners ? 

Eart CADOGAN : The Government 
have taken no step themselves in that 
direction. All they have done is to 
refer the two Conscience Clauses for 
the consideration of the Commissioners ; 
there has been no arrangement for any 
modification of those Conscience 
Clauses, or for any alteration in them. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: That 
is not exactly what I wished to ask. I 
want to know whether these schools 
have now the option. If they have 
not, I understand that it is referred 
merely for the consideration of the 
Commissioners that they should be 
able to adopt the Conscience Clause 
of 1878. 

Eart CADOGAN: They have the 
option of adopting either as it is, as 
the law stands ; both Conscience 
Clauses are under the authority of 
legal enactment. The first, it is true, 
was made by conditions and rules by 
the Commissioners under the powers 


ofthe Act; and the Conscience Clause | P® 


of 1878 was made directly by the Act 
itself; but, as the law now stands, the 
Commissioners have the option, and all 
that was done by the Government was 
to refer the matter to the Com- 
missioners as to which they should 
adopt. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: The 
Commissioners have the option, no 
doubt, of imposing either Conscience 
Clause; but the school authorities, 
I apprehend, have not now the option, 


-although they might have the option 


if the Commissioners so resolved. 
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Eart CADOGAN : That is the very 
point that has been referred to them. 


Motion agreed to; House in Com- 
mittee according to order. 


Clause 1. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I 
think it is perhaps convenient that I 
should explain to the House the cir- 
cumstances under which I feel it my 
duty to withdraw the Amendment that 
stands in my name. It is found that 
it will be impossible to accept any 
Amendments to this Bill on the present 
occasion, owing to the position of 
affairs in another place, to which I 
cannot in detail refer; but I may 
simply say what I think many noble 
Lords know to be the fact, that, it 
any Amendments are proposed, and 
if this Bill goes back to the other 
House, the passing of it will be im- 
perilled; and I am afraid it is very 
doubtful whether it would ever 
be allowed to become law. My 
Lords, we consider that it is of vital 
importance that this Bill should 
become law during the present Session. 
Undoubtedly there are Amendments 
which might very properly be made to 
the Bill, and those Amendments are, | 
am sorry to say, required by certain 
deficiencies in the Bill which the noble 
Marquess pointed out the other day, 
and in some of which I entirely concur. 
My Lords, I think I have sufficiently 
shown that concurrence by having my- 
self placed on the paper an Amend- 
ment in the sense indicated by my 
noble Friend. But, all things con- 
sidered, I am afraid there is no other 
course open to us to pursue. We are 
anxious that this measure should be 
ssed during the present Session; we 
believe that if Amendments are carried, 
and the measure returns to another 
place, for reasons which all your Lord- 
ships are acquainted with, the passing 
of the measure will be greatly im- 
perilled; and, much as I regret it, our 
duty will be to resist any Amendments 
at this stage of the Bill. 


*THe Marquess or WATER- 
FORD: My Lords, the position of 
affairs seems to be that your Lordships 
are asked to pass a Bill which, as I 
endeavoured to point out on the Second 
Reading, has fifteen clauses applying 
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compulsion to Ireland, and one sub- 
section absolutely sweeping those fifteen 
clauses away. My Lords, but for a 
sense of deference to your Lordships, I 
should say that the Bill is absolute 
nonsense. As to the Amendments that 
I have put on the Paper, I think they 
are all of them very important; but I 
should be very sorry to imperil the 

ssing of this Bill, because I think it 
is a very important Bill, and will be of 
immense use to Ireland; and I cer- 
tainly should be the last one to move 
an Amendment if I thought that by 
doing so [ should imperil the Bill. But, 
my Lords, I think that this treatment 
of your Lordships’ House is not at all 
what it ought to be, if I maybe allowed 
to say so; it is an absolute mockery 
that your Lordships should be asked to 
consider the Bill, and then that your 
Lordships should be told that you are 
not allowed to amend it in Committee— 
not even to dot an i or cross a t; 
therefore it might just as well not have 
been sent up to your Lordships; and, 
though I am not prepared to move 
any Amendment, I must protest 
most emphatically against this treat- 
ment of your Lordships’ House. It is 
absolutely useless for your Lordships 
to sit here and consider a Bill, if you 
are not allowed to amend it. My 
Lords, under the circumstances, and 
after making this protest as strongly as 
I can, I shall certainly withdraw the 
Amendments that I have on the Paper, 
being told that if I move one of them, 
or carry one of them, it will lose the 
Bill; and it is for that reason alone 
that I take this course. 

THe Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, 
I cannot too strongly endorse every 
word that has fallen from my noble 
Friend. Speaking for the part of 
Ireland with which I am connected, I 
can only say that, if the Bill passes in 
its present form, it will be an absolutely 
dead letter; but of course, in the face 
of the statement made by my noble 
Friend, the Lord Privy Seal, I can only 
acquiesce, and I also withdraw the 
Amendment that I was about to move 
in the place of Lord de Vesci, who is 
unfortunately absent. 

‘Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
have heard the statement that has just 
been made by the Lord Privy Seal with 
some surprise, because it appears to 


The Marquess of Waterford 
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place us in a very unfortunate and 
peculiar position. There was great 
anxiety expressed in another place for 
an early Dissolution, but they were 
assured that that was impossible, at 
any rate so early as was desired, 
because, if it took place, it would be 
impossible for this House to consider 
the Bills that were being sent up to it, 
and to make the Amendments which 
might be the result of their considera- 
tion. And now, my Lords, the 
Dissolution having been postponed, we 
are told that if we consider Bills, and 
make Amendments in them, it would 
be impossible for those Bills to pass, 
and therefore we must make no 
Amendments. 

Eart CADOGAN : Not all Bills. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: This appears 
to be the most important of those that 
have come before this House. The 
other House have been told that 
it is impossible to dissclve so early 
as was anticipated, and was generally 
desired by many, on that account ; 
and then, when we come to the con- 
sideration of Bills, we are told that if 
we consider them—and it is no use 
considering unless we can act upon 
that consideration—the Bills will be 
lost, because there is not time to con- 
sider them in the other House. With 
reference to the subject itself of this 
measure, I certainly cannot help feel- 
ing that, in introducing a measure of 
this description into Ireland for the 
first time, probably the end, which all 
of us desire, would be likely to be 
better attained ultimately by proceed- 
ing without framing too hard and fasta 
line, allowing a little power of relaxa- 
tion beyond even what one would de- 
sire, perhaps, ultimately tosee. You may 
mitigate the difficulty of enforcing it in 
the first instance, and may gradu- 
ally bring about the state of things 
you desire more effectually, in that way 
than if, in the first instance, you tried 
to do too much. Personally, therefore, 
although I quite see that this is a 
very elastic clause, I can conceive 
that, not looking to the moment only, 
but looking forward, when. you have 
introduced this system and gradually 
put it into force, you may ultimately 
find yourselves in as oak @ position 
as if you had done more in the first in- 
stance, 
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Lords, I am particularly interested in | 
the Amendments that were to have been | 
moved by the noble Marquess, because, | 
as a Magistrate, I shall have to ad-| 
minister this Act, and I look forward 
with considerable apprehension as to 
how I am to put the Act into force. 
But certainly, in view of the very im- 
portant character of this measure, I do 
not think that anything of that sort 
should stand in the way of the Bill 
being passed this Session. If it is 
found practically difficult to carry out, 
I have no doubt that the Lord Privy 
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| which they take is that if the 


Deputies Bill. 1782 


One objection 
ty 
Coroner comes to be an applicant after- 


and Ithink reasonably. 


| wards for the office of Coroner, the fact 


that he has been so approved may be 
raised and alleged as a reason for 
appointing him in the place of any 
others who are competitors with him. 
And I think the principle is an unsound 
one. I think that the person who 
appoints should be the person toapprove 
the appointment of the deputy. I shall 
therefore move, as an Amendment, to 
leave out the words ‘‘ Lord Chancellor” 
and insert the words “Council who 


Seal, who has had considerable ex- | have appointed the Coroner’’; and then 
perience in the charge of Irish mea- | there is a consequential Amendment, to 
sures, may very likely have, in a short leave out the word “ the” and insert 
space of time—or whoever may happen | the word “‘ such.” 








to have the charge of Irish business— | 
to deal with an Amendment of this im- | 
portant Act. But whatever defects | 
there may be in the Bill, they should | 
not be allowed to stand in the way of | 


passing this very important measure. | 


Bill reported without amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; Bill 
to be read 3* To-morrow. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 
Clause 1. 


Lorv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
this Bill proposes that— 

“Every coroner in a county or borough 
shall appoint, by writing under his hand, a fit 
person, approved by the Lord Chancellor, not 
Ddeing an 


To the appointment of a deputy in this 
way I take no objection; the only point 
that I raise is as to the authority that 
1s to approve the appointment. It 
appears to me that, where the Council 
of a borough or county make the appoint- 
ment of the principal, the Coroner him- 
self, it would be better that they should 
approve of the deputy, rather than that 
the Lord Chancellor should. My Lords, 
if you trust them to appoint the 


derman or councillor of the Council | 
who appointed the corcner, to be his deputy.” | 


Amendments moved, in page 1, line 
7, omit the words (‘* Lord Chancellor”) 
and insert in lieu thereof (‘* Council 
who have appointed the Coroner”) ; 
and in line 8 omit (‘‘ the’) and insert 
such”).—(The Lord Herschell.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
| Lords, my noble and learned Frien 
_was good enough to call my attention 
'to this point the other day. I am 
| sorry to say that at that time I did not 
know anything of the history of the 
| Bill; but I understand now that it was 
originally a Bill introduced by a private 
Member, and afterwards taken charge 
of by the Government. With regard 
to the Amendment that my noble and 
learned Friend has moved, I confess 
| that I do not regard it as of great im- 
| portance one way or the other; but I 
| have ascertained that this matter was 
the subject of Debate in the House of 
Commons, and a Division was taken 
upon it; and I should be disposed to 
‘leave the Bill as it is, and not to 
accept the Amendment. The reason, 
I understand, that was urged for the 
|Amendment, was that where the 
| Counci! of a borough appoints the 
| Coroner, there is no such provision. 
| The freeholders, as your Lordships are 
| aware, originally had the appointment 
of the Coroner, until, under the Local 
| Government Bill, the appointment was 


* 





principal, you can surely trust them to! given to the County Councils. The 


appoint the deputy; and I do not see | 
any reason for bringing the Lord Chan- 
cello 


oe as I understand it, in the 
ouse of Commons, was whether there 


cellor into the matter at all. Objection | should be a uniformity in practice, both 
is taken to this by some of the Councils, in the counties and boroughs, and as to 
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that whether the counties should con- 
form to the practice in the boroughs, 
or whether the boroughs should con- 
form to the practice in the counties; 
and it was determined that the approval 
should be by the Lord Chancellor. 
My Lords, I am sure the Lord Chan- 
cellor, either the present or any future 
holder of the office, is not anxious to 
increase the number of his respon- 
sibilities; but I think the objection 
taken by my noble and learned Friend 
is nota very soundone. I do not think 
that making the appointment subject 
to approval means a veto; it is 
not that the Lord Chancellor inter- 
venes in the question of an absolute 
preference for this or that particular 
officer ; it is that, ifthere is any objection 
to him, the Lord Chancellor may exer- 
cise a veto. The words are “‘ with the 
approval,” I am.aware ; but one knows 
what that means; that is practically 

iving a veto if there is any objection. 
And, my Lords, inasmuch as_ the 
Coroner is a judicial person, I think, 
if any veto is to be exercised, it should 
be exercised by some person entrusted 
with judicial powers, and not a popular 
body. I therefore must say that I am 
not able to accept the Amendment of 
my noble and learned Friend. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I am rather surprised to hear 
the argument of my noble and learned 
Friend. It is no doubt a fair mode of 
putting the case to say that an officer, 
who is a quasi judicial officer, should be 
appointed by a judicial person. 

HE LORD CHANCELLOR: I did 
not say appointed. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: That 
his appointment should be approved,— 
that argument is worthy of considera- 
tion. But in this case I cannot see 
what force there is in it, because Par- 
liament has decided that, not only the 
deputy, but the principal officer, who is 
a judicial, or quasi judicial, officer, 
shall be appointed by the Council; 
therefore the matter is decided in the 
very teeth of the principle which the 
noble and learned Lord wishes to apply 
to this case. I have always heard that 
it was a principle that the greater in- 
cluded the less; but in the present 
case the Lord Chaneellor seems to 
think that the less is of more impor- 
tance than the greater, because he 


The Lord Chancellor 
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argues that in the case merely of 
appointing a deputy you want the con- 
firmation of a high law officer, and not 
in the case of the Coroner him- 
self. I see no object in the 
Lord Chancellor confirming in this 
case ; heis less able to judge whether 
the deputy is a fit person than the 
County Council, because he cannot 
know the qualifications of the different 
people in the county likely to fill the 
office so well as the Council. There- 
fore, why should we go out of our way 
to give to the Lord Chancellor a 
troublesome duty, which is not in the 
slightest degree necessary, and to take 
away from the counties that which 
seems an obvious part of their busi- 
ness; and why we should put this 
slight upon them I am unable to con- 
ceive. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
my noble and learned Friend is under 
a misapprehension, I think, in one 
respect. He said that there was a dis- 
cussion in the other House on this 
point. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Sol 
was told. 

Lorpj HERSCHELL: But I am 
told that the proposition for the inser- 
tion of ‘‘the Lord Chancellor,” and 
insisting upon it, came from the 
Government, and, as I am further told, 
under the impression that the Lord 
Chancellor insisted upon it. So far as 
the Home Office were concerned, I am 
told that they were quite prepared to 
put it in the way I suggest, but they 
said they could not, because the Lord 
Chancellor insisted that the appoint- 
ment should have his approval. There- 
fore I do not think it would be found 
that there would be the slightest diffi- 
culty in the other House in accepting 
my Amendment. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: All I 
can say is that the Lord Chancellor 
never heard of it till my noble and 
learned Friend was good enough to 
call my attention to the fact. But if 
it is the fact that the Government sup- 
ported it in the other House, I must 
say at once that, without consulting 
them, I cannot express their opinion 
upon the point. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: Perhaps if I 
put the Amendment off till the Third 
Reading, my noble and learned Friend 
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would inquire if that is so, and then, 
if there is no objection, except the sup- 
posed objection from himself, perhaps 
we might amend the clause at that 
time. 

Tate LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
have no objection to put it off for the 
Third Reading, and in the meantime I 
will inquire. Speaking for myself, I 
must say that I regard with very great 
jealousy Bills being introduced by 
private Members and afterwards 
adopted by the Government without 
sufficient knowledge. 

Bill reported without amendment: 
‘Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 
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BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (accordizrg to 
order). 


Amendments made. 


Clause 62. 


*Lorp WATSON : My Lords, I have 
an Amendment to move on Clause 62. 
I propose that your Lordships should 
delete the words in line 22, «‘ nor as an 
‘election agent in any Parliamentary 
election.” I may call attention to the 
fact that by Clause 61 the Commis- 
sioners are empowered to appoint a 
clerk, and the duties of the clerk are 
prescribed by that section ; but not one 
-of the duties required of the clerk by 
this Act has the smallest reference to 
Parliamentary elections. Clause 62 
-as originally framed forbade the clerk 
or any partner or any person in his 
employ or that of his partner to act as 
agent er solicitor im the trial of any 
Offence in the police court. That en- 
actment is a very proper one, which I 
should net.ask your Lardships te dis- 
turb. Then.it goes.on to provide that 
‘these officials, who are in mo wise con- 
mected with Parliamentary elections 
from the duties they are to perform, 
shall ibe incapable of acting as 
agents in any Parliamentary elec- 
tion—a provision for which I can find 
no justification whatever in the facts of 
the case, and which would, I am cer- 
tain, put Parliamentary candidates, in 
many parts of Scotland, to a great deal 
of inconvenience and much disadvan- 
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tage. I do not know that it is neces- 
sary to say more; but I should like 
to point out to the noble Lord in 
2 of the Bill, that although this 
Bill been before the country and 
before the House for the last ten years, 
this Amendment was not known until 
the other day to those parties 
who are personally interested in the 
matter. One reason, I observe, that 
was urged for not permitting them 
to discharge these duties was that 
they are well-paid officials. That may be 
true of one or two town clerks to the 
larger cities and burghs; but when 
I tell your Lordships that these are 
gentlemen of good standing and position 
in their profession, and that the rate of 
remuneration for the duties of police 
clerk ranges from the large sum of 
between £5 and £10 in some burghs 
to sometimes £50, and in a very few 
cases reaching or exceeding £100, I 
think your Lordships will not regard 
it as a proper provision to make them 
rely solely upon their salary as clerk. 
But, my Lords, there is a still further 
objection. I am sure that all those 
who are concerned in the administra- 
tion of the law will feel the force of 
the observation that I make, namely, , 
that legislation upon a subject which 
the Bill does not contemplate— 
which is beyond the scope of the Bill— 
ought not to be hidden away in the 
middle of a single clause in a Bill of 
five hundred and odd clauses. The 
Bill deals with police administration 
exclusively, and this Amendment, which 
was introduced at the eleventh hour, 
which occupies about half of one line 
in this enormous Bill, is a piece of 
legislation which has reference solely 
to the Representation of the People 
(Scotland) Act. My Lords, I move the 
Amendment that stands in my name. 


Amendment, in page 28, line 22, 
delete (‘‘ nor as an election agent in any 
Parliamentary elections.”)—(The Lord 
Watson.) 


Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, I am 
quite prepared to accept this Amend- 
ment, and I think that some of the 
reasons which the noble Lord has 
urged are very forcible, and will un- 
doubtedly make impression upon your 
Lordships’ minds, The one, I may 
say, which influences me most in 
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accepting the Amendment is the one 
which the noble Lord put last, namely, 
that this is not really a subject that 
ought to be legislated upon in this 
Bill; it appertains to Election Law; 
and, if the change in the law that is 
proposed is right, as to which at the 
present moment I do not think it 
necessary to express an opinion, I 
think it ought rather to be made as an 
Amendment to the General Election 
Law of the country than, as the noble 
Lord says, hidden away in a Bill deal- 
ing entirely with municipal matters. 


Amendment agreed to. 






Clause 62, as amended, agreed to: 
Further Amendments made. 


Bill, as amended, agreed to: Stand- 
ing Committee negatived ; and Bill to 
be reported To-morrow. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 
House in Committee (according to 


’ order). 


Viscount MIDLETON: My Lords, 
before I move the Amendment which 
stands in my name, I should like just 
to explain to your Lordships whai its 
effect would be. At present, as I read 
the Bill, the Post Office has complete 
power, if it thinks fit, either to place 
overhead wires in a neighbourhood, or, 
if the owners of the property object to 
overhead wires, to take them before the 
Railway Commissioners, and to put 
private individuals to a large expense 
in consequence of their thwarting this 
influential Government Department. 
My Lords, I think that is scarcely fair. 
I may tell your Lordships that many of 
the inhabitants of Wimbledon, who are 
thirty thousand in number, object 
strongly to overhead wires; and the 
County Council of Surrey, of which I have 
the honour to be a member, absolutely 
refuses to allow any overhead wires 
under any circumstances; therefore 
we cannot be surprised if those who 
are subject to this authority think they 
are rather hardly treated if the Post 
Office has the power,.-which I under- 
stand it will have by the Bill, to fasten 
overhead wires upon them. My Lords, 
the clause which I have drafted, and 
which I venture to move, would, I 


Lord Balfour 
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think, not do any injustice to the Post 
Office, and it would certainiy be a 
great satisfaction to those who are 
immediately affected by it. I may be 
met by the remark that this clause 
ought to have been moved in another 
place when the Bill was in Committee. 
The simple reason why it was not is 
that Bills have been so hurried, I do. 
not say intentionally, in another place 
during the last ten days or a fortnight 
that it would have been undoubtedly 
impossible for those affected by this 
provision to know what was going on. 
li they had been aware, this Amend- 
ment would have been moved in 
ancther place; as it is, I venture to 
move it now. 


Amendment moved, 


In Clause 1, page 1, after Section 2, add 
“Provided always, that the Postmaster 
General shall not consider that the inhabi- 
tants of any district or any Public Authority 
are debarred from the public convenience of 
telegraphic communication im any case where 
it is practicable to effect such communication 
by means of underground wires, and where 
such refusal to consent to the construction or 
maintenance of a work arises from the cir- 
cumstance that the telegraphic communica- 
tion is effected, or is intended to be effected, 
by means of overhead and not by means of un- 
derground wires.”—(7he Viscount Midleton.) 


Lorp BALFOUR : My Lords, I am 
unable to accept the Amendment ; but 
I think there is a point which I must 
take beforehand. The noble Lord 
moves it as a proviso to Clause 1, 
and it is obvious that it is a proviso 
to Clause 2. We must dispose of 
Clause 1 before I make the answer to 
what the noble Lord has said. 


Clause 1, 
agreed to. 


without Amendment, 


Clause 2. 


*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, taking 
the proviso as moved to this clause, 
I must ask the House not to accept 
it. I think, if your Lordships will 
look at the clause, you will see 
that it is designed only to meet 
extreme cases, and is certaimly one 
that wili not be used unless it is abso- 
lutely necessary, because the delay and 
meee which will be caused by it, not 
only to private individuals, but also 
to the Government Department itself, 
will be sufficient guarantee, I think, 
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that the machinery will not be put in 
force except in an extremely urgent 
case. The noble Lord has raised the 
question of overhead wires and under- 
ground communication. My Lords, I 
shall agree with him in the abstract 
that underground wires are very much 
better than overhead wires when that 
method of communication can be 
obtained, and probably the House will 

with that in the abstract; but the 
design of Clause 2is only to provide forthe 
extension of the telephone into sparsely 
populated districts and to places where 
the expense of carrying a wire under- 
ground would practically be prohibitive, 
and if this proviso were put in it would 
nullify Clause 2 altogether, and really 
would have the result of making one 
or two owners complete masters of the 
situation, enabling their prejudices to 
prevent all telephonic communication 
in the district. The provision which 
is contained in the clause was deliber- 
ately approved of by a Select Com- 
mittee of the other House, and 
it is in strict accordance with the 
recommendations of the Committee 
on telephone and telegraph wires 
appointed by the other House in 1885. 
It has been a long time before the 
public and Parliament, and I hope 
that the House will not accept the 
Amendment which is now moved. I 
have only to say finally that in many 
cases the working of the ordinary line 
of a telegraph, and still more of a tele- 
phone, would be seriously affected if it 
had to be laid underground. I do not 
say that that is of universal application, 
but the acceptance of this proviso might 
force the Post Office into an expense 
which would be prohibitive, and would 
altogether prevent the extension of 
telephonic communication to the dis- 
tricts to which it is intended to ex- 
tend it. 


Viscount MIDLETON: My Lords, 
I very much regret the decision at 
which the Post Office has arrived. I 
think the proviso that I have ventured 
to suggest for insertion would only have 
done scant justice to those affected by 
it; but Ido not propose at this late 
period of the Session to put your Lord- 
ships to the trouble of dividing upon 
the Amendment, especially as the Go- 
vernment have taken up their position, 





and I should probably be beaten if EI 
did so. 


Amendment (by leave cf the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clauses 3, 4, and 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6. 

Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, the 
object of this Amendment which I have 
to move is to prevent the alteration of 
the law by a side wind in a matter on 
which it should not be altered without 
the full knowledge of all concerned. 
The Bill as it stands, especially Clause 
6, would give the London County 
Council certain powers within the City 
of London which are now exercised by 
the Commissioners of Sewers, and the 
object of the Amendment is to maintain 
the existing law which was settled after 
careful discussion when the Electric 
Lighting Act of 1882 was passing 
through Parliament. The only effect 
of the Amendment, so far as 
we know, is to preserve the juris- 
diction of the Commissioners of 
Sewers in the City of London, but it 
has, of course, this other effect, of 
which I think your Lordships will ap- 
prove: that if this Amendment is in- 
serted there can be no difference be- 
tween the Local Authority which has 
to exercise the powers under this Bill 
and the Local Authority which gives 
or withholds consent under the Elec- 
tric Lighting Act, 1882. On those 
grounds, my Lords, I beg to move the 
Amendment. 


Amendment moved, 


To omit the word (“in”) in line 32 to the 
word (“ Council ”) in line 35, and insert (“ of 
the Local Authority as defined by the Electric 
Lighting Act, 1 for the district within 
which such electric line is laid.”)—(The Lord 
Balfour.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, agreed to; and to 
be reported To-morrow. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, this 
Bill provides for an increase of sala- 
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ries of the Land Purchase Commis- 
sioners, and for reducing their number 
when vacancies occur, if the business 
should permit. I beg to move that 
the Bill be read a second time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*."—(The Earl Cadogan.) 


Tur Marquess or WATERFORD: 
I should like to ask my noble Friend 
the Lord Privy Seal why this increase 
of salaries should not be for this year. 
The Land Purchase Commissioners ap- 
parently will have just as much to do 
this year as next year. What is the 
object for the increase of salaries 
being postponed for a whole year ? 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, the 
Bill is practicaily a Treasury Bill, and 
is one with which this House, I am 
afraid, is incompetent to deal; but I 
will make inquiries, and will answer 
my noble Friend’s question at the next 
stage. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 





DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
REPORT OF AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order). 
Clause 9. 

*Tor Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I have a further Amend- 
ment upon the Paper, which I beg to 
move in consequence of the statement 
made by my noble Friend when we 
were discussing this Bill on the Second 
Reading. At that time I objected to a 
smaller sum than £100, which is the 
sum named under the present law, 
being applied to drainage and other 
improvements in Ireland; and my 
noble Friend stated that this clause 
only applied to buildings, to which I 
should have no objection ; but I think it 
is a ridiculous thing to talk of creating 
@ drainage district and allowing an 
advance of £50. I, therefore, beg to 


move the Amendment that stands in 
my name. ° 
Amendment moved, in page 3, line 
27, after (‘loan ’’) to insert (‘‘for the 
erection of buildings ’’).—(The Marquess 
of Waterford.) 
Earl Cadogan 
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Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, as I 
intimated on the last occasion that the 
Irish Government take the same view 
as the noble Marquess takes with re- 
gard to this clause, I see no objection 
to his Amendment if it is satichachont 
to him, 

Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


(Ireland) Bill. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). 

Lorp COLVILLE or CULROSS: 
My Lords, I have been requested, by 
my noble Friend, Lord Stalbridge, to 
move the Amendment that stands in 
his name; but, with your Lordships’ 
permission, I will defer doing so till 
the Third Reading to-morrow, when I 
will submit it to you in an amended 
form. 

Bill reported without amendment: 
Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1382) AMENDMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Eart STANHOPE: My Lords, this 
Bill has passed through the other 
House of Parliament by general assent} 
its object is merely to give the Com- 
missioners of Works power to extend 
the Schedule of the Act of 1882, which 
refers to ancient monuments, and I 
trust your Lordships will give the Bill 
a Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*.""—(The Earl Stanhope.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac» 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole 
morrow. 
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CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
BILL. 


SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Tae LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Viscount Cransrook) : My 
Lords, this is a Bill to give more elas- 
ticity to the division of the money, 
which division is at present fixed by 
Act of Parliament as a certain amount 
for England and a certain amount 
for Ireland; this Bill will enable the 
money to be divided by the Treasury 
and the Agricultural Department 
together as it is required by the one 
country and the other; and I trust 
your Lordships will give the Bill a 
Second Reading. 

Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 
2." —(The Viseount Cranbrook.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* ac- 
cordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2." —(The Viscount Cranbrook.) 


“THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, this is a very peculiar Bill ; 
it is very much on the lines of the Bill 
your Lordships discussed the other 
night, but it is a thousand times 
worse. for the landlords of Ireland; 
it proposes to put upon the fee a 
very large sum of money indeed— 
namely, loans advanced under pre- 
vious Acts of Parliament. The 
Drainage Bill merely dealt with loans 
of the future; this Bill deals with 
loans of the past. Clause 6 states 
that— 

“Sections 5 and 6 of the Public Works 
Loans Act, 1889, shall apply to any rent- 
ry created before the passing of this 


And then it goes on to say that it shall 
apply to any rent-charge created either 
before or after the Act of 1881; there- 
fore it takes in the whole of the ad- 
vances in Ireland. Now these Sec- 
tions 5 and 6 of the Act of 1889 were 
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so complicated that at the time I asked 
a question upon them, and in repl 
for the Government the noble 

(Lord Cadogan) said he was not sur- 
prised at io feeling of uncertainty 
which I described as existing as to 
the exact interpretation to be placed on 
these sections, and he promised that 
the matter should be looked into, and 
he would give me further information. 
But, my Lords, from that day to this, 
I am sorry to say, my noble Friend 
never gave me that information. My 
Lords, the effect of applying those 
sections to this Bill is simply that it 
will add very much to the complica- 
tion, because, if those sections were 
complicated as applied to the former 
Act, they will be a thousand times 
more complicated under this Bill as ap- 
plied to many other charges of a dif- 
ferent description. This Bill brings in 
rent-charges under other Acts which are 
entirely different from the Drainage Act ; 
it brings in the 1881 charges as well, 
which are far more complicated. There- 
fore I think it is essential that we 
should know what we are passing into 
law before we pass this Bill with this 
clause in it, because nobody, up to the 
present time, has explained what those 
sections mean. The general object of 
this Bill is simply to make the land- 
lords ultimately liable for loans made 
to tenants. My Lords, the landlords 
of Ireland have protested against these 
loans being made over and over again. 
We know perfectly well that those 
loans have very often been obtained 
by tenants and very badly applied ; 
we have seen it all over the country: 
We have not had one word to say 
as to the granting of these loans; 
our protests have not been attended 
to; loans have been made to tenants 
by the Board of Works against our 
wish and advice. And now, my Lords, 
the Board of Works actually come 
down, at this period of the Session, 
when they know there is no attendance 
in another place, and slip in these 
clauses, which are virtually to place 
the re-payment of these loans upon the 
fee simple of the landlord’s property. 
My Lords, in the Drainage Bill the 
other night, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment took credit for the fact that, at 
any rate, the landlords would have a 
veto if one-third objected to the drain- 
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age scheme ; but here they have never 
had a veto at all, and Her Majesty’s 
Government admit that a veto would 
be necessary if they are to be made 
responsible. My Lords, the sum of 
money is very large indeed. I have 
taken a Return of the 3lst March, 
1891, of the Board of Works itself, 
which says that their land improve- 
inent loans amount to 5,070 in number, 
and in amount to £1,304,053; and 
their district drainage loans amount in 
money to £608,000. It is fair to say 
that some of the former have been bor- 
rowed by the landlords, and therefore, 
of course, the landlords are liable to 
the amount borrowed by themselves ; 
but a very large proportion was bor- 
rowed by the tenants, and it is sought 
to make the landlords responsible 


for that. But here, in addition, my 
Lords, is a loan to the tenants 
under the Land Act of 1881, 


amounting to £608,000, every bit of it 
borrowed by the tenants against the 
landlords’ wish; and it is sought to 
put the whole of that, on the termina- 
tion of the tenancy, upon the owner 
in fee. I do not think that a more 
monstrous proposal has ever been 
made ; it is nothing but unadulterated 
robbery. The noble Marquess, the 
Prime Minister, the other night said 
that somebody must pay; but surely 
the noble Marquess would not wish the 
— person to pay. No doubt the 
Board of Works has committed itself ; 
and I think it would not be at all a bad 
plan if a Committee of your Lordships’ 
House inquired into the proceedings 
of the Board of Works in Ireland ; I 
can assure your Lordships that they 
require looking into carefully. The 
Board of Works advance money to all 
sorts.of people who are incompetent to 
repay it, and now, because they have 
made a number of bad debts which are 
on their books, they are going to try 
and make the persons who did not 
borrow the money repay them, in 
order to try and put the matter right. 
What would your Lordships think 
of any tradesman, who, because he 
had bad debts, tried to make some- 
one else pay them? That is very 
much what the noble Marquess hinted 
at the other day on the Drainage 
Bill. My Lords, I pass to another 


point—one which was very carefully 
The Marquess of Waterford 
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debated. I am not sure whether the 
Amendments were put in in your Lord- 
ships’ House or not; but under Section 
31 of the- Act of 1881 the Board of 
Works were only allowed to lend the 
money to a tenant when they were 
satisfied that the tenancy or security 
which the tenant might have to offer 
was such as to insure repayment of 
principal and interest within such 4 
number of years as the Treasury might 
fix. That is what the Board of Works 
have not done, to my certain know- 
ledge. , And Sub-section 52 further ex- 
pressly provided that any such loan 
should not have priority over rent— 
and yet here, by this Bill, it is to have 
priority over everything the landlord 
possesses—uniess the landlord was a 
party to the advance, and agreed to 
postpone the rent to the advance, 
But, my Lords, the landlord did not 
agree in these cases." And it was 
further provided that the loan shall 
not have priority over any charge or 
incumbrance of the tenant of which 
the Board of Works may have had 
notice in writing given them before 
making the advance. The effect of 
that is that the landlord, the 
owner in fee, is to pay this charge, 
and anybody else, from whom the 
tenant has borrowed money, will come 
in before the landlord, the owner in 
fee, if he has given notice ; and the in- 
cumbrancer, who has given notice, has 
priority over the landlord’s interest, 
and even over the Board of Works 
claim. This, again, is a monstrous 
suggestion. But, my Lords, there is 
another point. Last year the noble and 
learned Lord mentioned, when the 
Drainage Bill was before the House, 
that there was a suit which had not 
been decided in Ireland, the case of the 
‘« Attorney General v. Ireland.” That 
was a suit for the recovery of £1,007 
of these loans. In the case of Mr. 
Ireland, the tenancy had come to an 
end, and the Board of Works sought 
to make him pay for moneys that the 
tenant had borrowed, and for all the 
arrears due by the tenant. That case 
was tried in the High Court of Justice,. 
Ireland, and it was unanimously di 

missed with costs. Therefore this. 
clause in the Bill is to over-ride that 
decision. And, my Lords, more than. 
that, in this Bill there is a provisiom 
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in the Schedule to wipe out that 


claim as against Mr. Ireland; and 
therefore Mr. Ireland, because he took 
action last year, is to have his claim 
wiped out, and every other landlord in 
Ireland is to pay the interest on these 
charges. Nothing in the world, I 
think, can better show how unfair 
this proposal is. My Lords, I pass 
on to Clause 7 of this Bill, by which it 
is proposed— 

“In addition to any sum on pe in respect 
of principal and interest under any loan here- 
after ted, or in respect of any rent-charge 
Semler granted” — 


my Lords, I am not a draftsman, 
but I should have thought a rent-charge 
is not granted ; I should have thought 
that “‘ created” was the proper werd 
there— 

“by the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland, there shall be paid to the said 
Commissioners one shilling in the pound on 
the said sum as receiver's fees thereon.” 

The effect of this clause is that 
the landlord will have, in addition 
to the other charges placed upon him, 
a charge of a shilling per cent. to 
pay if the tenant makes default, 


and the rent-charge is not paid 
within one month. I think that isa 
most monstrous proposal. What is 


proposed to be done is simply that a 
receiver is to be established to recover 
this debt if the tenants do not pay, 
and the charge of a shilling is to be 
added for the payment of the receiver's 
fees. Naturally, my Lords, if a tenant 
does refuse to pay, and the Board of 
Works can come down on the owner in 
fee, and can force the owner to pay 
not only the interest on the original 
grant, but this receiver's fee as well, 
they will do so. It is a curious thing, 
but that entirely over-rides the Act of 
1887, by which, in any proceedings 
against the tenant, including proceed- 
ings by the Board of Works, where 
there is an order for payment by 
instalments, if the tenant proves that 
he cannot pay any charge, he is to 
have a reasonable time given him for 
payment. If the tenant isto have time 
without a receiver being put on, why 
should not the landlord have time 
also? I cannot see why there is to be 
one law for one class and another law 
for another class. My Lords, I pass 
to Clause 9. Here is a clause which I 
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believe does not exist in any other Act 
of Parliament at the present time, as I 
am informed on good authority. Here 
is a subordinate department in Ireland 
given power to levy charges upon the 
fee. I draw noble Lords’ attention to 
this, because I think it is a legal 
question— 

“A certificate aes to be under the 

common seal of the Commissioners of Public 
Works in Ireland shall be conclusive evidence 
—(i) That any sum stated therein to be due 
to the Commissioners and to be charged on 
any property named therein is so due and 
charged.” 
That is to say, if the Board of Works, 
Ireland—and I say distinctly that the 
Board of Works, Ireland, is not to be 
trusted—choose to charge any property 
in Ireland with a sum of money, the 
owner of that property has no appeal 
whatever. That again, I think, is an 
outrageous proposal. In this very 
case of Mr. Ireland who appealed 
against the decision of the Board of 
Works, and saved paying £1,007 in costs, 
he would have been unable to have 
appealed underthisclause. Why should 
this suberdinate Department of the 
Treasury in Ireland be given this power 
to place any charge upon any property 
without any appeal whatever? My 
Lords, I shall certainly, in Committee 
on this Bill, move the rejection of these 
clauses, or at any rate try to effect 
their amendment. I should prefer 
the rejection of them, and I hope the 
noble Lord will agree that these clauses 
should be left out of this Bill. 


Viscount MIDLETON : My Lords, 
I think this Bill is the most flagrant 
instance of ex post facto legislation 
that I have ever seen since I had the 
honour to have a seat in thise House. 
The original Act placed the tenants in 
this position: that, upon the interest 
which had been created by them under 
the Land Act, they were permitted to 
borrow a certain sum of money; that 
sum of money and the objects to which 
it was to be applied were to be defined 
and regulated by the Board of Works, 
Ireland—no other body had any 
responsibility, except the Treasury, 
who were behind the Board of Works. 
The landlord was not consulted; he 
had no power of objection, although he 
might be perfectly aware that the 
money obtained would not be honestly 
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spent, and that the objects professed to 
be aimed at were not the real objects 
for which the money was borrowed. 
Instances occur to everyone, who has 
any knowledge of the course of things 
in Ireland, in which such things have 
actually been done. My Lords, what 
happens? A Bill is introduced into 
another place at the fag end of the 
Session. The Members who represent 
the interests of the tenants are 
thoroughly alive to every dodge and 
device by which a further portion of 





the landlords’ interest can be 
confiscated. My Lords, I do not 
blame them in the least; they 


are there to represent a particular 
class, and they do their duty admir- 
ably ; but the landlords of the South 
and West of Ireland are almost entirely 
unrepresented in another place, and 
the consequence is that clause after 
clause has been slipped into Bills 
affecting Ireland which never would 
have passed your Lordships’ House 
for a single moment if the full purport 
of them had been understood. I can- 
not at all subscribe to the doctrine of 
the noble Marquess the Prime Minister, 
that somebody must pay. Of course 
somebody must pay. A person who 
has made an unfortunate advance 
always has to pay, and why not 
the Board of Works and the Treasury ? 
If they think proper, without consult- 
ing anyone interested in the land, to 
place a particular value upon a parti- 
cular security, and they find out that 
they have made a bad bargain, why 
should they be allowed to add another 
security over which they ought to have 
no control? It is not common fair 
play between man and man. If the 
landlords are eventually to be mulcted 
in the advances made upon the security 
of the tenants’ interest, let the thing 
be fairly stated, and let them have an 
opportunity of objecting, if they think fit, 
to the advance which is sought to be 
made. And now, because the Court 
of Appeal has wisely decided that the 

are under no liability, we have a Bi 

brought into the other House, and 
finally brought up to this House, which 
is to place upon them a liability which 
does not attach to them at present 
by law, but is to be placed upon them 


by ex post facto legislation on the part 
of your Lordships’ House. I really 


Viscount Midleton 
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trust that a Bill, which so manif 
infringes the principles upon whi 
your Lordships’ House has always 
acted, will not be allowed to become 
law in its present shape. Personally 
I would far rather see it thrown ont 
altogether than passed with these 
clauses in it to which the noble Mar. 
quess has called attention. I do 

that the common principles of fairness 
will not be departed from in this 
instance, and that your Lordships will 
decline to recognise the claim on the 
part of the Board of Works, which I 
think never should have been set up, 
and which, if any private individual 
or company of any kind were to 
make, would be scouted out of your 
Lordships’ House with contempt. 
I cannot’ understand upon what prin- 
ciple of law or equity legislation is to 
take place in the direction indicated by 
this Bill, and why a body of men, who 
have never had any opportunity of 
giving their opinion on these advances, 
and who, in many instances, derive no- 
interest from the advances when made, 
should be made the scapegoat for the 
indolence or ignorance of the Board of 
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Works. It is the old classical prin- 
ciple, Delirant reges plectuntur 
Achwi. But I do not see why that 


most unenviable position should be 
forced upon the landlords by your Lord- 
ships, who have had nothing to say, 
and who, in many cases, would, if they 
had been able to, have objected in the 
strongest manner. 

Lorpv INCHIQUIN: My Lords, I 
ventured the other evening to make a 
few remarks upon another Bill, and all 
I wish to say upon this Bill is that what 
I said upon that occasion applies with 
double force to the Bill before your 
Lordships now. I am not going to 
repeat those words, but I merely wish 
to point out that the force of this Bill 
is in Clauses 6 and 7, the object of 
which is to relieve the Treasury and 
the Board of Works from what they 
have undertaken to see done at the 
expense of the landiord. What they 
undertook was to give the tenants loans 
for carrying out improvements upon 
their farms, and at the same time the 
were pledged to Parliament to sen 
down competent men to see that those 
works were properly carried out, and 
that they had proper security for the 
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repayment of the loan. My Lords, 
what is done on this occasion by these 
clauses? It’is proposed to refer to 
certain sections in a former Act, the 
force of which is not at all clear, asthe 
noble Earl said in response toa ques- 
tion of the noble Marquess a little time 
ago. The effect of that is to try and 
over-ride these clauses, and make the 
landlord responsible for advances that 
he has had no voice whatever upon. 
And when a tenant borrows in Ireland 
under the Board of Works, he is not 
even bound to give the landlord any 
notice whatever. I have frequently 
found my tenants have borrowed large 
sums, and have spent them, with- 
out any knowledge of myself or 
my agent that any such sum was 
borrowed or supposed to be expended. 
I think this is a Bill of such great 
importance, and does such gross injus- 
tice to the landlords, that I must ask 
the Lord President, who has charge 
of the Bill, seriously to consider what 
the position is. I suppose, if we pro- 
pose to make Amendments in this Bill, 
when it comes into Committee we shall 
be precisely in the same position as the 
noble Earl just now told us he was 
in with regard to the Education Bill, 
because it will throw the Bill out; but, 
as the noble Marquess has said, I 
would far rather see the Bill thrown 
out altogether than that these clauses 
should be allowed to stand. The noble 
Marquess said that he thought an 
inquiry was necessary with regard to 
the proceedings of the Board of Works, 
Ireland. In that I entirely agree, and 
I will mention to your Lordships a case 
that came under my observation. A 
railway was to be made, and it was 
necessary for the Board of Works to 
send down a gentleman to examine 
the course of the line, and see whether 
it was correct; he was called before 
the Privy Council ; I was one of those 
at that time opposing this line, and, 
being anxious to get at the bottom of 
this gentleman’s opinion, I stood beside 
counsel, and made kim cross-examine 
him very closely as to what he knew 
of the line. He said he had been down 
and examined it, and knew, of his own 
Opinion, that it was a proper line, pro- 
perly engineered, and so on. en 
we cross-examined him, it came out 
that he had taken an outside car and 
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travelled over the road that runs in 
some parts almost parallel, it is tru 
to the line, but still, except in a very few 
instances, it was not at all near theline. 
Yet he came to the Privy Council to 
swear that the line was a proper one, and 
that he had thoroughly examined it. 
That case was a very strong one, 
and it strikes me asshowing that the 
Board of Works require over- 
hauling. I know that these loans, 
which the Board of Works have granted 
to tenants, have not been carefully 
spent, and that they have been given 
in many cases where they ought not, 
and the money has not been expended 
at all, but has been employed, in many 
instances, to pay the rent. My Lords, 
I protest strongly against these clauses, 
and I hope the Lord President will see 
his way to amend the clauses in 
Committee, or to withdraw the Bill. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Viscount Cransroox) : My 
Lords, I am rather unexpectedly, 
owing to the absence of my noble 
Friend the head of the Government, 
in charge of this Bill. Generally 
speaking, the Public Works Loans 
Bills, and Bills of a. financial character, 
pass without opposition, and in fact 
upon the present occasion I understand 
there is no opposition to the passage 
of the Secona Reading that I have 
moved to-day. With regard to the 
objections that have been raised by the 
noble Lords behind me, to a person 
listening to them I am bound to say 
they have considerable force, and, if the 
clauses have the meaning which they 
put upon them, it seems to me that 
there are objections to be taken to 
them ; that is to say, if their view be 
correct, which it is very difficult to 
ascertain at a moment’s notice. But 
if it be correct that persons are 
made responsible for loans which the 
gave no authority for borrowing, an 
then the charge is made upon their fee 
simple, though the loan was never 
advanced reg oR Sing or with their 
consent, that seems to me rather a 
strong measure. I can only say that 
I will take care that this matter is 
represented to my noble Friend in 
charge of the Bill, and no doubt he will 
be able to give some explanation of the- 
subject. 
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Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL, 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Lord Knursrorp): 
My Lords, I move the Second Reading 
of this Bill, and I desire to express, on 
behalf of the Government, and I am 
quite sure I may express it on the part 
of all your Lordships, our deep regret 
at the calamity which has overwhelmed 
the Colony of Mauritius, and our 
sympathy with the sufferers. I regret 
to say that the accounts which were 
first sent over by aor have 
unfortunately been confirmed by the 
despatches I have received. I may men- 
tion to your Lordships that there have 
been 1,200 deaths, and a vast number 
of wounded; that the damage to 
Government property and private 
houses is estimated at about £193,750; 
the injury to the crops is calculated 
at fifty per cent.; and to the factories 
and mills there is a loss of 2,500,000 
rupees. Altogether the Governor informs 
me that he is under-estimating the loss 
of every kind at 18,000,000 rupees, 
which is about £1,162,500. As your 
Lordships are aware, the Lord Mayor, 
at my request, was kind enough to 
open a subscription list, and appointed 
a Sub-Committee to deal with the case; 
very good work has been done by 
that Committee ; and contributions have 
been very liberal. And perhaps I may 
express the pleasure with which I have 
heard of the kindly sympathy shown 
in a very practical manner by the in- 
habitants of the neighbouring island 
of Réunion. When they heard of 
this calamity, they called a public 
meeting, subscriptions flowed in, and 
a liberal contribution was sent over at 
once to Mauritius. My Lords, I also 


desire to express my admiration—an 
admiration which your Lordships will 
also feel—for the calm and gallant 
manner in which this calamity has 
been faced by all—by officials and un- 
officials ; by poor and rich; and also 
for the exertions that have been made 
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to meet the suffering of the poorer 
classes. My Lords, I have nothing 
more to add, because I am quite sure 
that your Lordships will have great 
pleasure in giving a Second Reading to 
the Bill. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(The Lord Knutsford.) 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I do not like to let this occasion 
pass without saying on my own behalf, 
and I am sure on behalf of everyone on 
this side of the House, how entirely I 
agree with every word that has been 
said by the noble Lord. Everyone who 
has heard of the frightful calamity 
which has befallen the Colony of 
Mauritius must feel the deepest and 
most profound sympathy with the 
population, not only for the immense 
loss of property, but for the even more 
terrible loss of life incurred on this 
occasion. My Lords, I do not think I 
can add anything further, except to say 
that we only hope that with the 
energy, and also the calmness, in meet- 
ing this calamity, which the noble Lord 
says has been evinced, the inhabitants 
of Mauritius may, with the assistance 
given, most properly, by the Govern- 
ment, and most cordialiy concurred in 
by this House, be able to restore 
Mauritius to its former condition of 


prosperity. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To- 
morrow. 


SHOP HOURS BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

*Lorpv KNUTSFORD: My Lords, I 
shall not have to detain your Lordships 
many minutes in moving the Second 
Reading of this Bill, because the pro- 
visions of it are, with one exception, 
identical with the provisions of the Act 
passed in 1886 for three years, and 
which has been continued up to the 
present time. That Act was passed 
after the subject of shop labour had 
been most carefully investigated by a 
very strong Select Committee. e 
exception to which I referred is the 
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‘insertion of Clause 8, which provides 


for theappointment of Inspectors. The 
Bill as originally introduced into the 
House of Commons this year included 


~women, and also a clause for inspection. 


‘Upon the question of the inclusion of 
women in the Bill, there was a con- 
siderable discussien in the other House, 


-and the Bili was read a second time 


upon the understanding that it should 
be referred to a Select Committee. 
The Select Committee, who took 
evidence, and went thoroughly into the 


. case, cut out the words by which 


women were introduced, and in fact 
restored the Bill ta the same state as 
the Act of 1886, except as to the clause 
for inspection. The Inspection Clause 
as originally introduced in the House 


-of Commons provided for the appoint- 


ment of Inspectors by the Secretary of 
State fer the Home Department, follow- 
ing the precedent of the Factories and 
Workships Act, 1878; but this was 
altered by the Select Committee, and 
I think properly altered, and, as your 
Lordships will see, by Clause ‘8 the 
appointment of Inspectors is now vested 
in the Council of any county or 
-borough ; and, in the City of London, 
in the County Council. I therefore ask 
your Lordships, as this is a Bill the 
principle of which has been approved 
and acted upon ever since 1886, the 
only difference being from the necessity 
of giving more effect to that principle 
by the appointment of Inspectors, to 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(The Lord Knutsford.) 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatspury): As my moble Friend is in 
charge ef the Bill, I will ask him a 
question which I should naturally 
have asked of one of my noble and 
learned Colleagues: namely, whether 
he will be good enough to explain 
what is the meaning of Clause 6? I 
hav: been endeavouring to bring my 
intelligenee to understand it, and I con- 
fess am unable to do so. Clause 6 
says— 

“ Where the em er ef any you ron, 
as defined in thie Act, is « rte gh = an 
Offence against this Act, he shall be entitled 


‘apon infermation duly laid before him.” 


What does that mean ? 
VOL. Y. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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Lorp HERSCHELL : I think 
“before” must be intended to be 
“against.” I have been endeavouring 
to understand it, and that is the only 
conclusion that I can come to. And I 
do not understand why all these pro- 
visions are repeated. 

*Lorpv KNUTSFORD : It is intended 
te make the Act permanent, and, 
therefore, it is thought more convenient 
to re-enact the whole. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: But when 
one is obliged to look at it again—and 
we are now asked to pass the Bill— 
there seems to have been some slip, 
and it is desirable to put it right if it is 
to be a permanent Bill. It is nonsense 
as it stands now. Then Clause 10, -I 
think, needs a little looking into— 

“Nothing in this Act shall apply to shops 
where the only persons ent are at home, 
that is to say, are members of the same family 
there, or to members of the employer's family 
dwelling in a house to which the shop is 
attached.” 


I understand the last part of it: that 
nothing is to apply to members of the 
employer's family dwelling in a house to 
which the shop is attached ; but, if you 
look at the former part, nothing is to 
apply to shops where the only persons 
employed are at home, that is to say, 
are members of the same family 
dwelling there. I suppose the latter 
part is the definition of being at home. 
But those, I suppose, need not be the 
employer's family, if they are all of the 
same family. Yet those persons are 
only exempted if they are living in the 
shop—not if they are living in a house 
to which the shop is attached. 

*Lorp KNUTSFORD: I have only 
just had this Bill entrusted to my care. 
Those two sections have been in 
full force, and I do not know that 
any misapprehension has arisen upon 
them, or any question, since 1886. 
But as regards Clause 6, it appears 
to me it means that where the 
employer of any young person as 
defined in this Act is charged with an 
offence against this Act, he shall be 
entitled, upon information duly lodged 
before the Court—that is what it must 
mean—to have any other person whom 
he charges as the actual offender 
brought before the Court. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: That is the 
meaning, but it must mean that there 
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is to be an information laid against the 
person brought before the Court—that 
the employer shall be entitled to have 
any other person whom he charges as 
the actual offender, upon information 
duly laid against him, brought before 
the Court. 

Lorp THRING: My Lords, I can 
explain from memory exactly what is 
intended. This is a clause that has 
been inserted in a great many of the 
Factory and Workshops Acts, and it 
means that if a man is bronght up before 
a Court, and, when he comes up, 

leads that the offence was, without 

is privity and knowledge, committed 
by one of his under people, the Court 
may, if it is satisfied that the master 
was not to blame, have that person 
summoned in his place. 

Lorpv KNUTSFORD: This is a 
clause thai was in the Act of 1886, and 
has been in force ever since; but I 
think that what the noble and learned 
Lord opposite suggests will probably 
meet the case. I will call attention to 
the further point in Clause 10, which 
also has been in operation since 1886. 
I understand it to mean, members of 
the same family dwelling there, or 
members of the employers’ family 
dwelling in a house to which the shop 
is attached. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: But there is 
the shop. 

Lorpv KNUTSFORD: No; there 
may be a family dwelling there, or there 
may be vc Sind of the employer's 
family in a house to which the shop is 
attached. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: But if they 
are not members of the employer's 
family, I think the noble Lord will see 
that they must live in the shop to come 
within the clause. The truth is that 
this Act of 1886 was one that received 
the Royal Assent on the day of the 
Dissolution in 1886, and no doubt came 
up to this House without ever being 
seen. 


Lorpv KNUTSFORD: But it has 
been through two Select Committees in 
another place, and has received their 
approval. 

Toe Earn 6r KIMBERLEY : 
Perhaps it may have a better fate this 
time, as the Dissolution has not come 
so rapidly, and the noble Lord may be 


Lord Herschell 
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able to introduce some Amendment. 
into it. 

Lorp KNUTSFORD: I should not 
like to lose the Bill. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I can 
only express my satisfaction that, as 
these sections have been in force for so- 
many years, they have not come before: 
me in my judicial capacity. 

Lorp KNUTSFORD: No doubt if 
they had they would have received an 
excellent interpretation at the noble and’ 
learned Lord’s hands; but it is some- 
thing in their favour that they have 
been in operation during these years,.’ 
we no doubt has been raised upon 
them. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read ® 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


NORTH BORNEO. 
QUESTION—OBSERVATIONS. 


*Lorpv BRASSEY: My Lords, im ° 


laying before you a few observations 
relating to affairs in Borneo, I promise 
to be very brief. The subject is 
one which well merits the attention 
of Parliament, and specially at the- 
present time, in view of the nature of” 
the difficulties with which the North: 
Borneo Company are contending, and 
which threaten to make it difficult to. 
maintain, in the vast territory com- 
mitted to their care, that well ordered 
government which it was the inten- 
tion that they should exercise. Per- 
haps it is not superfluous to men- 
tion that, if you regard Australia as 
a continent, Borneo is the largest 
island in the world, abounding in vege- 
table and’ mineral resources; and,. 
though perhaps not adapted for settle- 
ment, yet offering a wide field for 
British capital under European super- 
vision. Borneo lies on the high road’ 
of our great trade to China and Japan.. 
Its north-west coast, with which om 
more particularly dealing, is hundreds . 
of miles in extent, and it possesses 
several secure and capacious harbours... 
At Labuan and the mouth of the- 
Brunei river good coal is found’ 
on the surface. In short you have- 
every condition that would make 
Borneo suitable for a coaling station, 
which, in certain contingencies, we 
should scarcely like to see in possession 
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of a hostile Power. Omitting earlier, 
but not unimportant, history, I may 
mention that in 1877 Sir Alfred Dent 

uired from the native chiefs a per- 
petual lease of certain extensive terri- 
tories, and that he applied for a 
charter of incorporation of a Com- 
pany that he was about to form. 
After some considerable delay a 
charter was granted in 1881; and 
finally, in 1888, a British Protectorate 
was established over the whole of 
North Borneo. I can only approve 
of the policy which led to the grant- 
ing of that charter and the establish- 
ment of a British protectorate. The 
country was derelict. The nativechiefs 
were feeble, ignorant men wielding no 
authority. My own impression of 
the necessity for British occupation 
was very materially strengthened in 
the course of a morning call which 
I had an opportunity of paying 
some five years ago upon the Sultan 
of Brunei. A charter having been 
granted, the British North Borneo 
Company was formed. The Directorate 
included the noble Lord (Lord Elphin- 
stone), who I hope will say a few words 
upon the present occasion, and it in- 
cluded Sir Harry Keppel. The Chair- 
man was Sir Rutherford Alcock, who, 
after years of efficient service, has 
lately retired in favour of Mr. Martin, 
the well-known banker. The autho- 
rised capital of the Company was 
£2,000,000 sterling; of this sum 
about £500,000 has been actually 
subscribed. The returns from the 
capital, which has been contributed 
by the shareholders, have been 
hitherto scanty; and I am bound 
to add that the shareholders of the 
North Borneo Company have shown 
exemplary patience. in saying this 
I make no reflections upon the 
administration of the affairs by 
the North Borneo Company. On the 
contrary, I desire to say that they 
have achieved a very large measure 
of success under extremely difficult 
circumstances. It must be obvious 
that in first setting up an orderly and 
civilised Government in an un- 
developed country, inhabited by pirates 
and barous nomad tribes, the 
expenditure must be largely in excess 
of the receipts. Everything has to be 
formed ; highways have to be made; a 
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Civil Service has to be established ; police 
have to be organised ; and communica- 
tions, both internal and external, have 
to be created. Since the first constitution 
of the North Borneo Company the 
expenditure has largely exceeded the 
receipts. No doubt the income is 
increasing, but the expenditure has 
more than kept pace in most years 
with that increase. And, unfortu- 
nately, the income is derived from pre- 
carious sources. The main source of 
income is the planting of tobacco. In 
the year 1890 a sum of more than 
£36,000 was obtained by the sale of 
land for the purposes of plantations. 
Unfortunately, partly from the inex- 
perience in first cultivation in a new 
country, and partly from the uncer- 
tainty of the climate, the produce from 
the tobacco plantations, although of 
excellent quality, has been disappoint- 
ing in quantity. The result is that at 
the present time the income derived 
from the sale of lands and from the 
plantations has temporarily ceased. 
The income derived from taxes and 
customs depends, almost as much as 
does the sale of land, upon the fluctua- 
ting fortunes of the tobacco planters. 
The income of the North Borneo Com- 
pany varies with the number of Chinese 
employed upon the plantations. To 
put it shortly, the total income of the 
North Borneo Company has fallen 
from £101,000 in the year 1890 to 
£70,000 in the year 1891; meanwhile 
the expenditure has increased, and is 
now greatly in excess of the income. 
It. must be obvious that it is extremely 
difficult to make a reduction of expen- 
diture in Borneo in the present condi- 
tion of that country. The main expen- 
diture is incurred in the maintenance 
of a police force, and, if you largely 
reduce that police force, you run the 
risk of depriving the planters and their 
property, of that protection which it is 
the first duty of a Government to afford. 
In view of the financial difficulties, 
which I think I have sufficiently indi- 
cated, it seems to me that at no 
distant date it may be n 

for the Imperial Government to 
step in. My Lords, I would venture 
to say that, if that step should some 
day be taken, it would not be a mis- 
fortune for Borneo. The administra- 
tion of the Government must in many 
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Departments be much more efficient 
under the Crown than under any Com- 
mercial ag 2g I will illustrate 
this position by one or two practical 
examples. For the maintenance of law 
and order in North Borneo a Sikh 

lice force under English officers 
is kept up. The Sikh police 
force is recruited from _ retired 
soldiers from the Indian Army. It 
must be evident that a Commercial 
Company can have no advantages for 
organising such a force as I have 
described. If you turn to the Civil 
Government, it must be clear that a 
service under the Crown has more 
prestige and attractions in many ways 
than can be offered by a private com- 

ny. The Crown offers a wider field’; 
it offers better prospects of promotion. 
The Government can give pensions. 
A Commercial Company, not sure of its 
future, cannot do so; and, unless you 
give pensions, it is extremely difficult to 
constitute a permanent Civil Service 
animated by a thoroughly loyal 
spirit. My Lords, I have had more 
opportunities than fall to the lot of 
most men of seeing the members of our 
Colonial Service at their work, and I 
desire to bear my hearty testimony to 
the efficiency and the zeal and the 
patriotism with which they discharge 
their duties in distant places, very far 
away from public observation ; and I 
can desire nothing better for North 
Borneo than that it should be com- 
mitted to their care. I feel confident 
that, if Borneo should ultimately be 
placed under the direct authority of the 
Crown, the progress will be more rapid, 
planters will feel more confidence, and 
railways and other public works, which 
are necessary for the development of 
the country, will be more readily under- 
taken. My Lords, whenever the time 
arrives when, in the judgment of 
the Government, it is proper that they 
should step in, as I have suggested they 
should, and take a general control over 
North Borneo, various plans will have 
to be considered. It might possibly 
be easily arranged that a Deputy 
Governor or Resident Administrator 
should be appointed in that country, 
acting under the supervision of the 
Governor of the Straits Settlements, 
and charged with the collection of 
revenue and the maintenance of order. 


Lord Brassey 
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It is quite clear that a Resident Officer 
of the Crown would be better able to 
deal with the local requirements than 
a Board of Directors consisting of 
busy men sitting in London, and 
unable to visit the countries over 
which they have no control.. If 
North Borneo should hereafter be 
treated as a Crown Colony, the North 
Borneo Company might be kept alive 
as a land-owning company, and, by 
gradual sales of land, they might be 
able to repay to the shareholders the 
sums of money they have advanced 
under the encouragement of the Go- 
vernment, and for a great public object. 
Under any arrangement that is made, I 
feel sure that those who have sup- 
ported the North Borneo Company, 
under the encouragement of a Royal 
Charter, would find their claims duly 
and properly considered. Another 
alternative that suggests itself would 
be an extension of the control, now 
exercised by Rajah Brooke over 
Sarawak, over the whole of North 
Borneo. Sarawak is an admirable 
example of what can be accomplished 
in substituting order for anarchy, and 
civilisation for barbarism, by a single 
English family unaided by the Govern- 
ment, and working with a free hand. 
But the objections to giving that in- 
creased responsibility to Rajah Brooke, 
or any individual, are obvious—you 
place vast territories under the control 
of one man, who may or may not have 
a competent successor. There is a 
third and last alternative which I 
would suggest for the consideration of 
the Government. it is one that seems 
to me the preferable solution. It 
would be that a comprehensive plan 
should be devised under which the 
territories of the North Borneo Com- 
pany, Sarawak—should the Rajah con- 
sent—the protected States of the 
Malay Archipelago, and the Straits 
Settlements, should be combined into 
one large colony. In some of these 
protected States, which are more 
advanced, there is a surplus; in 
others, which are less advanced, 
there is a deficit. The total 
revenues now raised from the territories 
I have mentioned amount to £1,500,000 
a year. With such a large revenue it 
is plain that great things might be 
done. It would be possible to relieve the 
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British taxpayer of any further charge 
for the maintenance of a coaling 
station at Singapore ; the native terri- 
tories might be more rapidly developed 
than at present ; mines, which are now 
neglected in these native territories, 
might be worked; the Colony of the 
Straits Settlements, which now prac- 
tically consists of two sea ports, being 
extended to the mainland, might pro- 
bably, at nodistant date, be connected by 
a pe ba with ourgreat Indian Empire. 
My Lords, I desire to acknowledge 
that I owe the suggestion which I have 
ventured to place before your Lord- 
ships, largely, to Mr. Crocker, a gentle- 
man whom I had the honour of con- 
veying to Borneo at the time he was 
temporarily appointed to take charge 
of the duties of Governor of North 
Borneo, and whose long service under 
Rajah Brooke, and now under the 
North Borneo Company, make him an 
exceedingly competent authority. I may 
uige that the suggestion that I have 
made, for the adoption of a compre- 
hensive plan for dealing with the 
countries which I have brought before 
your Lordships’ notice, is in harmony 
with the process of grouping and 
federation which of late years we have 
adopted in various parts of the Empire 
—certainly to the local advantage, and 
greatly for the promotion of good 
relations between the mother country 
and all parts of the Empire. In con- 
clusion [ would submit to your Lord- 
ships that, sooner or later, it may be- 
come necessary, and I think it is 
already desirable, that the Govern- 
ment should exercise a more direct 
authority over North Borneo. With or 
without Imperial control, it is clear 
that the Imperial Government never 
can be absolved from responsibility for 
the good government of territories over 
which it permits the British Flag to 
wave, 

*Lorp ELPHINSTONE: Before the 
noble Lord answers for the Govern- 
ment I, as one of the Directors of the 
British North Borneo Company, would 
like to give a brief narrative of what 
the Company has done, and also at the 
same time to call your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to the state of the country now, 
as compared with what it was previous 
to the year 1881, when, by the grant 
of a Royal Charter, we assumed all the 
rights over a territory of 131,000 square 
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miles, with a seaboard of nine hundred 
miles, and with a population estimated 
at 150,000—I say estimated at 150,000, 
because,’although we have endeavoured 
by a census to arrive at what the popu- 
lation really is, there has been so much 
difficulty in numbering the scattered 
tribes in the interior that we are obliged 
to take a rough estimate. My Lords, 
when I first visited the country over 
forty years ago the greater part of the 
country, so far as we could see from 
the rivers which we went up, was 
covered with a dense forest, and, as I 
have good reason to remember, an 
almost impenetrable jungle. There 
was no industry, no trade, no revenue ; 
slavery and kidnapping were rampant ; 
there was no security for life or pro- 
perty; and, to put the whole thing in 
three words, “ Might was right.”” On 
the east coast, where our seat of 
government now is, the population was 
sparse, and the settlements very 
scattered ; and this was due entirely 
to the dread of the ravages of pirates 
by sea and to the very natural dread 
of head-hunters on shore. I think it 
is scarcely too much to say that every 
man living on or near the coast was a 
pirate at heart, and, whenever he had 
an opportunity, he was a pirate indeed ; 
and it was for the purpose of destroying 
a strong piratical stockade, and dis- 
persing a band of pirates, that the ship, 
to which I then belonged, was sent to 
the north east coast of what is now 
British territory. The last piratical 
raid upon our coast was in 1879, when 
the Balagnini tribe carried off or mur- 
dered sixty-five of the Bajans or Sea 
Gipsies — a wandering race living 
entirely in boats upon the sea shore. 
I referred to the fear and dread of 
head-hunters. I do not know whether 
your Lordships know about them. They 
are what one might call the ‘‘ Braves ”’ ; 
they were supposed to be brave 
men, and at any rate they considered 
themselves so; but I think your Lord- 
ships will agree with ne that a more 
cruel, cool-blooded, cowardly system 
of murder amorg any class of people 
never existed. Originally it was the 
custom to take the heads of their ene- 
mies who were killed in battle, and 
these were kept as trophies ; but gradu- 
ally it came to be considered as the 
correct thing that a man should be in 
possession of a certain number of 
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heads. It is said, andI believe with 
truth, that the success of a young man, 
aspiring to the hand of a dusky maiden, 
depended upon his being in pdssession 
of one or more heads. Rnd the victims 
might be members of a friendly tribe, 
or might be his personal friends. They 
were taken by treachery and ambush— 
it might be man, woman or child—a 
head was a head, and a head had to be 
taken. Only a few years ago many 
of the houses, or huts, were ornamented 
with a string of heads hung up round 
about them; and it even went so far 
that there would be a_ periodical 
balance of accounts between tribes ; 
the number af heads taken or lost would 
be counted; and, if any deficiency 
were found upon the part of the 
stronger tribe, that deficiency was very 
soon made up. That was only one of 
the difficulties of old customs that we 
had to contend with. There was 
another custom, even more ghastly, 
and that was the custom of human 
sacrifice. The object of this human 
sacrifice was to enable the living to 
send messages to their dead friends or 
relatives; and for this purpose they 
would take a slave, bind him, and after 
certain religious ceremonies had been 
gone through, one after the other stuck 
a spear into him an inch or two—not 
to kill him—-and at the same time 
give him a message to a dead friend. 
This went on till the victim died of 
severe wounds, freighted with messages 
which I have not the slightest doubt 
he never delivered. That custom still 
oes on—not in our country, but 
urther south. There the custom is, 
if the people wish to send a message to 
a dead friend, that they club together 
and buy a slave, and, after the religious 
ceremonies are gone through, they all 
together thrust their spears into him, 
giving himamessagefor thedead. That 
at any rate has the advantage of being in- 
stantaneous death; whereas the old 
custom was what I might describeasslow 
torture. That was the state of the 
country up to not long before the grant 
of the Royal Charter. In our country, 
as in Sarawak, all these horrible 
— are put an end to; order 
as been established; slavery and 
ene are very rapidly being 
abolished ; religion is being attended to 
—we have Protestant and Roman 
Catholic missions, with churches and 
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schools; 650,000 acres have been 
leased for the cultivation of tobacco ; 
a trade in timber with China and 
Australia has sprung up. That trade 
generally is also increasing is shown by 
the shipping returns, which show 
that in 1890 67,000 tons entered our 
ports, and 65,000 tons were cleared 
outwards. Then, my Lords, I turn to 
our revenue — our revenue proper. 
The noble Lord says that our revenue 
is decreasing and that bankruptcy is 
looking us in the face. Our revenue 
proper, that is without the sale of land, 
is rapidly on the increase. In 1885 the 
revenue proper was £22,000; in 1890 
it was over £60,000; and in 1891 it 
amounted to over £71,000. The noble 
Lord, in referring to the decrease in 
our revenue, has, I think, fallen into 
this error: that he has called the money, 
derived by the sale of land for tobacco 
and other cultivation, revenue proper. 
That, my Lords, is necessarily a 
very fluctuating revenue, and we 
do not call it revenue proper. 
To show you how it does fluctuate, 
I may state that in 1888 the 
land sales amounted to £49,000; 
in 1889 to £51,000; in 1890 to 
£44,000; and in 1891 to £1,500. As 
I say, our revenue is increasing, and 
has increased between the years 1890-91 
by over £11,000; and that, I must 
point out, without any assistance from 
the Government; we have asked for 
nothing and we have received nothing. 
On the contrary, it may be said, and it 
is said by some, that we have rendered 
assistance to the Government by 
having relieved them from _ the 
administration of the Island of 
Labuan which was a source of trouble. 
In one way, my Lords, the Govern- 
ment may help us—I do not say whe- 
ther they will, but they could very 
materially—and that is by assisting 
us in the construction of a railway 
across the country. A railway is very 


much needed to open up the country. . 


In that way the Government could 
assist us, somewhat in the manner as 
it has been proposed to assist the 
British East Africa Company. Then, 
again, as I have described, the natives 
formerly had no security for life or 
property—they had no protection— 
whereas now, under our rule, they 


follow their avocations in Farag: and 
safety ; they hunt, they collect jungle 
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produce, they collect edible birds’ 
nests, gutta-percha, and pearls, and 
they also cultivate sago, pepper, and 
-small quantities of tobacco. Then 
again gold is found, not in any great 
quantity yet, but it is found in the beds 
-of some of the rivers in sufficient quan- 
tity to enable the Chinamen to make a 
living of four shillings a day; and I 
-have not the slightest doubt that some 
-day we shall find the matrix, and that it 
will become a profitable industry. And 
coal we know exists in some parts of 
the country. My ‘Lerds, I quite think, 
with the noble Lord opposite, that the 
‘time may and will come when the 
Imperial Government will be con- 
‘strained to take over the administra- 
ition of North Borneo. I think so on 
account of its geographical and 
-strategic position, within a thousand 
miles of Singapore, and situated in a 
‘direct line—almost midway—between 
Australia and Hong Kong, with some 
of the finest harbours in the world 
round the coast, and especially the 
«east coast. Whether the district could 
‘be administered more economically 
under Imperial than under company 
rule is, I think, open to question. 
‘There- is no douht, as the noble Lord 
has pointed out, that Imperial Go- 
vernment has many advantages— 
necessarily so—that as a company we 
cannot possess. But, if a comparison 
be instituted with the progress of any 
modern Colony, British or foreign, it 
will be found that there is not one 
which can show such good resul‘s in so 
short a time, and, at so little cost. My 
Lords, I confess I doubt whether the 
suggestions shadowed forth by my 
noble Friend would altogether recom- 
mend themselves to the shareholders, 
‘unless, of course, the Government are 
prepared to deal with us on very 
liberal terms. The shareholders have 
‘waited patiently for the reward which 
ithey have every reason to hope will be 
‘theirs at no distant date, and, unless 
they were very liberally dealt with, I 
think they would hesitate to abandon 
the prospect which they have kept 
I admit 
that, so far, the venture is not a financial 
success. Our expenditure exceeds in 
& measure our present revenue ; but 
there is no reason to suppose that that 
will go on; on the contrary we are able 


‘to make very large reductions which 
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will at any rate balance them. We 
have had, with all our difficulty, the 
satisfaction of feeling, and I think 
we may take a pardonable pride in 
feeling, that we have been laying the 
foundation of what promises to become 
a thriving and prosperous Colony of 
the British Crown. 

*Lorpv KNUTSFORD : My Lords, 
the noble Lord who first spoke drew 
a somewhat gloomy picture cf the 
Company’s position; the B sie in 
shadow were very largely predominant 
over the parts in light; but another 
painter has been at work since 
then, and has thrown in a few lights, 
and certainly has made it a more 
agreeable picture to look upon than it 
was when it left the hands of the noble 
Lord opposite. I would observe that to 
my mind it is not at all clear how the 
state of things would be improved if 
this territory were made a Crown 
Colony, unless indeed at the expense of 
the British people, by grants in aid 
and loans, and in other ways by which 
money is drawn from the pocket of the 
British taxpayer. A colonial admini- 
stration, though it may have a con- 
siderably greater prestige than the 
administration of a company, could not 
certainly be mere cheaply or more 
economically carried on. The great 
complaint against colonial govern- 
ment is that the staff which the 
Governor or the administrator has is 
always in excess of what the colonists 
think necessary, and they look upon 
the staff of the Colonial Govern- 
ment as a happy home for Englishmen. 
I do not really believe that it would 
be possible, merely because a Colonial 
Government would be able more easily 
to engage Sikhs perhaps for the police, 
for a Colonial Government to be ad- 
ministered more cheaply and economi- 
cally than that of a company. The 
territory has already been placed, as 
your Lordships are probably aware, 
under Her Majesty’s protection by an 
Agreement made on the 12th May 
1888; so that as regards any outward 
attack the Company are well secured, 
and it would be in no better position if 
the territory were turned into a colony. 
The revenue that is derived from duties 
and taxes could not be diminished, 
unless indeed, as I said before, at the 
expense of the British taxpayer, or 
unless thenoble Lord opposite can prove 
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that a Colonial administration is abso- 
lately cheaper and more economical 
than the administration of a Company. 
My Lords, I have ventured to throw 
out these suggestions; but, so far as 
regards the question really put before 
us by the noble Lord, I would submit 
that it is not ripe for consideration. It 
has been stated by the noble Lord who 
followed that the Company have not 
sought to put an end to the Agree- 
ment of 1888, by which Her Majesty’s 
Government are bound not to interfere 
in the administration of the Company 
except so far as is provided by the 
Charter. If the Company desire to 
raise this question they will of 
course do so in an official form, 
with full particulars of their posi- 
tion, and with a statement of the 
financial conditions which they are 
ready and prepared to meet. Then 
due consideration will, of course, be 
given to a statement of that kind. 
What the result of such consideration 
would be I am certainly not in a 
position to say; nor would it in my 
opinion serve any good purpose now to 
discuss any of the other plans which 
have been suggested by the noble Lord 
opposite for getting rid of the Com- 
pany. From what he has said I do not 
think that he has sufficiently appre- 
ciated the difficulties that would 
necessarily follow upon any of the 
changes he has suggested. 


THE CASE OF EMILY WILLIAMS. 
QUESTION--—-OBSERVATIONS. 


*Lorpv SANDHURST: My Lords, 
I have brought forward the question 
which stands in my name on the Paper 
of your Lordships’ House, owing 
to the very great interest which is 
taken in the subject in the district 
of Fulham, and at the same time 
to strongly support the petition for 
wed into the case from the district, 
and also because of the danger which 
I think may occur to the successful 
working of the prevention of the 
Infectious Diseases Act of 1891. And 
what I am about to say to the House 
I have taken from the local Press 
where the case is reported verbatim. 
In regard to part of the question that 
I have put down, I have already got an 
answer, owing to the courtesy of the 
Permanent Secretary of the Local Go- 
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vernment Board ;. but I wish: to call 
particular attention to the severe fine: 
which was inflicted, and the comments: 
of the Magistrate when inflicting it ;- 
and also to lay before the Home Office: 
whether they consider it is advisable 
that the Medical Officer of Health,, 
with a population of 90,000 to look 
after, should engage in private practice. 
In regard to this case I found it out 
because [ visited the hospital where 
this child was taken in, and, having 
ascertained that there was nothing 
whatever the matter with her when she: 
was taken by the Magistrate’s order to- 
the Fever Hospital, I went as sapidly 
as I could to the Local Government 
Board Office to try and ensure the 
isolation of this child. I also went to- 
the Home Office and laid the matter 
before the Permanent Secretary, and I 
am extremely glad to say that I have: 
had a communication from the Perma- 
nent Secretary of the Home Office- 
saying that while Mr. Matthews, the 
Home Secretary, considers that 

“The action of Dr. Cooney and Dr, Bruce 
in a case perhaps of difficult and doubtful 
diagnosis does not appear te him open to 
criticism ”— 
and I may say at once that I have 
no intention of criticising the diagnosis. 
of these gentlemen— 
“yet, looking to the evidence subsequently 
produced before the Magistrate, and to the 
fact that on 5th June the child was removed. 
from her mother’s house to the Middlesex 
Hospital, and that the requirements of the 
Public Health Act were there by practically 
satisfied, he has thought it right to advise Her 
Majesty to remit the penalty and costs in this 
case. 
That I think is a very satisfactory and 
just conclusion for the Home Secre- 
tary to come to, if I may presume to- 
say so. My Lords, the facts of this 
case are as follows:—On the 19th 
May the parish doctor was called 
in to see the child, Emily Williams; 
he considered that she was suffering 
from scarlet fever and gave an order for 
her admission into the Fever Hospital ; 
that was not an order from the ~—e 
trate, but merely one ensuring her 
admission when the child was sent 
there. But half an hour after this 
parish doctor had made the examina- 
tion of this child, which I understand 
was rather a cursory one, another 
doctor was called in who certified that. 
she had no symptom whatever of searlet. 
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fever; and the mother, under the 
circumstances, when the ambulance 
came for this child, refused to let her 

About fourteen days later this 
child was again seen by three medical 
men, Mr. Cooney, the Medicai Officer 
of Health; Mr. Wells, the Public 
Vaccinator and Workhouse doctor; 
and Mr. Bruce, of the Fever Hos- 
pital; and these three gentlemen, 
all officials, concurred in the idea 
that the child had scarlet fever. I 
might say that one medical man, Dr. 
Clarke, had had charge of this child for 
a period of ten days, and had left her 
convalescent after some trifling ailment, 
and was perfectly certain that she had 
no trace of scarlet fever. The Medic» 
Officer of Health nevertheless applie.|, 
on a certificate, signed by himself and 
his official colleagues, to the Magistrate 
for an order to convey this child to the 
West London Fever Hospital. In the 
meantime one of these gentlemen who 
did not think the child was suffering 
from scarlet fever telegraphed to the 
well-known expert, Dr. Cayley, to come 
and see the child, and I might mention 
parenthetically that Dr. Cayley, upon 
whom the Magistrate afterwards cast 
very severe aspersions, is a distin- 
guished expert in fevers. He went 
down to see this case out of pure 
philanthropy, and had no intention or 
expectation of receiving any fee. He 
also saw the child, and came to a very 
strong conclusion that there were no 
symptoms of scarlet fever in the case. 
He was applied to as to what ought to 
be done, and he remarked that under 
the circumstances he could not recom- 
mend the child going to the fever 
hospital ; but that the best way out of 
the difficulty would be that she should 
be taken to the Middlesex Hospital, 
where he was consulting physician, 
and placed under his care, and where, 
if the case proved to be scarlet fever, 
and to which he had no doubt what- 
ever that there was no scarlet fever, 
she could be isolated. I should just like 
to read a note which Dr. Cayley wrote 
to the admitting officer at the Hospital, 
because of the remarks of the Magis- 
trate. He says— 


“TI should be much em you would take 
the child in under me. is a local dispute 
as to whether it is scarlatina, and if it is 
not admitted into the workhouse it will be 
sent to one of the Asyium Board Hospitals. 
I am satisfied it has not got scarlatina.” 


{23 Jung, 1892) 
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Of course it must occur in a general 
hospital sometimes that a patient is 
taken in ailing from something or 
another which may eventually become 
scarlet fever; but there is provision 
made in these hospitals that, as soon 
as anything of the kimd@ occurs, the 
patient is isolated ; communication is 
made with the London Fever Hospital 
where patients pay for their treat- 
ment, and the organisation of that 
institution is very good ; an ambulance 
is rapidly at the door of the place from 
which the communication has come, 
and probably in an hour or so the 
patient is in the hospital. This child 
was under the supervision im the 
| Middlesex Hospital of Dr. Cayley and 
| his assistant house physician, the latter 
of whom watches the cases during 
the former’s absence, and also under 
the care of another officer called the 
resident medical officer, a man o 
considerable experience. But Dr. 
Cayley did not rest there. He sent 
to the Fever Hospital for the principal 
physician, a certain Dr. Phillips, who 
came to the conclusion, as Dr. Cayley 
did, that there was no symptom of 
scarlet fever. I do not of course 
defend the mother for evading this 
Magistrate’s order; but there is ample 
evidence in the case that the child, 
when taken away, was as well as any 
one of your Lordships is at this 
moment. And your Lordships will 
find it difficult to believe that an officer 
was sent to that hospital who carried 
that child away to the fever hospital, 
where she is at this moment located. 
Then, in regard to the remarks of the 
Magistrate, he first of all charac- 
terised that letter which I have read 
from Dr. Cayley, as stating what was 
very far short of the case; and he 
doubted Dr. Cayley’s honesty and his 
motives in attending this case. I do 
not think Dr. Cayley’s reputation is 
likely to suffer owing to what I must 
term the intemperate remarks of the 
Police Magistrate, who appeared to be 
suffering from some irritation; but, 
as the Police Magistrate said he 
should like to know what the 
hospital authorities would say, and 
what the public who subscribe 
to the hospital would say, and what 
course the College of Physicians would 
take—I may say that I was not myself 
present at the next meeting of the 
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allowing any discussion 


Board of that charity—but they im- 
mediately passed a vote of confidence 
in Dr. Cayley; and as regards the 
admission of the case, I should be 


_glad to defend his conduct against 
.any body of subscribers who might 
be called together. 
.that, I have had an opportunity of 


And, more than 


speaking to the distinguished Presi- 


-dent of the Royal College of Physi- 
-cians, Sir Andrew Clarke, and he 
“says that Dr. Cayley is one of the 


most highiy esteemed Fellows of the 


~College, and is undoubtedly one of the 


highest authorities in cases of fever 
that exists in London. In regard to 
the absolute legality of the action of 


-the Magistrate 1 should like to call to 


the attention of the Home Office that 
the Act provides that, where there is 
not means of isolation in a house, a 


-child or patient may be removed by the 


order of a Magistrate ; but this patient 
was in a hospital where, as I have 


-gaid there are means of isolation, and 


the patient could be well treated, in 
fact as well treated as if she was in the 
fever hospital itself. To that point I 
invite the attention of the noble Lord 
who will reply to the question. As 
regards isolation in a doubtful case, I 
went to see the Permanent Secretary 


-of the Local Government Board, and 


he was good enough to make a special 


-communication, that this child should 
-be isolated, and Dr. Brydges, the 


Medical Superintendent, informed me 
that every care had been taken already, 
before my notice went to the Local 
Government Board, and that every- 
thing as regards isolation was satis- 
factory in that respect. Further, 
in regard to this Act, the Magistrate 
said that in future he should grant 
these orders on the certificate of the 
Medical Officer of Health, without 
whatever. 
Now the Act says that on the certificate 
of any duly qualified practitioner an 
order may be granted. But, my Lords, 


-does not that seem a_ tremendous 


wer to put into the hands of the 
edical Officer of Health, who will 
virtually issue all these orders himself? 
And, considering the very large popula- 
tion that this Medical Officer of Health, 
who is also the parish doctor, has to 


‘superintend, which really means that 


he has to do with a_ population 


considerably over 90,000, I do 


Lord Sandhurst 
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ask your Lordships whether it is 
advisable that the Medical Officer 
Health should continue in private 
practice as well’ What I very much 
fear is that, if some very careful inquiry, 
for which I understand a Petition has 
been presented and very strongly 
supported, is not made into this case, 
we may succeed through the arbitrary 
action of officials, in making this Act, 
which is intended for the benefit of the 
whole community, extremely unpopular 
and almost unworkable. In support of 
this Petition I have thought it well to 
lay these facts before your Lordships. 
I have taken everything I have said 
from the public Press ; and I hope the 
Home Ofhce will give serious attention 
to the matter, which is I think one of 
very great importance, and that the 
inquiry desired may be instituted. 
*Lorp DE RAMSEY: My Lords, the 
nobie Lord has put his case so clearly 
and so well, and has stated the details 
of this sad case so very fairly, that I 
shall detain your Lordships but a 
few minutes. There is hardly any- 
thing that the noble Lord has said, with 
the exception of the matter that [ 
shall deal with presently relating to 
the Magistrate, in which I do not my- 
self cordially sympathise with him. My 
Lords, thishas been abad and certainly 
a very sad case ; and I think the very 
fact of the noble Lord having brought 
it forward in this temperate way, know- 
ing as we all do that he is chairman 
of a hospital, and that a large part of 
his time is devoted to good works, will 
do a very great deal of good. With re- 
gard to the question that he has asked 
me, as regards the medical officer taking 
private practice when he has the super- 
vision of a very large number of human 
lives, I cannot off-hand give an opi- 
nion upon that ; I am not prepared to 
answer him upon the point ; and that 
point, I think, has not been raised in 
his question ; but with regard to what 
he said, towards the close of his re- 
marks, as to the effect that the action 
taken in this matter may have upon 
the working of this Act, I think he wes 
perfectly justified and right in what b- 
said. The Act ot course that he refe: s 
to, and which your Lordships doub*- 
less know, is the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, and if, as the noble 
Lord truly says, the authority which is 
wielded by public officials becomes 

















1825 The Case of 


so arbitrary as to tear children away 
from their parents, the symptoms 
in those children being subject 
to great differences of opinion amongst 


loctors, then I say it is only another 


case where it is most absolutely neces- 
sary to have the supreme control of the 
Home Office to keep those officials in 


order. The noble Lord knows as well 
_as I do, that the Medical Officer of 


Health has to be very careful in this 
matter as regards taking in time any 


eases of contagion, which may rapidly 


spread into disease and cause a very 
great amount of misery; but, at the 
same time, there is no question about it 
that when, in this case, there was a 
very large difference of opinion amongst 
most competent men on both sides, 
although I daresay the diagnosis of the 
case may have been difficult, it would 
have been more advisable for the 
Medical Officer of Health to have 
waited a little; and especially with 
such a weight of evidence against 
the child having scarlet fever at 
all. My Lords, with regard to the 
-question which the noble Lord has put 
about the Magistrate, I desire to speak 
with the utmost caution. The Secretary 
-of State has not had the benefit of 
hearing the Magistrate’s views on this 
ase, as he is away on leave of 
«absence, and-~ therefore I am _ sure 
the noble Lord would not wish me to 
make any remarks without our having 
-been able to hear what the Magistrate 
has to say. The unfortunate part of 
this business certainly arose in what 
the noble Lord has called a local dis- 
pute. It was also of course intensified 
-by the mother’s refusal to allow her 
child to go; and, in passing I would 
say that although, of course, the 
mother behaved wrongly, at the same 
‘time she behaved most naturally ; and 
one cannot help regarding her action 
with some amount of sympathy in such 
a case as this. My Lords, I think I 
have answered every part of the noble 
Lord’s question except one, and that is 
wwith regard to isolation. The noble 
Lord wishes to know whether there is 
every means of isolation in the West 
London Fever Hospital. That is so. 
There is every facility fer isolation in 
ithat Hospital. 

Tar Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
‘Lords, I merely wish to make one re- 


aark. I think my noble Friend behind 
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me has not at all exaggerated the im- 
portance of this case. There is 
nothing in the world that is more 
dangerous, and more to be deprecated, 
than the unwise administration of 
these somewhat arbitrary laws. I 
entirely approve of the laws for the 
protection of the public health ; but, if 
you administer those laws in the spirit 
in which this case was dealt with, you 
will set the whole population against 
the laws, and you will entirely fail in 
enforcing them at all. My Lords, the 
point that I do not understand at all— 
and I daresay the noble Lord is not 
in @ position to answer—is this: 
How could the Magistrate come to a de- 
cision that the child should be removed 
from the Middlesex Hospital where 
there are every means of isolation? I 
am not a lawyer, and I do not pretend 
to interpret the Act; but I am confi- 
deni, as a layman, that I express the 
opinion of everyone who knows that 
Act when I say that I believe no one 
ever for an instant supposed that it 
could be possible that a child, who was 
in a house where there was ample 
powor of isolation, could by a medical 
ofticer’s order be taken to a fever hos- 
pital. Undoubtedly, if there were 
means of isolation in a house in which I 
had a child ill,and I was advised by 
the proper medical authority that there 
was every means of isolation, nothing 
would induce me to comply with a 
Magistrate's order except force. I 
should like to know what possible 
ground there could be for an order to 
remove this child from one of the prin- 
cipal hospitals in this city, where 
there is ample means of isolation. I 
maintain that the child must have been 
complying with the provisions of the 
Act. With regard to the Magistrate’s 
conduct I agree with the noble Lord 
that we should exercise the greatest 
caution in judging of magistrates doing 
their duty. One can only judge from 
the reports in the newspapers. But 
this I will say, that I am extremely 
glad the Home Office have remitted the 
fine ; and, if they should find, as I 
hope they will not, from an examina- 
tion of the Magistrate, that he has at 
all acted in the manner which the 
newspapers represent, I hope the Home 
Office will, in some way or other, en- 
deavour to prevent such vagaries in 
the future. Things of this sort occur 
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to anyone who is a Justice of the 
Peace and has to administer the 
law; but nothing in the world is so 
foolish as to deal with cases arbi- 
trarily, and, where there is a doubt, to 
enforce the law against the feelings 
of the people, and with a chance of 
bringing the magistrate’s decision into 
considerable opprobrium. On the other 
hand, I wish to say that the Magis- 
trate’s explanation may be amply suf- 
ficient to clear him of all blame, and 
I only say what I have said upon the 
supposition that it may be possible to 
explain what has been reported in the 


papers. 
COLONIAL STOCK. ACT, 1877, AMEND- 
MENT BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


Electric Lighting Orders 


FORGED TRANSFERS BILL [x.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


NAVAL KNIGHTS OF WINDSOR BILL. 
Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


SMALL AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendment agreed to. 


EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


GALWAY INFIRMARY BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


NATIONAL DEBT (STOCKHOLDERS’ 
RELIEF) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


passed. . 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS AMENDMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 
The Earl of Kimberley 


{LORDS} 
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RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT’ 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 
House in Committee (according to. 
order) : Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ;. 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


POOR LAW SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to a 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to 


read 3* To-morrow. 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL. 
Read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA (LOAN) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; B 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 

2* To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No.8) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House 
To-morrow. 


LOCAL 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM. 
WAYS) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill; read, and or- 
dered to lie on the Table. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 5) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendment agreed to. 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL [a.1.J, 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON-. 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL [#.1.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No, 6) BILL [#.1.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived : 
Then Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
- gonsidered (according to order), and 


PIER 


dispensed with: Bill read 3*, and 
passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND ) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 7) BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND ) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
sand Bill te be read 3* To-morrow. 
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(Scotland) Bill. - 1830 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


(IRELAND) 
ORDERS (No. 8) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 9) 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 9) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL. 
Read 2" (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 10) 
BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 

Whole House To-morrow. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (INVERNESS) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 

Whole House To-morrow. 


MILITARY LANDS (CONSOLIDATION) 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments, and , and 
returned to the Commons. 
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POLICE RETURNS BILL, 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLI- 
DATION BILL, 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL, 

Read 2* (according to order), and 

committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


House adjourned at half past 
Seven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, 23rd June, 1892. 





QUESTIONS. 





BAND PLAYING IN LIMERICK. 


Mr. JOSEPH NOLAN (Louth, N.) 
(for Mr. Parrick O’Brien, Monaghan, 
N.): I beg to ask the Attorney General 
for Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that Mr. Irwin, the Resident Magis- 
trate in Limerick, dissented from 
the decision of the Limerick Bench of 
Magistrates in regard to the prohibi- 
tion of band playing until the election 
is over, the Government will cause 
the order of the Magistrates to be with- 
drawn ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Mappex, Dublin 
University): I am informed that the 
Resident Magistrate did not dissent 
from the decision of the Limerick Bench 
of Magistrates, but he threw out the 
suggestion that until the election is 
actually in progress it might be sufficient 
to prohibit the band from playing on 
Sunday and upon other days after 
nightfall. The Executive Government 
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have no power to interfere with the 


discretion of the Magistrates in this. 


matter. 


ELECTION CONFLICTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): 
Having reference to the same subject, 
I beg to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
a question of which I have not been 
able to give notice, but which perhaps 
he can answer off-hand: 
having in view the possibility of con- 
flicts arising between rival political 
parties in Ireland during the forth- 
coming Parliamentary elections, the 
Government will take special care that 
peaceable citizens who desire to record 
their votes shall have all necessary 
protection in doing so? 

Mr. MADDEN: If my hon. Friend 
requires information as to any specific 
occasion it will be necessary for me to 
make inquiry ; but, of course, it is the 
duty of the Government and_ those 
responsible for the peace of any district 
during the elections to take care that 
the peace is preserved, and to the best 
of their ability this duty will be carried 
out. 


SORTING CLERKS IN THE DUBLIN 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. NOLAN (for Mr. Parrick 
O’Brien): I beg to ask the Post- 
master General if he will explain 
why, since the acceleration of the 
day mails to the North of Ireland, 
the sorting clerks of the Dublin Office 
have been compelled to perform a third 
daily duty, and this in direct opposition 
to the understanding under which they 
entered the Service, which was to the 
effect that their daily duty was to be: 
performed in two periods ; whether he 


is aware that this duty keeps the staff 


practically on duty from a very early 
hour in the morning until late in the 
evening, and forces the majority of 
them, who have to live through neces- 
sity at long distances from the General 
Post Office, to walk three hours a day 
going to and from their duty; and if 
he will see his way to abolish this duty 
by keeping the staff up to its full 
strength, as it has been considerably 
short for a long period, and by having 
the night mails disposed of in the 
various travelling post-offices, which 
would meet the exigency which created 
the duty complained of ? 


Dublin Post Office 1832: 


hether, 
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Adjournment— 
*Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Sir James Ferercusson, Manchester, 
.E.): A Report has been asked for 
from Dublin upon the first two para- 
phs of the hon. Member's question. 
s to the third paragraph, the informa- 
tion in the London Office shows that 
there are twenty-six vacancies in the 
staff of 262 sorting clerks at Dublin 
not yet filled up. Some delay has 
arisen in the re-construction of the 
arrangements, but a Committee 
appointed for the purpose has now 
reported, and soon the staff will be 
brought up to its proper strength. 


ANNUAL LEAVE OF PRISON 
OFFICERS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in 
reference to the fourteen days’ annual 
leave granted to the officers of Her 
Majesty’s Convict Prison, Portland, 
which leave is to be taken under the 
regulations as to one seven days before 
the 1st July in each year, and as to 
the remaining seven days after the 1st 
July, whether it was intended that 
such divided leave should be granted 
to the prison officers so far as possible 
when convenient to them, especially 
having regard to the fact that, when 
they were formerly allowed eleven days’ 
leave of absence, such leave was not 
only granted without apportionment 
into two halves as now, but was 
obtainable when most convenient to 
the applicant ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
MatrHews, Birmingham, E.): It is 
intended that leave should be granted 
when most convenient to the officers, 
subject to the requirements of the ser- 
vice and the claims for preference. of 
choice among the officers themselves. 
It was found formerly when no system 
was followed that applications for 
leave were made at the same period of 
the year, with the result that they 
could not all be granted. The present 
system has been in force at other con- 
Vict prisons, with the result of spreading 
the leave more equally over the year. 


ELECTION PLACARDS ON PUBLIC 
BUILDINGS. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not 
know if the right hon. Gentleman can 
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answer a question of which I have not 
been able to give him notice : Whether 
he is aware that at High Barnet a 

lacard inviting the electors to vote 
for the local Conservative candidate is. 
affixed to the Court House ; and is that 
consistent with the law ? 


Mr. MATTHEWS: I am afraid I 
cannot answer the question without 
consulting the Statutes. 


MOTION, 





ADJOURNMENT—THE DISSOLUTION, 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “‘ That this House, at its rising 
this day, do adjourn til! Monday next.” 
—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


(3.37.) Mr. LABOUCHERE 
(Northampton): I do not quite see 
why we should adjcurn to Monday. I 
presume we have to adjourn over one 
day because we have to wait for cer- 
tain Bills to come to us from the 
Lords. But, as I understand, the 
House of Lords will finish these Bills 
on Friday ; consequently if we have a 
Sitting on Saturday, instead of ad- 
journing from now to Monday, the 
Dissolution Councils could be held on 
Monday, and the Writs issued the 
same day, and then Saturday, about 
which day there has been some little 
dispute, would be included in the per- 
missible days on which _ might 
take place. Now, we fully understood 
that as soon as the necessary business 
was disposed of the Dissolution would 
take place. At the same time we were 
no doubt informed—in fact, we knew 
—that a certain time would have 
to be allowed to the House of 
Lords to discuss and pass certain 
Bills sent up to them from this House. 
We allowed the House of Lords 
ample time. We passed—I think we 
were urged to do so—the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill before Whitsuntide, and 
we anticipated that the House of Lords 
would pass the Second Reading of 
that Bil! before Whitsuntide. But 
they did not do that, and they also 
took two days extra holidays for their 
Whitsuntide Recess beyond that we 
thought sufficient for ourselves, 
although our labours are more ex- 
hausting than those of the House of 
Lords. On Monday they passed the 








1835 Adjournment— 


Second Reading of the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill, and then they absolutely 
‘adjourned it for three days and only 
took the Bill in Committee on Friday. 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Midlothian (Mr. W. E. 
Gladstone) told us to keep a special 
eye upon the House of Lords to see 
how long these noblemen sat each day, 
and I have kept an eye upon their pro- 
ceedings. On Monday they adjourned 
before dinner, at seven o'clock. On 
Tuesday they adjourned important 
matters they had under discussion 
shortly after seven o'clock, and then 
amused themselves for some time dis- 
cussing some question in relation to 
the Earldom of Mar, which can scarcely 
be said to be of great public interest. 
‘On Wednesday, of course, the House 
of Lords does not usually sit; but I 
think under the pressure of business, 
and to further the desire in the country 
for a Dissolution as early as possible, 
they might have stretched a point and 
sat on Wednesday, but they did 
not. But, Mr. Speaker, anxious 
as the noble Lords seem to have 
been to adopt a dilatory policy 
in regard to the Public Business of 
the country, they have not the staying 

wer some of us have in this House. 

o what they would they were unable 
to extend what they are pleased to 
call their labours up to Saturday. So 
it becomes clear they wilk finish on 
Friday, and if we have a Sitting on 
Saturday we can have the Dissolution 
on Monday. Generally speaking, and 
I think almost always at the end of a 
Session, Saturday is taken to expedite 
business and bring the Session to an 
end; and I must say it seems some- 
what strange that the Government 
should now refuse a Saturday Sitting, 
not only to bring the Session to a close 
this week, but to expedite the Dissolu- 
tion. Yesterday I asked the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he 
would consider the expediency of 
meeting on Saturday to finish the 
business o: the House, and the only 
reason t ie right hon. Gentleman could 
urge agiin t adopting that course was 
that he had given an assurance to my 
right hon. Friend the Member for 
Wolverhampton (Mr. H. H. Fowler) 
that the Dissolution would not take 
place before Tuesday. But, Sir, I am 
authorised by my right hon. Friend to 


Mr. Labouchere 
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say that he will entirely release the 
right hon. Gentleman from any pledge 
he has given on the subject. It may 
suit my right hon. Friend the Member 
for Wolverhampton, and perhaps others 
in the House, that the arrangement 
should not be altered in connection 
with the elections; but my right hon. 
Friend feels that he ought not to 
stand in the way of what he 
considers the desire and wish of 
a great number of electors, and 
I need not say that at the present 
moment we are all anxious to please 
the electors. Therefore, perhaps, it 
will remove any difficulty the First 
Lord of the Treasury may feel as to 
his having given a pledge, that my 
right hon. Friend entirely releases him 
from it. We do not—and I cannot 
urge this too often—for a moment ask 
that all the elections shall take place on 
Saturday. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said that Saturday would be 
a disfranchising day, because small 
traders could not leave their business to 
vote, and Jews could not vote on that 
day. But the small traders are in 
the habit of voting in the morning. 
We know perfectly well that they can 
and do vote then, when they have 
sa of time, because their business 
oes not begin until the evening. As 
regards Jews, they, no doubt, are in 
considerable numbers in some consti- 
tuencies ; but in other coustituencies 
they may be said hardly to exist as 
electors. Where they are in large 
numbers the returning officer no doubt 
will take the fact into consideration 
and appoint a day other than Saturday ; 
but in other places the returning officers 
would comply with a strong feeling that 
Saturday is the most convenient day 
for the great body of the electors. All 
we want is that Saturday shall be a 
permissible day for polling. Dut 
what do we find? That the House of 
Lords have gone out of their way 
to prevent Saturday being avail- 
able, but when the efforts of the 
House of Lords have failed, and 
when Saturday can be included in 
the available polling days, this recourse 
is had to the expedient of adjourning 
from Thursday to Monday, and the 
First Lord steps forward and jokingly 
says he would be happy to do what is 
desired, but he has given a pl he 
must adhere to. I think we ought to 
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make this perfectly clear to the electors, 
that a great many of them are to be 
disfranchised by the action of the 
Government, In saying this I do not 
pretend to be quite free from Party 
considerations. I have no doubt that 
all electors are ready to sacrifice some 
portion of their time and even a certain 
portion of theirsalaries to perform their 
duty in voting, and many of them will 
be the more induced to do this when 
they detect what I cannot help calling 
this shabby trick to defraud them of 
the constitutional rights given them. 
I am glad to see the Attorney General 
in his place. I asked him yesterday 
whether he confirmed the view of the 
First Lord with regard to the issue of 
the Writs by post on the day of the 
Dissolution Council. I asked the First 
Lord whether it would be possible for 
a returning officer to send an accredited 
messenger to receive the Writ, and 
the Attorney General confirmed the 
view of the First Lord that this could 
not be done. The Attorney General 
was perfectly right, but I have obtained 
an opinion on this matter which per- 
haps the House will allow me to read, 
showing that it is perfectly practicable 
with a little goodwill to bring Satur- 
day within the polling days. This is 
the opinion of an ex-Attorney General 
who is unable to be present to-day, the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for South Hackney (Sir Charles 
Russell). He cites the different Acts 
which apply, and this is his con- 
clusions :— 

“Tt would a i deliver 
the Writ to a soa ecitenas Ue woiba be 
an agent appointed by the Sheriff. It must be 
conveyed to the Sheriff's office or the General 
Post Office, as the case may be, by the officer 


appointed by the Lord Chancellor. The 
Statute, 68 George IIL, imperative that a | 8™® 


messenger of the Great Seal shall forthwith— 
forthwith is underlined such of the 
rits as are directed to the Sheriffs of London 
and Middlesex to their respective offices, and 
by the third section this direction is enlarged 
80 as to include any Sheriff who shall hold 
office within the Cities of London and West- 
minster or the Borough of Southwark, or 
within five miles thereof. It seems clear, 
therefore, that in all London, in the wide 
a he ah ne be eo by the yr 
i duty of messenger to 
Creat as the offize of the Ghonitis on the 
day on which the Dissolution takes place.” 


I suppose the Attorney General accepts 
that ? 


VOL. V. _—[rourTH sERrEs.] 
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Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wesster, Isle of Wight) : 
That is well understood. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, if the 
Council is held at some reasonable 
time, and if the Writs are issued im- 
mediately to the Sheriffs of London and 
Middlesex, and they are at their offices 
to receive them, then three clear days 
will bring us up only to Friday, and an 
election can take place when it is 
desired and when it is so determined 
by the Sheriff on the Saturday. 
Therefore, I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Local Go- 
vernment Board, who for the moment 
is Leader of the House, whether we 
are to understand that all due speed 
will be made at the Writ Office to 
forward the Writs immediately to the 
Sheriffs of London and Middlesex, 
so that it may be possible to include 
Saturday within the permissible days 
for polling? 

*(3.50.) THe PRESIDENT or tHE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(Mr. Rircnre, Tower Hamlets, St 
George’s) : The hon. Member has again 
brought forward a subject which has 
been fully discussed more than once 
within the last few days—the question 
of including Saturday as a polling day— 
and he has frankly admitted that he 
has brought it forward to-day to serve 
his purpose in regard to the coming 
General Election. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: No, I did not 
say that. I think that is the right hon. 
Gentleman’s inference. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: It is the natural 
inference to be drawn from what the 
hon. Member said. Ido not propose 
again to go into the reasons why, in our 
opinion, Saturday is not that ad- 
vantageous day for polling, so faras the 
at mass of the electors are concerned, 
which the hon. Member professes to 
think it is. Instanees have again 
and again been given within the last 
few days to show that in cases when 
the polling has been fixed for a Satur- 
day the poll has been smaller in the 
same constituency than when the polling 
has been on another day; and we 
know also that when Saturday has 
been within the available days for 
polling, it has rarely been availed of, 
= because it has been felt not to 

a@ convenient day. As a fact, 
the selection of that day would dis- 
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franchise electors of the Jewish religion, 
and, I think, a large. number of small 
shopkeepers. The hon. Member does 
not think the latter class would be 
affected, and there is our difference of 
opinion. I am convinced that in the 
East End of London to fix the polling 
day for Saturday would disfranchise a 
large number of this class. I do not 
say they could not vote. Of course they 
could, but you would call upon them to 
do so at a considerable sacrifice of their 
business interests, which perhaps many 
of them, not such keen politicians as 
the hon. Member, would not be pre- 
pared to make. It is admitted that, so 
far as Jews are concerned, Saturday 
would be a disfranchising day for 
them. Tosay that the working classes 
do not have sufficient opportunity for 
voting on any day but Saturday is to 
ignore the facts of the case. The hours 
of polling have been extended to enable 
the working class electors to record 
their votes, and I do not think there is 
the slightest evidence of value to show 
there is any difficulty whatever in that 
respect. So we have by a Saturday 
poll one class certainly disfran- 
chised, and probably a considerable 
portion of another class, and I find no 
evidence that anyone would gain by 
the Saturday poll. But the hon. 
Gentleman insists upon Saturday—— 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Saturday 
being included in the possible days. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I was about 
to say insists upon Saturday as 
our final day for sitting prior to 
the Dissolution; that we should 
adjourn to Saturday instead of Mon- 
day. Well, the answer to that has 
been given, and it is absolute. My 
right hon. Friend, as the House knows, 
was unwilling to name an absolute 
day for the Dissolution. He stated 
that, so far as he could foresee, it 
would not be later than Tuesday or 
Wednesday in next week; but the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton insisted upon a day 
being named absolutely. It is all very 
well for the hon. Member to say that 
the right hon. Gentleman will release 
my right hon. Friend from that under- 
ing; it was far more than a personal 
promise. the hon. Member 
imagine that only the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton 
is interested in the decision arrived 





Mr. Ritchie 
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at? Is the hon. Member not aware 
that the fact that Tuesday was fixed 
was at once made known all over the: 
country, and arrangements have been 
made to carry out the n 
preliminaries in accordance with that 
fixture. Though the hon. Member and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton may be quite 
willing, it is quite impossible now to 
alter the arrangement. Even if it 
were possible and desirable, I think 
the hon. Gentleman underrates the 
difficulties in the way; he thinks 
the measures now before the House of 
Lords, in which possibly Amendments 
may be introduced, could readily be 
dealt with. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: We will pass 
them all. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Member is 
complaisant as regards Amendments he 
is not aware of. But I am informed 
that even if the House of Lords proceed 
with the greatest rapidity in carrying 
out the duties which devolve upon them, 
it would not be possible to ensure a 
Dissolution before Tuesday. We do 
not think it is desirable that this House 
should be asked to meet on an ex- 
tremely inconvenient day when no 
practical effect will be derived from so 
meeting. We think it is not possible 
to depart from the arrangement made ; 
it is not practicable and it is not de- 
sirable. The hon. Member has re- 
marked upon the House of Lords dis- 
posing of business at an early hour, 
and he has argued that they have no 
right to take up so much time with 
Bills now before them; but let me point 
out it is not a matter of so many hours 
each day. Bills have to go through 
certain stages; and although each 
stage may not occupy a long time in a 
Sitting, still it is necessary that Bills 
should go prea the stages. It is no 
answer to say they can be disposed of 
quickly. Then the hon. Member asks if, 
so far as London is concerned, the 
Writs will be delivered on Tuesday. I 
do not know whether the hon. Member 
is aware of the fact that Writs must be 
delivered to the returning officer be- 
fore four o'clock in the afternoon. 
There will have to be two Councils. 
held on Tuesday—one for Prorogation 
and one for Dissolution—and I can 
quite conceive that the difficulties will be 
very considerable in arranging all that 
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is necessary in order that in due course 

.of law the Writs for London may be 
delivered to the returning officers before 
four o'clock. 

*(3.59.) Mn. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) : I think the hon. Member 
for Northampton is justified in pressing 
this question again and to the last 
moment, though I have little hope that 
we can induce the Government to give 
way. We should, however, be neglecting 
our duty if we did not give expression to 
what I know to be the feeling of 
large masses of the electorate of London 
in this matter. It is a very simple 
matter we ask—that among the days on 
which the polling may take place Satur- 

‘day shall be included. If hon. Members 
opposite think their prospect of being 
returned to the new House of Commons 
is improved by the polling being held 
onany other day of the week, we are will- 
ing they should have the opportunity ; 
and no doubt the returning officers 
will meet their wishes in this respect. 
There are some constituencies in which 
Saturday polling is absolutely neces- 
sary. I do not speak of my own 
-constituency when I say this, because 
I do not believe it will affect me very 
seriously whether the polling takes 
place on Saturday, Monday, Tuesday, 
or any other day; but I am satisfied 
that there are constituencies, especially 
in the East End, in which numbers of 
. electors will be practically disfranchised 
if the polling takes place on any other 
day than Saturday, because many of 
them are not able to return from their 
work till nine or ten o'clock at night, 
except on that day. I dondt think the 
people of London or of the country gene- 
rally will be deluded by the statement 
that it is impossible for the House of 
Lords to get through its business i 
time to enable the Election to take 
place on a Saturday. We have seen 
Bills rushed through this House by 
suspending the Standing Orders in 
cases of emergency, and the same 
course could have been adopted in the 
House of Lords. Their Lordships 

‘cannot sit for a few hours longer 
when it is absolutely necessary, but 
they can find time to disport them- 
selves at Ascot. “I do not mean to say 
that I envy them: they are welcome 
to go there if they like to do so; in- 

‘deed, I should not mind if they 

‘ stopped there altogether. 


{23 June, 1892} 
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*(4.3.) Mr. SPEAKER: These 
constant references to the House of 
Lords and the tone of the hon. 
Member are out of Order. 

*Mr. CREMER: We have been told 
that it is impossible for the Bills now 
before their Lordships to be advanced 
in a more rapid way. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I was referring to 
the tone in which the hon. Member 
spoke of the Members of the other 
House of Legislature. It is necessary 
that Members of this House should treat 
their Lordships with respect, and the 
hon. Member has not treated them with 
respect. 

*Mr. CREMER: I am sorry to have 
shocked hon. Members—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

*Mr. CREMER: I will not repeat 
the expression I used just now. I will 
only say that we have instances on 
record in which Bills have been 
advanced various stages in a rapid 
manner through both this House and the 
House of Lords, and that what has 
been done before could have been done 
again, if there had been any desire on 
the part of the Government to have 
had the polling on the Saturday. I 
suppose it is of no use to appeal to the 
Government at this stage to allow the 
electors to poll on Saturday in those 
constituencies in which there is a 
strong desire to do so; although it 
must be seen that the convenience of a 
large number of voters in some London 
districts would be met by arranging 
that the Election should take place. on 
that day. 

(4.9.) Sm WILFRID LAWSON 
(Cumberland, Cockermouth): I think 
we have a right to protest against this 
delay, as well as against the con- 
venience of the whole country being sub- 
ordinated to that of a few individuals. 
We do not wish to lay down any hard- 
and-fast rule as to when the Election 
should be held, but we think that the 
returning officers should be allowed to 
choose the day which would be most 
convenient for the polling. I consider 
that the Government have, by their 
action, shown a want of confidence in 
the returning officers. The Jews and 
the small shopkeepers now appear to be 
the only hope of the Tory Party. 

(4.11.) Mr. CAUSTON (South- 
wark, W.): I waited to see whether 
any of the hon. Memkers on the other 
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side of the House who represent 
London constituencies would rise to 


ee against the Election not being 
eld on the Saturday before I rose to 


speak on the question. It appears to 
me that the Government have been 
struck with the remarkable results of 
the County Council Elections in 
London, which were held on a Satur- 
day. The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government 
Board has stated that it was a small 
poll; but I would ask him to compare it 
with the polling which took place at the 
previous County Council Election. He 
would then find that there was a con- 
siderable increase of the numbers 
polled this year, as against those who 
voted at the last election. It is per- 
fectly clear that Saturday is the most 
convenient day for the working men of 
London to record their votes. In those 
districts in which there is a large 
Jewish population another day could, 
of course, be selected for the Election. 
The small shopkeepers would suffer no 
inconvenience from having the Election 
on a Saturday. I consider that the 
case set up by the First Lord of the 
Treasury has altogether broken down. 
It was well known to the Govern- 
ment that there was a general desire 
for a Saturday polling, but in spite of 
that they have done their best to make 
it impossible. Therefore I utter my 
protest, and I think some of the 
London Tory Members should do like- 
wise. 

(4.15.) Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, 
Bermondsey): I should like hon. 
Members who plead for a Saturday 
polling tocome down to my constituency 
and to air their opinions on the subject 
in the quarter frequented by the coster- 
mongers. There are many similar con- 
stituencies throughout London and in 
the country. It would be found that 
if the polling were to take place on the 
Saturday it would practically mean 
the disfranchisement of the whole of 
the costermonger class. The coster- 
mongers could not vote on a Saturday, 
because they go out early in the morn- 
ing and do not get hpme until ten or 
eleven o'clock at night. Saturday is 





really their harvest day. If the hon. 
Member for Northampton would come 
down to my constituency, I would take 
him into the costermonger quarter, and 


Mr, Causton 


{COMMONS} 
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if he did not there learn a lesson I 
should be very much surprised. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





BRITISH COLUMBIA (LOAN) BILL 
(No. 432.) 
THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


(4.18.) Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 
This is a Bill to enable the Govern- 
ment to make a loan to British 
Columbia. The Colonial Government 
wishes to develop its fisheries, which 
are chiefly in the hands of natives and 
Chinamen, and to get white men out 
there in order that the fisheries may be 
carried on in a more scientific manner 
than hitherto. It is proposed to use 
the unfortunate crofters for the purpose. 
Certain statements have been made by 
the Government, and especially by the 
First Lord of the Treasury on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, which I have 
been unable to refer to before. We 
have been told that no crofter holdings 
have been taken in order to make the 
great deer forests, which form about 
three millions of acres; but if the First 
Lord of the Treasury will only read 
the evidence which was given before 


the Royal Commission, he will find . 


that something very different is the 
case. Thg Rev. Angus McRae, minister 
of the Free Church of Scotland, Glen 
Urquhart, Inverness-shire, gave the 
following evidence before the Commis- 
sion :— 


* ©] beg to submit to the Royal Commission 
that there has been a decrease of the popula- 
tion of this ish during the last ‘ census 
le’ of in a population of 2,438, which 

I ascribe principally to our large deer forests. 
The late hird of Glenmoriston, who was one 
of the kindest and most humane proprietors 
in the North, erred latterly in adopting the 
system of turning farms into deer forests ; 
but it is to be hoped that the young heir will 
reverse this system as soon as he gets full 
een the estate. The deer forest of 
in Glen Urquhart, is about twenty 

miles in and is rented for £3,000 per 
annum; to this forest a great deal of good 
land has been added, even within the last six- 
teen years, besides the large tracts that 
were added to it at different periods formerly. 
About the year 1867 the whole township 
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-of Balmacaan where there were over twenty because the large 
comfortably, then in their 
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families who were li pretty § 
had to be turned out is e body, 0 the place 
was to bo added directly to forest. 

The witness goes on to give details, 
and then says— 

“Of course, there was asmall forest above 
the ordinary pasture, from time immemorial, 
but recently there has been added to it the 
grazing of ut ten thousand sheep.” 

The Rev. James Bain, the Rev. 
Roderick Morison, ministers of the 
Established Church in Duthill, Inver- 
ness-shire, and Kintail, 
also gave evidence of the effects of the 
deer forest system in the country, 


{23 Jung, 1892} 
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Ross-shire, ' 


and the evidence generally shows , 


that the right hon. Gentleman has 
made assertions which are the reverse 


of the truth in regard to the matter. | 


So far as even the Island of Lewis is 
concerned, the evidence given before 
the Commission shows that the 
people there thirty years ago were 
much more comfortable than they are 
at the present time; and I would ask 
the House to listen to the statement 
made by the Rev. Malcolm 
McRitchie, minister of the Free 
Church at Knock, Stornoway. He 
said— 

“Having been born in Lewis in the year 
1893, and since intimately acquainted with 
every part of it, allow me to submit the 
following statement bearing upon the con- 
dition of the island as a whole, as contrasted 
with what existed within my own memory ; 
and also a more particular statement as to the 
condition of things in the guwoad sacra Parish 
-of Knock, in which I have laboured for many 
years as a minister of the Gospel, and at a 
former period as teacher. My recollections 
of Lewis go back for seventy years, and [ 
well remember the comfortable circumstances 
of the lar pulation that then inhabited 
my native Parish of Uig. The population of 
‘the parish then would be about three thousand, 
as against the present population of 3,489 ; 
but how different the comfort and the cireum- 
stances of the population of sixty years ago ! 
All the people were then in a state of com- 
parative comfort, having arable Jand, and hill 
pasture for sheep and cattle, whereas now 
poverty and want largely predominate. In- 
crease of population cannot here be the cause 
of the immense difference in the condition of 
the people. The present population of 3,489 
is only some 448 more than fifty years ago, 
when the parish had a population of 3,041, 
and when the circumstances of the people 
were much more comfortable, and this is so 
in the face of the large increase in the value of 
the fishing industry since 1831, affording a 
source of income to the people many times 

now than it was then. y, then, the 
unfavourable condition of the ple as con- 
trasted with their condition then? Simply 
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reaches of pasture ground 
have been taken from 
the and are formed into sheep 
walks and deer forests without any abatement 
of rents formerly charged, yea, with increase 
in many cases. 
After giving facts which are very im- 
portant, he goes on to say— 
“Close upon 23,000 of the crofter 
tion in Lewis pay only about £8,200 of the 
£20,000 rentai yielded by the island, while the 
other £12,000 ag) yee a few large farmers 
and eg soil in possession of the 
ers is by far the best in Lewis, and 
yields, considering its quality, a far lower rent 
than the portion in possession of the crofters. 
The best of the land was taken for the purpose 
of forming those large farms, and the 
crofters were driven from them and huddled 
together on inferior ground.” 


Another minister of the Established 
Church, the Rev. Angus Maciver, of 
Stornoway, says of the crofters— 
“Fifty or forty years ago they were quite 
comfortable and able to live well, but now they 
find it very difficult to make abare living. The 


| penis has increased enormously for the 


t forty years, and instead of the proprietors 
seeing to the comfort of these people by giving 
them more lands, they have just been 
deprived of them in proportion to the increase, 
and these made into es farms and deer 
forests. The result now is a congestion of 
population in the various districts where they 
reside; and unless a very decided change 
takes place soon, a chronic state of destitu- 
tion will be the consequence.” 


This evidence, it will be seen, is entirely 
opposite to the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman. Then, again, the 
Report of the Royal Commission gives 
details with reference to four parishes 
as typical of the whole. The parishes 
chosen for the purpose are those of 
Farr in Sutherland, Uig in Lewis, 
Duirmish in Skye, and South Uist in 
the Long Island. 


Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, Ber- 
mondsey) : I rise to Order. Is it right 
that the House should endure this 
extended argument when the hon. 
Member has driven the whole of the 
Members on his own side out of the 
House ? 


Mr. SpeakER made no reply. 


Dr. CLARK : The hon. Member has 
referred to the costermongers in his 
constituency ; he should listen to the 
grievances which I have no doubt they 
would like to ventilate. I am engaged 
in bringing forward statements to show 
the mistakes which have been made 
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which have been urged in support of 
this proposal. The Royal Commission 
state in their Report that, taking the 
four typical parishes I have referred 
to, it appears that out of 3,266 families 
309 depend upon the cultivation of the 
soil ; that 825 families, comprising more 
than one-fourth of the population, are 
without land, and without r 

access to local wages; and that thirty 
occupiers, or iess than oue per cent. of 
the whole community, are in the occu- 
pation of nearly two-thirds of the land. 
Now, this is a state of things that can- 
not goon. I contend that the Govern- 
ment are simply making the parishes 
into a pauper warren, and seriously 
affecting the moral standard of the 
people. The amount of this loan is a 
mere drop in the bucket. The only 
way to provide a remedy is to break 
up the large grazing and sporting 
tracts of land, and to restore the 
people to it. There is as good land 
in Caithness as anywhere, except in 
America, and the crofters can live 
upon it if allowed to do _ so. 
But they are paying higher rents than 
they are here. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has an estate, but like a wise man 
he is selling it before this deer business 
bursts. In the eastern portion of the 
Highlands there is plenty of room, and 
the people are not satisfied, and ought 
not to be satisfied, until they have a 


-chance of living comfortably in their 


own country. In Caithness the arable 
farms are so large that the railway will 
take you five or six miles through one 
immense farm, all arable and ali culti- 
vated. But take the cultivated land 
of Caithness, the best half is in the 
occupation of twenty-five persons ; the 
remaining and worse half being left to 
25,000 occupiers. Retribution, how- 
ever, is taking place. The men who 
have improved the estates and made 
large farms are now ruined, and the 
buik of their estates are in the hands 
of Trustees; while the £10 and £20 
men are living comfortably, owning 
the land and getting a decent return 
from it. The men who have made 
improvements are not receiving from 
them three per cent. I will not oppose 
the Bili further, because I believe it 
may be useful to asection other than the 
erofters—the men who are fishermen 


-only. These are the men who are 


Dr. Clark. 
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wanted for the development of the 
Columbian fisheries, and I shall watch 
the experimient with interest, as you 
are endeavouring to relieve fishing cor- 
gestion. I trust that both Govern- 
ments will see that any company which 
is formed makes proper preparations 
in order that these people may not 
be exposed to hardships on their 
arrival. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 4) BILL [Zords},— 
(No. 413.) 

Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 


visional Orders confirmed]; read the. 


third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON. 
FIRMATION (No. 6) BILL [Lords].— 
(No. 414.) 

Reported, without Amendments [ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; read the 
third time, and passed. 


EDUCATION PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (LONDON) BILL 
[Lords].—(No. 412.) 

Reported [Provisional Order con- 
firmed]; read the third time, and 
passed. 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 

Leave given to the Select Committee 
onthe Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms 
(House of Commons) to report their 
Observations to the House. — (Mr. 
Sidney Herbert.) 


Report, with Observations, brought 
up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 314.] 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the 
Orders of the House, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put until Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before 
Five o'clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, 24th June, 1892. 





IEASTBOURNE IMPROVEMENT ACT 
(1885) AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

‘Order of the Day for the Third 
‘Reading read. 

Moved, «‘ That the Bill be now read 
3." —(The Earl of Morley.) 

*“Lorpv STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I hope your Lordships are 
not going to let this Bill pass. It was 
introduced entirely from electioneering 
motives, and the fact is that it is a Bill 
simply for sanctioning the rioting of 
the Salvation Army, which has set its 
face against a clause in the Act which 
this is te amend, and thereby made 
Eastbourne a riotous place. The 
Mayer and all the respectable inhabi- 
tants of the place petitioned against the 
Bill, and there does not seem to be 
any reason why such a bad principle 
should be adopted as to pass legislation 
simply te give way to demonstra- 
tions in the streets. There are Peers 
who have more acquaintance with 
Eastbourne than I have, and I hope 
they will address your Lordships on 
the subject. I move that this Bill be 
read a third time this day three 
months. 

Amendment moved to leave out 
(“now”) and add at the end of the 
Motion (‘‘ this day three months.”)— 
(The Lord Stanley of Alderley.) 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatsspury): My Lords, I have some 
difficulty about this matter. When I 
originally addressed your Lordships 
upon this subject there was no opposi- 
tion to the Bill, and I was informed 
that the Bill would have gone through 
in the ordinary course with no Com- 
mittee stage at all; and, in the then 
condition of things, I should certainly 
have been prepared to move the same 
Amen iment that my noble Friend has 
just moved. But feel a difficulty 
about doing that now for this reason: 
tha: the Bill has been remitted toa 
Committee of your Lordships’ House, 
who have heard evidence upon the 
subject, which I have not, and have 
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reported in favour of passing the Bill. 
My Lords, under those circumstances I 
hesitate to place my individual opinion 
against theirs. I am quite certain that 
the noble Lords who sat on that Com- 
mittee were not actuated by any such 
bargain as it was canantel had taken 
place in the House of Commons; and 
indeed that in, as I understand 
lately, has been denied as having taken 
place. Ican only say that I read with 
great particularity and minuteness the 
accounts in the papers, and I had at 
that time no other means of obtaini 
information upon the subject. 

do not, therefore, myself intend 
to propose or to —- the 
Amendment of my noble Friend. 
At the same time I cannot forbear from 
saying that the whole conduct of those 
who are promoting this Bill has been 
calouabit to enlist the sympathy of 
every law-abiding citizen against them 
in the strongest way. The only thing 
I can say is that there appears to have 
been another party even more out- 
rageous, if possible, in breaking the 
law than themselves ; and the i 
or rejecting of this Bill seems to be 
susceptible to a claim of triumph on 
either side. My Lords, I certainly am 
not disposed to give a cause of triumph 
to the Skeleton Army ; the outrageous 
violence of which those persons have 
been guilty would seem rather to enlist 
one’s sympathy on the other side. But, 
my Lords, I would certainly suggest to 
these persons, some of whom I believe 
are very good persons and desirous of 
doing good to their fellow creatures by 
preaching religion, that when they are 
very angry with people who outrage 
the law it is obvious to inquire who 
first set the example of defying the law. 
My Lords, I wish to take this oppor- 
tunity of saying that I have received 
complaints of the conduct of the Magis- 
trates and the police, and I can only 
say that, from the materials at m 
command, I am of opinion that bo’ 
the Magistrates and the police have 
acted with perfect propriety and with 
unexampled patience and forbearance 
towards two sets of persons, both out- 
raging the law, and joining together in 
nothing except defying the proper 
authorities of the place. My rds, 
after what I said on a former occasion 
I feel that I ought to explain the 
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with the Motion for the rejection of the 
Bill. Ihave no doubt that the noble 
Lords who composed the Committee 
have proceeded upon the sounder 

und than I suggested before,— 
namely, that a particular place ought 
not to have a particular law different 
from the rest of the community. It is 
— of the history of this particular 

ill that my right hon. Friend Mr. 
Matthews, when he was applied to, 
objected to this particular clause upon 
that ground. Unfortunately his re- 
monstrance at that time was not 
attended to, and the House of Commons 
passed the Bill in spite of that remon- 
strance. I believe in this House also 
the late Lord Redesdale objected to 
the clause, but, when it came back 
again inserted by the House of 
Commons, rather than reject the 
Bill he waived his own _  ob- 
jection. Under those circumstances, 
with every desire to enforce the law, 
and to teach the people that they must 
not disobey the law, I feel myself 
compelled, in the interests of East- 
bourne itself, not to throw them back 
again into the state in which they have 
previously been. As I understand, 
since this Bill has been before both 
Houses of Parliament things in East- 
bourne have been much quieter and 
calmer than they were before. Strongly 
therefore as I desire to show that I 
would not yield one inch to those 
persons who thought proper to defy 
the law as long as it existed, still, on 
the other hand, in the interests of the 
peace of Eastbourne itself I do not feel 
I can properly support the Motion that 
— been made for the rejection of the 

ill. 

*Tae CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (The Earl of Morury): My 
Lords, I do not wish to enter into the 
question of who was to blame, or who 
was not, in these riots that have taken 
place at Eastbourne. I merely rise to 
add emphasis to the remarks that have 
fallen from the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack as to the extreme 
inconvenience and undesirableness of 
having a law differing in different 

. I believe the noble and learned 
is quite correct in saying that 
when, in 1885, the Eastbourne Act 
was before Parliament, the noble Lord, 


The Lord Chancellor 
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Lord Redesdale, my predecessor in 
office, did object to the clause which is. 
now sought to be repealed. And, m 

Lords, I am very glad the noble an 

learned Lord has made that remark 
from the Woolsack ; because I think it 
will add considerable foree to an 

attempts that I may have to make. 
in resisting such alterations in the- 
3 law as applied to individual 
ocalities in future. My Lords, as the: 
Bill does away with this anomaly I 
think it is one that your Lordships 
should not hesitate to pass. I merely 
make these remarks, because I think 
it will greatly aid me in resisting the 
introduction of any such enactments. 
into private legislation in future. 

Lorpv WANTAGE: Lords, 
do not know that [ need add anything é 
what has been said by the Lord 
Chancellor; but, having sat on the 
Committee, I can assure the House 
that the question was examined most. 
carefully by those who were on the 
Committee, and that the Committee 
almost unanimously, with one excep- 
tion, came to a decision that there 
was no modus vivendi without 
repealing this clause. I think it only 
right to say that there was not the 
slightest wish on the part of those who 
sat on the Committee to do anything 
other than express their strong sense 
of. disapprobation against those who 
were engaged in breaking the law, al- 
though that law was especially directed 


against one particular borough ; I may ° 


go further and say that it was directed 
against one particular body of Her 
Majesty’s subjects, that being the- 
Salvation Army. Now nothing, my 
Lords, could be more clear to us than 
that these people were engaged in. 
what they think their duty, generally 
carrying it on with propriety, until 
they were met by another body known 
as the Skeleton y when these great 
disturbances arose, a which, on some: 
occasions, several thousand ple- 
were scrimmaging and fighting in the 
streets; and I think during all these 
unseemly troubles something like 
thirty-six persons were sent to gaol. 
The Committee therefore came to the 
conclusion that there really was no 
modus vivendi except to repeal this 
clause ; and they were the more dis- 
posed to do so because ‘they felt that. 
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there was a complete remedy in the 
hands of the authorities of Eastbourne, 
by doing that which other boroughs 
have already done, namely, by framing 
reasonable bye-laws, and sending them 
up to have them confirmed by the 

per authorities. Now, my Lords, 
re entirely concur with what has 
been said by the Lord Chancellor: 
that nothing could have been better 
than the conduct of the police. I 
heard nothing but praise of this 
admirable y, who had to put up 
with a great deal in dispersing these 
riots during those troublesome times ; 
and the Salvationists themselves 

sed a vote of thanks to the police 
or the manner in which they had done 
so. For these reasons I hope the 
House will see fit to read this Bill a 
third time and to put an end to this 
unseemly state of things. 


Amendment (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 3*, and 
passed. 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
this is a Bill which passed the other 
House after consideration by a Select 
Committee. Two Bills were introduced 
into the other House, by way of deal- 
ing with the case of witnesses who 
were threatened that they might be 
damnified by reason of evidence they 

given, or might give, before a 
Committee of either House, or a Royal 
Commission, or a Public Body of that 
description authorised to conduct an 
inquiry. There exists, of course, a 
mode of punishing such an offence by 
treating it as a contempt of the House ; 
but it was felt generally, in the other 
House, that that was not a satisfactory 
or adequate mode of dealing with the 
offence ; and, owing to incidents which 
took place there, and which brought 
the subject to the notice of the House, 
two Bills were introduced, one from 
the Conservative side and the other 
by Sir Charles Russell; both these 
Bills were referred to a Select Com- 
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mittee, which reported in favour of the 
Bill in the form in which it is now 
before the House, and in which it 
passed the other House with general 
assent. The Bill makes it an offence 
to intimidate witnesses, or to threaten 
them with a penalty, or to inflict 
penalties upen them in respect of 
evidence they have given, and it pro- 
vides a machinery for compensation to 
@ person who has been injured unlaw- 
fully in that respect, and makes the 
offence triable by a Court of Summary 
Jurisdiction unless either party requires 
that the case should be sent to the 
Sessions or Assizes, in which case the 
person is to be permitted to be tried by 
jury. It was felt in the other House, 
and I think your Lordships will feel, 
that the Bill supplies a want. It is 
obviously not right that, when an 
Inquiry has been ordered by this 
House, or the other House, or by any 
Public Authority, persons should be 
debarred, through fear of consequences, 
or threats of unpleasant consequences, 
from coming forward, freely and fully, 
to give the information which it is 
desired to elicit in the public interest ; 
and I think your Lordships will agree 
that the method of punishing by bring- 
ing the parties to the Bar, and punish- 
ing them for contempt—and it may be 
by imprisonment—is not a mode that 
is altogether satisfactory, but for which 
it would be very desirable to substitute 
such a procedure as that provided for 
in this Bill. Under those circum- 
stances I trust your Lordships will see 
your way to read the Bill a second 
time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°." —(The Lord Herschell.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE BILL [2.1]. 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, I was 
summoned by the noble Earl, who is. 
called the ip, to support Govern- 
ment measures, and I rather hoped 
that this was included as a Govern- 
ment measure, seeing that at least one 
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ported a measure of the kind in another 
place ; but, my Lords, I find that there 
are objections. The noble Lord who 
spoke to me asked whether Peeresses 
were entitled to sit in this House; 
they certainly are entitled to a place 
in the Gallery, but not to sit in 
the House; and when Lady Abbesses 
sat in the House of Lords, they sat 
and voted by proxy. My Lords, it 
would be an extremely easy thing to 
a measure of this kind, because 

the whole country is in favour of it; 
and the great commotion at St. James’s 
Hall the other day shows what a 
dangerous thing it is to leave this an 
open question before a new election. 
y Bill has been well considered. I 
have taken the liberty of corresponding 
with the noble Lord the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs for many 
ears, and I know to what extent he 
ome gone with me. I am not disposed 
to proceed any further than to give the 
vote to women householders who are 
spinsters—I do not propose to extend 
it to the lodger franchise. This may 
cause opposition in another place, and 
you may think it is impossible to 
this Bill; but, as I told Mrs. 
Fawcett, my father always said, ‘ If a 
thing is pronounced impossible it will 
happen in a fortnight.” Ican hardly 
hope for so early a settlement of this 
question, but at the same time it would 
be a very great boon if the numerous 
ublic speeches from the Throne, and 
Rootane to Addresses, were done away 
with; and, in answer to the objection 
that was made to this measure by the 
noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack, that the 2nd September would 
be too late for carrying such a measure, 
I wish, my Lords, I could move that 
this House should adjourn to the 
Qnd September; because, if that 
were carried, then it would be 
in Her Majesty’s power to say 
whether she would dissolve Parliament 
at once for this interference with the 
course of business. The noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
has said that we could not interfere 
with the other Hopse of Parliament; 
but the Triennial Act was introduced 
by an ancestor of the Duke of Devon- 
shire in this House, and was carried in 
the other House. My Lords, I am 


Lord Denman 


{LORDS} 
Member of the Government has sup- | very 








(Ireland) Bill. 1856 


old, and I am extremely anxious 
that this Bill should pass. My words 
may not produce even a single teller, 
but I think it really would be courteous 
of your Lordships to show that there 
are some who are in favour of voting 
by female householders. I beg to 
move that this Bill be now read a 
second time. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now 
read 2*.”—(The Lord Denman.) 


Toe PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Satissvry): My Lords, it is my duty 
to oppose the Second Reading of this 
Bill, as on former occasions, not on the 
question of its merits—I express no 
hostility whatever to the views of the 
noble Lord—but because I do not 
think it is consistent with the comity 
of Parliament that we should entertain 
a Bill affecting the constitution of the 
other House. That seems to me a 
principle which it is not desirable to 
infringe, and I move that the Bill be 
read a second time this day six months. 

Amendment moved, to leave out 
(‘now’) and add at the end of the 
Motion (‘this day three months,”)— 
(The Marquess of Salisbury). 


On Question whether (“‘now’’) shall 
stand part of the Motion, Resolved in 
the Negative. 


Bill to be read 2* this day three 
months. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
BILL, 
THIRD READING. 
Bill read 3* (according to order). 


Tae Duke or ARGYLL: My Lords, 
before this Bill passes out of the hands 
of the House, I wish to say a few words, 
with the permission of the House, upon 
an aspect of the question which 
not been much noticed. The main part of 
this Bill is Clause 18, which gives a 
large sum of public money in support of 
the present system of national educa- 
tion in Ireland ; and what I want to say 
is that the Bill is an important Bill in 
this respect}: that it is a great step in 
strengthening the existing system of 
school education in Ireland, and that 


that system is virtually a denomina-- 
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tional system. I do not think the 

le of this county clearly under- 
stand that ; they have a notion that a 
system of common education was 
established forty years ago by the late 
Lord Derby, when Lord Stanley, and 
that that still goes on as a mixed and 
common system of education. Now 
really, and to a very large extent, the 
existing system of education in Ireland 
is a strictly denominational system ; 
with this modification, that there is a 
strict Conscience Clause, and that all 
schools, whether vested or not vested, 
are obliged to admit all scholars with- 
out insisting upon the religious instruc- 
tion of the school. Well, my Lords, 
Ido not think that in the passage of 
this Bill through Parliament any 
attempt has been made, or any desire 
expressed, upon the part of anybody, 
to alter that system so as to make it 
either more or less denominational. 
Last night there was a discussion, I 
understand—I had not the honour of 
being present in the House—about a 
question which has been raised in the 
House of Commons; and your Lord- 
ships must have seen it raised else- 
where in the papers, about the con- 
nection of a body called the Christian 
Brothers in Ireland with the system of 
national education. My Lords, I cer- 
tainly had understood Mr. Balfour to 
say in the House of Commons that 
some arrangement was likely to be 
come to with that body, whereby their 
schools might be admitted to the 
benefit of a grant, without depart- 
ing from their strict rules’ in 
regard to religious instruction. I 
believe my noble Friend the Lord Privy 
Seal last night explained to the House 
that there was virtually no new arrange- 
ment of this kind at all, but that hopes 
may be entertained that the Christian 
Brothers may arrive at some under- 
standing with the Government as to 
the adoption of a Conscience Clause. 
Further than that, I understand that 
no arrangement has been made. There 
is therefore no modification or addition 
made in the denominational system of 
Irish education. Now, my Lords, I 
am very glad of this. I heartily ap- 
prove of the denominational system of 
education. I know it is unpopular on 
the Liberal side of the House, but I 
have always dissented from my noble 
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and right hon. Friends upon this sub- 
ject. I am very glad indeed that there 
should be ayeled system of education, 
where the branches of the Christian 
Church who are concerned are heartily 
agreed in such a direction. But where 
they are not agreed, if a compromise 
is forced upon them, I think it is 
an injurious system to insist upon; 
and feel very strongly that in a 
country like Ireland, where the religious 
feelings of the people are very deep and 
earnest, and somewhat exclusive, it is 
quite hopeless to force upon that 
people a united system of education 
when they are determined not to adopt 
it. And this I feel still more strongly— 
that for the State to refuse to support 
schools which give a good secular edu- 
cation, because they also give a special 
religious education, is a great injustice, 
and is, in fact, a boycotting of religion. 
Now, my Lords, I want to ask this 
question of the House: Would any of 
your Lordships think it fair to say that 
giving money to a Roman Catholic 
school for its secular education is an 
endowment of the Roman Catholic 
religion? I think it would be a gross 
fallacy to say so; and therefore I wish 
to direct the attention of the House to 
a statement which I confess greatly 
astonished me, made by my right hon. 
friend Mr. Gladstone the other day 
in a public speech tothe Noncon- 
formists of England. He said that there 
was great fear that any new Parliament 
in Dublin would endow or maintain 
educational institutions in the direct 
interests of Roman Catholics; and he 
went on to say— 

“ This is indeed a danger ; butit is a danger 
which does not come from an Irish Parliament, 
but from a much nearer hand ” ; 
and he proceeded to assert that that 
danger came from Mr. Balfour, the 
present Leader of the House of 
Commons, who, three years ago, had 
made a distinct proposal to endow 
Roman Catholic academical institutions 
in the interest of Roman Catholicism. 
My Lords, when I read that statement, 
I could not conceive what Mr. Glad- 
stone could mean. I remembered no 
such proposal coming from any Member 
of the Government ; I remembered no 
such proposal being discussed in the 
public Press in connection with an 
proposal of the Government. An 
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then I recollected the foundation for 
this extraordinary charge against Mr. 
Balfour—because it was a charge; it 
was made at a meeting of Nonconform- 
ists, and it was intended to rouse their 
ultra-Protestant feelings against the 
Government as intending to give a 
specific endowment to Roman Catholics 
in the interests of Roman Catholicism. 
Then I recollected the fact, and the 
only fact—the rudimentary [fact—on 
which this unjust charge was raised 
against the Government. My Lords, 
in the year 1889, towards the end of 
the Session, Mr. Balfour made acursory 
remark that academical or university 
education in Ireland was not at present 
in a satisfactory state as regards the 
Roman Catholic population; he said 
that it did not meet their wants, and 
that probably we should soon have to 
pave some other mode in which 
their desires should be met. That was 
the sole foundation. As to any pro- 
posal, nothing of the sort was made ; 
the words of Mr. Balfour were so vague 
and general that they might have 
pointed to anything. For instance, 
they might have pointed to giving a 
charter to the Roman Catholic Univer- 
sities, or toany one of a dozen proposals 
for the purpose of meeting the Roman 
Catholics. Now, when that speech of 
Mr. Balfour's was made, he was 
instantly assailed by a howl from a 
great proportion of the Liberal Party, 
who said that he contemplated the en- 
dowment of Roman Catholicism ; and 
this speech of Mr. Gladstone’s to the 
Nonconformists of England is nothing 
but a resuscitation of that howl, for 
which there was no _ foundation 
whatever. Even if the matter stood 
thus alone, the accusation against Mr. 
Balfour would have been most unjust 
and uncalled for ; but it does not stand 
alone ; that was not all that Mr. Bal- 
four said. He went down soon after 
that to Glasgow, and he made a long 
speech at a place called Partick, in the 
immediate neighbourhood of Glasgow, 
in which he repelled the charge which 
had been made against him, and the 
misinterpretation which had been put 
upon his |. e; and in that s h, 
going owed what he was called upon 
to do, with that perfect openness and 
eandour which is part of his character 
and has secured for him so large a 
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portion of the confidence of his fellow- 
countrymen, he explained exactl 
what he did mean ; and, ins 
of its being a proposal to endow 
the Roman Catholic Universities, he 
distinctly declared that he had no such 
idea in his head. He said that in any 
scheme to meet the Roman Catholic 
claims in Ireland, there were three 
essential conditions. He said— 

“My own view is that we cannot, in the 
first place, with public advaniage, found a 
Roman Catholic University ” ; 
—that was a distinct denial, in broad 
terms, of that which indirectly but 
effectively Mr. Gladstone pretended 
that he had proposed— 

“That it would be fatal to the cause of 
higher education in Ireland if the Catholics 


and Protestants were not brought into com- 
petition in degreos.” 


‘The second declaration that he made 


was this— 

“We cannot give any State endowment of 
theological teaching—such a request, if made, 
would be scouted.” 

And the third was, that in any system 
whatever for academical education in 
Ireland the Conscience Clause would 
be an indispensable condition. Now, 
my Lords, after that explanation by 
Mr. Balfour of the speech he made in 
the House of Commons, I must say 
that it is most unfortunate that Mr. 
Gladstone should have made a charge 
soutterly unfounded, and so contrary to 
the fact, as that which I find in this 
speech to the Nonconformists of Eng- 
land. I have very little doubt that Mr. 
Gladstone either did not see,or had never 
read, Mr. Balfour’s address at Partick ; 
but still it was a public document which 
was much commented upon at the time, 
and therefore it is one to which I can ap- 
peal in your Lordships’ House when I 
appeal against the erroneous statement 
made by Mr. Gladstone. Now, my 
Lords, I know what the secret of this 
is, because, in the middle of the period 
between this and 1873—and here I 
must explain the interest that I feel in 
it, which is this—and I would refer to 
my noble Friend behind me ~ Earl 
of Kimberley), because my noble Friend 
and I were both Members of the Go- 
vernment of 1873; we were not all, of 
course, responsible for everything that 
Mr. Gladstone said then, but we were 
jointly responsible for the proposals 
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made by the Government, fatal as those 
proposals ultimately were to the Govern- 
ment, and injurious to its credit. Mr. 
Gladstone entered upon a great scheme 
-of reform for the University of Ireland. 
It was a complete and disastrous 
failure. He opened his address to the 
House of Commons in a very grave and 
serious manner. He said— 

“This scheme of University reform for Ire- 

dand is the complement of the two other great 
measures which we have —one, for the 
-disestablishment of the t Church, 
and the other, the Land Act. This reform of 
ithe academical instruction in Ireland we are 
dealing with is the third great branch of Irish 
grievances. 
Nothing could be more solemn than 
that. But he did not stop there. He 
went on to explain to the House of 
Commons the facts of Irish academical 
education, and he ended by saying— 

“There are seme persons who say, and even 
wwho venture to maintain, that under the 
pcteng beg of Ireland, as it now is, the 
Roman olics do not , after all, so 
‘very ill. I disagree entirely with those who 
say so. I say that the ition of Roman 
Catholics with respect to University education 
is bad ; I go further and [ say it is scanda- 
lously bad.” 

Those were the words of Mr. Glad- 
stone; and he summed up a long part 
-of his speech by saying— 
~“ Well: now, I have preved io the House 
‘that in regard to national education there is a 
. great religious grievance.in Ireland.” 
-Now, my Lords, I say that, although 
“we are not all individually responsible 
for the details of that Bill, with which, 
I confess, I had nothing to 
-do, and which I regarded with some 
astonishment, yet, as regards the 
general principle, that there was a 
Roman Catholic religious grievance in 
Ireland, we were all responsible; and 
I deny that that grievance has been 
removed te the present day. From 
that day to this Mr. Gladstone has 
never lifted a single hand to alter or 
-amend the system of education of Ire- 
land with a view to meet that grievance 
of the Roman Catholics of Ireland. 
Why? Because he never forgave the 
Roman Catholic priesthood for turning 
against him on that occasion. And in 
-his very speech to the Nonconformists of 
England, he alludes to the rejection of 
that Bill. But, my Lords, the secret 
ls this: that in the intervening 
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year Mr. Gladstone wrote a very 
violent pamphlet inst Vaticanism, 
in which the whole feeling comes out. 
He says— 

“T consider that the Liberal majority of the 
House of Commons, and the Gevernment to 
which I have the honour end satisfaction to 
belong, Sout tendered payment in full of 
this portion of the debt due by the Irish 
University Bill of February, 1 Some, 
indeed, think it was overpaid — a question 
into which this is manifestly not the to 
enter—after the Roman Catholic in 
Ireland thought fit to procure the re- 
jection of that measure by the direct influence 
they exercise with a certain number of Irish 
Members of Parliament, and by the temptation 
which was thus offered to bid, in effect, which 
is a homely phrase, to attract the support of 
the Tory position. Their efforts were 
crowned with complete success. From that 
day forward, I have felt that the situatian was 
changed—the debt to Ireland had been paid.” 
Now Mr. Gladstone’s position is this: 
he announced to all the world in 1873, 
with the sanction of all his colleagues, 
that there was agreat and real grievance 
in Ireland with respect to University 
education, and he proposed a scheme 
which was so absurd in itself that it 
broke down in the House of Commons, 
and was rejected even by his own 
friends—for instance, Sir Lyon Playfair 
and Professor Fawcett were strong 
opponents, and voted against it—but 
because the scheme was rejected, he 
turns round and says: ‘I will not now 
admit that there is any Roman Catholic 
grievance at all; my debt has been 
paid ; I offered them this Bill and they 
would not accept it, and nothing more is 
due from me to them.” That is the 
language that he uses. I feel that this 
language is wholly unworthy. I mean 
to say that if we other members of the 
Government of 1873 were to adopt that 
language I should be ashamed of 
myself. We were parties to the state- 
ment that there was a grievance, and I 
maintain that there is a grievance still, 
and that the rejection of the Bill by the 
House of Commons, not only by the 
Roman Catholics, but by his own 
friends, does not relieve us from the 
duty and necessity of some day going 
forward in this matter and giving some 
relief to the Roman Catholics in 
respect to University education. And 
now, my Lords, the connection that I 
draw between that and this Bill now 
on your Lordships’ Table is this: it is 
the connection wn by Mr. Balfour 
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in his speech at Partick. He says: 
** You do not call it an endowment of a 
Roman Catholic school because you 
pay for its secular instruction; why 
should you call it an endowment of a 
Roman Catholic College if you pay for 
its secular instruction?” That was 
the suggestion that he made, and the 
only one; but as to making a distinct 
proposal, in the language of Mr. Glad- 
stone, that the State should endow 
Roman Catholic education in the 
interest of Roman Catholicism, it is 
directly in the teeth of Mr. Balfour’s 
declaration at Partick. Now I approve 
of this Bill myself heartily, because it 
is a considerable strengthening of a 
purely denominational system of educa- 
tion with a Conscience Clause, and I, 
for one, should be very glad to see such 
&@ denominational system adopted all 
over the country. Iam convinced that 
the state of feeling among all classes in 
Ireland is such that they will not be 
satisfied with any education which 
divorces secular from religious. You 
must deal with the Irish people 
according to their feelings; and the 
= result of Mr. Gladstone’s speech 
will be to increase the prejudice against 
the Imperial Parliament, and leave 
everything to be done by the new Irish 
Parliament. And then indeed we shall 
have a pretty row ; because an Imperial 
Parliament, legislating on this matter 
with the full consent of the whole 

pulation of the country, is a very 

ifferent thing from a local Parliament 
taxing Ireland alone for these Roman 
Catholic institutions. My Lords, I 
have thought it right to bring the 
matter forward, because I think that 
the statement made by Mr. Gladstone 
was not only most injurious to the 
Government and unjust to Mr. Bal- 
four, but most injurious to the cause 
of the Union between the two coun- 
tries. Although I am a Presbyterian 
and a Protestant, I am in favour of 
full and absolute justice to the Roman 
Catholic population of Ireland, and I 
agree with the late Matthew Arnold, 
who always maintained that both Par- 
ties in the country were wrong in this 
matter, and that we ought to go for- 
ward, and pay the Roman Catholics, 
not only in their schools, but in what- 
ever colleges they erect, for their 
secular education, without taking the 
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least notice of the religious education: 


they give. 

“Tne Eart or KIMBERLEY =: My 
Lords, I do not see that there is any 
immediate connection between the: 
attack which my noble Friend has made 


upon Mr. Gladstone—and he is always. 
very glad to attack. him whenever: 


he can—and the Bill now before the 
House. No doubt the question is. 
education; but the question is not 


University education at all.. However: 


Iam free to confess that I-have not 
looked into this matter; nor have I 
@ very vivid remembrance of what Mr. 
Balfour said some three years ago.. 
But this I do remember: that it was 
the opinion of a great many persons, 
which, I think,. was. not confined by 
any means to the opposite side, that. 
in the House of Commons Mr. Bal-- 
four had used some rather vague ex- 
pression—at all events, he gave that 
impression to a: certain number of: 
people, which implied that there was 
at that time: to be a special endow-- 
ment of the Roman Catholie higher 
education: in Ireland. As the noble 
Duke says, Mr. Balfour evidently 
thought there was some possibility of 
his language bearing that interpreta- 
tion, because at the same time, at 
Glasgow, he took a great deal of pains 
to explain more precisely what he 
meant; and I think it was generally 
thought that he found that there was: 
a considerable opinion on the subject 
in the country at the time that he had 
touched the question ina manner which: 
was likely togive some offence, especially 
in the North of Ireland, and that it was: 
therefore absolutely necessary for him’ 
to explain away what he had said in: 
the House of Commons. With regard’ 
to what my noble Friend said as to 
the part we took in the Bill at the 
close of the Government of 1868, I am 
not quite prepared to stand in the white 
sheet, as my noble Friend does. He 
says the Bill was an absurd Bill. Iam 
not prepared to say it was an absurd 
Bill; on the contrary, I think im 
many respects it was a very good 
Bill. I know well that a great deal 
of opposition was raised against the: 
Bill, but, so far as I remember, it 
was principally against one or. two- 
clauses which had reference to certain: 
Chairs which were to be appropriated 
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Coroners’ 
for the teaching of certain subjects, 
because it was thought religious preju- 
dices might be excited. Since that 
time there have been changes made in 
Treland which have placed the higher 
education of the Roman Catholics upon 
a better footing, and I believe they are, 
on the whole, satisfied that there has 
been an improvement in their position. 
My Lords, I understand that what Mr. 
Gladstone said the other day was that, 
if there was any ground for appre- 
hending that there would be any 
endowment of Roman Catholicism 
such as to give offence to those who 
differed from them, Mr. Balfour had 
certainly shadowed forth something of 
the kind, and that if there was any 
apprehension to be felt, it must come 
from that quarter. So far as I know, 
the real point at issue must have been 
whether or not, if there were to be what 
is calle? a Home Rule Parliament es- 
tablished in Dublin, it would be likely 
to endow the Roman Catholics in that 
country as regards education in a 
manner which would be considered 
unfair to the Protestant population. 
My noble Friend rather gives colour 
to that; he speaks of the dangers 
that there might.be in case a Home 
Rule Parliament were established. My 
Lords, I do not think it is at all con- 
venient to raise incidentally, upon a 
Bill of this kind, the great question 
whether there should be what is called 
Home Rule for Ireland or not. It is 
known that we have strong opinions on 
this subject, and strong opipions are 
held on the other side; and upon 
that very matter there will be an issue 
before the country in a very few days, 
and we shall know what the country 
thinks upon it. I can only say that I 
firmly believe that, if there should be a 
Home Rule Parliament established in 
Dublin, there is not the smallest pro- 
bability that they will deal unfairly 
with their Protestant fellow-country- 
men, or in any way interfere with them 
m any arrangement that they may 
make. As regards what my noble 
Friend says of his wish that the Roman 
Catholics should enjoy the fullest 
advantages of education in every 
respect, in the same way as all other 
subjects of the Queen, I do not think 
there will be any difference of opinion 
on that point. The strongest proof that 
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ean be given that upon the Liberal side 
there is that wish is that very Bill 
which we staked our existence upon in 
the former Government of Mr. Glad- 
stone—that “‘ absurd ”’ Bill, as my neble 
Friend calls it. I do not it an 
absurd Bill; I think that in principle 
it was an exceedingly good Bill. There 
were undoubtedly deficiencies in detail, 
which afterwards we all regretted. 
I have no more to say on the subject. 
I do not think the occasion is one 
when my noble Friend need have 
gone out of his way to make this 
fiery attack on Mr. Gladstone; but 
I have no doubt it has given him 
great pleasure; he has ample oppor- 
tunities here, and on platforms of 
doing so; and I have no doubt that it is 
not the last time that I shall hear from 
him these strong denunciations of one 
who once was our common leader. 


Bill passed. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
THIKD READING. 


Bill read 3* (according to order). 
On Question, That the Bill do pass. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
I have an Amendment to the first 
clause, to which I called the attention 
of the House yesterday, and which I 
hope my noble and learned Friend will 
assent to. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
noble Friend will forgive me if I say at 
once that I do not object to the principle 
of the Amendment, but I do not think 
it will do in its presentform. It strikes 
me that the County Council is rather 
an inconvenient body ; but if my noble 
and learned Friend will substitute the 
Chairman of the County Council in the 
case of the County Coroner, and the 
Mayor of the Borough in the case of 
the Borough Coroner, I shall not object 
to his Amendment. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: Then it will 
be the Chairman, or Mayor, as the case 
may be, of the Council ? 

HE LORD CHANCELLOR: Yes. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: Then I will 
move the Amendment in that form. 


Amendment moved, 

In Clause 1, line 7, to omit (“Lord Chan- 
celior”) and insert, in lieu thereof, (“ Chairman 
or Mayor, as the case may be, of the Council”); 
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and in line 8, leave out (“the,”) and insert 
(“such ”).— (The Lord Herschel.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed. 





TELEGRAPHS BILL. 
REPORT OF AMENDMENTS. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order). 
*Lorpj HOBHOUSE: My Lords, I 
do not propose to offer any opposition 
to this Bill at this stage or any other ; 
but I do not like to let the Bill proceed 
to its end without calling attention to 
the effect that it will have upon the 
state of things in the County of London. 
Your Lordships are, no doubt, aware 
that, after very long agitation by the 
Local Authorities, there was passed last 


year an Act for the purpose of bringing | 


under some public control, in the 

eneral interests of the inhabitants of 

ondon, all the overhead wires in 
London; but from the control which 
was thereby given to the London 
County Couneil the lines vested in 
the Postmaster General were excepted. 
I do not quite know on what 
principle the exception was made, 
whether it was that it was con- 
sidered that the Postmaster General 
was a great public official who himself 
would look after the matter in the 
. general interests of London, or whether 
it was considered simply that it was 
not well to have one public body look- 
ing after another in the same matter. 
However, so it was ; it was not liked on 
behalf of the Londoners, but it was a 
very small matter, for I believe a very 
small percentage, say five per cent. it 
may be of the lines, was vested in the 
Postmaster General. Well, now it is 
proposed to supply the Postmaster 
‘General with money to buy up the lines, 
at all events the main trunk lines, of 
‘communication, and possibly the 
whole. And so far as the object of 
this Bill is carried into effect, so far 
will the Act of last year be rendered of 
no effect. I certainly do not think it 
right to offer any obstacle or difficulty 
in the way of the Bill passing, it being 
@ general measure all over the 
Kingdom, and the effects of it 
being uncertain as to what extent 
the Postmaster General would re- 
-quire these lines in London. Nor 
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did I see my way to moving any 
Amendment, simply to save the existing 
jurisdiction of the London County 
Council, because the effect of that 
would be to introduce some confusion 
into the lines possessed by the Post- 
master General, some of which would 
be subject and others not subject to the 
London County Council. I therefore 
did not see my way to propose to 
maintain the jurisdiction vested in the 
London County Council over the lines 
they have now. But your Lordships 
will see that it does make a very con- 
siderable difference in the state of 
things, and it seems to me that, if this 
Act is generally put into force, the 
time will come, perhaps next year, 
when the whole subject must be 
reviewed, and it must be con- 
sidered whether it is not right to 
have some authority which, in the 
general interests of the inhabitants of 
London, shall have some jurisdiction 
over these lines. I do not propose to 
review the principle now, but I do not 
like to let the Bill pass without giving 
full notice that there will be a demand 
to review it. 

*Lorpv BALFOUR: My Lords, I 
believe the House will expect me to say 
a word or two in reply to the observa- 
tions of the noble Lord ; and I should 
like to say at once that I cordially and 
cheerfully acknowledge the courtesy 
which he has displayed in not 
moving an Amendment, and simply 
confining himself, at this period to 
the Session, to making a protest, and 
giving the notice that he has been good 
enough to give on this occasion. My 
Lords, I am bound to say, however, 
that I think that in speaking en behalf 
of the London County Council he 
overrates the importance of the change 
made by this Bill. As he told your 
Lordships fairly and frankly, the lines 
owned by the Postmaster General on 
behalf of the Post Office were exempted 
from the Bill of last year. But there 
was no prohibition in the Bill of last 
year against the Postmaster General 
acquiring existing lines, and therefore, 
if without this Bill at all the Postmaster 
Genera] had acquired any lines, they 


would ipso facto have pe out of 
the jurisdiction of the London County 


Council. Therefore, the only connection 
of the Bill with the matter, is because 
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the Bill proposes to give the Treasury 
power to raise a million of money to 
expend on telephones. I am not on 
this point able to speak with absolute 
certainty ; but I cannot conceive that 
not much of that million pounds can be 
expended within the jurisdiction of the 
“County Council of London. I say not 
much relatively, and for thisreason: that 
the policy of the Post Office, confirmed 
roby a Select Committee of the other 
House of Parliament, is, as I explained 
to the House the other day, that the 
Post Office should purchase the trunk 
lines, and not the lines of interecommuni- 
cation between points within municipal 
areas. For instance, the exchange 
in London from one point of 
London to another will, as I under- 
stand the matter, remain in the hands 
-of the companies; and similarly at 
Birmingham, Liverpool, or Leeds. If 
at any point one man in Birmingham 
-desires to communicate with another 
in Birmingham he will communicate 
with him under the control of the 
‘company having the licence for that 
-community. The object of the Bill is to 
procure for the Postmaster General the 
trunk lines between London and Bir- 
mingham, and Birmingham and Liver- 
pool, or any other of the important 
-centres ; and therefore, although I quite 
admit that, if wires are purchased by 
the Postmaster General within the 
jurisdiction of the County Council of 
London, to that extent they will pass 
out of the provisions of the Bill of last 
year and into the exceptions, I have 
already said that I do not think it is a 
matter of great importance; and I 
think, my Lords, I may say this, on 
dehalf of the Post Office, that they 
will be prepared to receive and con- 
sider any representation on the matter 
which the London County Council may 
be good enough to make to them, 
having regard to the way in which this 
Bill has been received by the County 
Council on this occasion. At the same 
time I would like to say that on this 
point the Bill has not been altered 
since it left another place, and that the 
Post Office would have been very glad 
to discuss the matter in the other 
House, where there was more time to 


do it, but where they did not know 


‘that any objection was entertained 
ito any of the provisions of the 
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Bill on behalf of the London County 
Council. 

Lorpv HOBHOUSE: May I sa 
one word—that the speed with whic 
this Bill was passed through the House 
of Commons and has come up to this 
House has been such that the County 
Council have hardly had time to take 
breath in the matter ? 

*Lorpv BALFOUR: The Bill was 
for some time before a Select Com- 
mittee—at least I understand so. 

Lorp HOBHOUSE: I did not know 
anything about that. 

Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 

*THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I asked my noble Friend the 
Lord Privy Seal last night why the 
extra payment for the Land Commis- 
sioners was put off for a year? If the 
noble Lord is unable to answer me 
now I will ask the question again to- 
morrow. 

Bill reported without amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3* To-morrow. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL, 
COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clauses agreed to. 


Schedule 1— 


*THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I havean Amendment to leave 
out of the first Schedule lines 43, 44, 
45, and 46. This, my Lords, is a ver 
important Bill for us, and I shoul 
like shortly to tell your Lordships 
what effect this Schedule would have. 
In the year 1887 your Lordships’ House 
passed an Act which, in the shape in 
which it left your Lordships’ House, 
provided that a tenant, who held 
a lease, would either go into 
Court or be taken before the Court 
to have his lease reviewed. That 
was objected to because many tenants 
held leases which were of great advan- 
tage to them, and those tenants did 
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not wish te be brought in. Therefore 
Mr. Parnell objected to this proposal, 
because he said that tenants would be 
compelled to come into Court and 
become yearly tenants, whether they 
wished to or not. Mr. Balfour agreed 
with him on that point, and said that, 
if the clause were carried in that state, 
the moment it passed all leases would 
be broken, whether they were in favour 
of the landlord or the tenant. Mr. 
Parnell proposed an Amendment pro- 
viding that the clause should not come 
into operation, except upon application 
by the tenant, in the prescribed manner 
in the Court of Lessees. That appears 
to have been accepted by the House of 
Commons, and it was moved by Mr. 
Parnell that that should take place if 
the leaseholders applied to the Court 
of Lessees within three years from the 
passing of the Act. Mr. Parnell was 
at that period the Leader of a very 
powerful Party in the House of Com- 
mons, and he thought that three years 
would satisfy all the necessities of the 
case; it would not be an extensive 
period, but it would enable substantial 
Justice to be done in the matter. Mr. 
T. W. Russell had another Amend- 
ment to limit the time to two years, 
and, after a time, Mr. Balfour suggested 
that two years was quite sufficient ; 
Mr. Parnell then agreed to limit it 
to two years, and he himself moved 
that that should be the limit. The 
result of that has been that it enabled 
leaseholders to go into Court and have 
their rents fixed, if they wished to do 
so, and the time given them was to the 
23rd August, 1889. Now, my Lords, 
what has been done with regard to 
this Act? Each year it has been 
slipped into the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Act ; it was slipped in in 1889, 
1890 and 1891, and now it is again 
proposed to be slippedin. I protested 
last year in your Lordships’ House 
that it was very unfair to keep this 
matter unsettled—the leaseholders 
have ample time to go into Court if 
they wish it, and there is no reason 
why your Lordships’ House, or the 
other House of Parliqment, should have 
put a limit into the Bill if it is to be 
continually extended by the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill— there is no 
meaning in a limit in that case— 
you had better pass a Bill per- 


The Marquess of Waterford 
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mitting leaseholders to go _ into 
Court for ever. The Government 
of Ireland—and that is-the only fault 
I have to find with them—have never 
any finality about anything. Let me 
point out also that, if you strike these 
lines out of the Schedule, the lease- 
holders will have their attention drawn 
to the fact that if they want to apply 
to the Court they can do so, and they 
have got to the 3lst December this 
year. Is not that enough? On the 
other hand, if you put this into the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill they 
will have a year and a half; next year 
they will have another, as it will be con- 
tinuously slipped in. And I may tell 
your Lordships that the only reason 
given in another place for this, 
by the Minister in charge, was that 
it had been slipped in continually 
before, and he did not see why it should 
not be again. My Lords, I protest 
against that system of legislation, and 
I beg to move the Amendment that 
stands in my name. 


Amendment moved, First Schedule, 
page 5, line 43, to leave out lines 43, 
44, 45, and 46.—(The Marquess of 
Waterford.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
noble Marquess has explained with 
great clearness, and with the familiarity 
that on such occasions he always dis- 
plays, the matter with which he is 
dealing; but I am afraid I cannot 
accept his Amendment, and I must ask 
your Lordships to affirm the clauses 
and the schedules as they stand. But, 
my Lords, I do so upon a much more 
simple ground than that which the 
noble Marquess attributes to my right 
hon. Friend in the other House; and 
my ground for asking it is that the 
Chief Secretary, who is familiar with 
the question, I submit, in Ireland, says 
that it is absolutely necessary for the 
administration of this law to which 
the noble Lord has referred, and that he 
could not possibly dispense with the 
period for which he asks, unless your 
Lordships insist upon his doing so. 
The noble Marquess says that it has 
happened three times already, and this 
will be the fourth time, and I think 
that his argument, which he has 
very powerfully urged, increases in 
force as time goes on, and that the- 
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noble Marquess will have made a very 
powerful attack upon the continuance 
of this practice in future. My Lords, 
it always does happen that at the end 
of a somewhat exciting and busy time 
something is not disposed of or swept 
up, so to speak, in Parliament. I am 
not competent to argue the fact 
whether these leaseholders have or have 
not a sufficient time, and whether it is 
possible to enforce it upon them within 
six months; I can only take what my 
right hon. —— tells me—namely, 
that he cannot do without it; and I 
should think the noble Marquess him- 
self would hesitate to insist upon his 
Amendment in the face of such an 
assurance. I can know nothing about 
the merits, certainly not so much as 
the noble Marquess does; but I give 
him the assurance of the Chief Secre- 
tary ; and if the same attempt is made 
another year I will undertake not to 
move this Bill with that provision in it. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
do not feel perfectly sure that the effect 
of the Bill is that which my noble and 
learned Friend says is intended—it is 
certainly rather a curious method of 
legislation. Section 1 of the Act of 
1887 provides that at any time within 
two years after the passing of that Act 
an oo may be made. What 
dees this Bill do? It says that the 
Acts mentioned in the first schedule, 
including this Act of 1887, shall to the 
extent specified in column 2 be con- 
tinued until the 31st December, 1893, 
and what is specified in column 2 is 
so much of Section 1 of 50 and 51 Vic- 
toria, chapter 33, “‘as relates to the 
time within which applications under 
the section may be made.” But what 
you extend is that part of the Act 
which provides that application must 
be made before the 3ist December, 
1889; you do not alter, as it seems to 
me, the provision that the application 
must be made after the passing of the 
Act and before the ending of the year 
1889; at least it seems to me by no 
means clear that you do. What really 
is proposed is not to extend the exist- 
ing law at all, but to amend the Act by 
providing that the time for application 
may extend to a certain date; and it 
seems to me very doubtful indeed whe- 
ther you have done so by saying that 
the Act, or a part of the Act which 
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provides a particular thing, shall be ex- 
tended to a particular date. 

Lorp MACNAGHTEN : My Lords, 
I think the observation of my noble 
and learned Friend is justified; but I 
must say that this is the way in which 
Acts have been extended for many 
years, and I am sorry that my noble 
and learned Friend has drawn attention 
to it. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: If 
there is any doubt I think it would 
be very easy to frame an Amendment 
which would set it right. 

Lorp MACNAGHTEN: I would 
ask my noble ané learned Friend not to 
alter it now, because there are so many 
cases of the same nature. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: But, if it 
were altered now, it would be altered 
to validate the extension as from the 
original date. 

Taz LORD CHANCELLOR: Iam 
not quite certain that I concur with 
the construction which my noble and 
learned Friend puts upon it. What is 
extended is so much of Section 1 as 
relates to the time within which appli- 
cations under the section may be 
made; that is in the general sense. 

Lorp MACNAGHTEN: I think 
the words are the same as in the other 
Act. I believe it has been extended pre- 
cisely in the same way. 

THe Marquess or WATERFORD : 
It has. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
doubt very much whether it would be 
desirable to amend it, because, if it 
has been done by those same words in 
other Acts, I am afraid, if what my 
noble and learned Friend proposes 
were done, you would have to validate 
what has been done under the other 
Acts, and that I think would be a 
very serious undertaking to go through. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: I withdraw 
any observations that I made, in the 
hope that in the future some clearer 
mode may be adopted. 

*Toe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
My Lords, I think the answer of the 
Chief Secretary, which the noble and 
learned Lord has given to me, that he 
cannot administer the law, unless this 
Act is continued in the Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, is a very extraordinary 
one. What are the facts? There is 
no feeling—there has never been @ 
meeting in Ireland in favour of it ; 
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every single leaseholder who wishes to 
come in six months still in which 
to lodge his application. Really, I 
think that on the ee of the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant it is a 
very unfair answer to give to say that he 
cannot carry on the government of 
Ireland without it. My Lords, it is 
not really very material—I should 
divide your Lordships’ House upon it 
if I thought it were—but I do not 
think so, and if my noble and learned 
Friend will give me the promise that, 
if he has charge of this Bill next year, 
he will not again propose this same 
extension, I shall be very glad to 
withdraw my Amendment. But really, 
my Lords, it is not fair to keep us 
always in this seething state of ex- 
citement. 

Viscount MIDLETON: My Lords, 
I entirely concur with what the noble 
Marquess has said with regard to the 
extreme difficulty which is occasioned, 
in the management of any estate in 
Ireland, by the constant changes that 
Parliament is making. I pointed out 
to your Lordships the other day that 
these things are much better under- 
stood by the tenants’ representatives 
in another place than by anybody else, 
because they comprise a large number 
of men who are either barristers or so- 
licitors practising at Quarter Sessions 
and the Courts, and familiar with every 
turn and trick of these tribunals. The 
result is that, whenever a Bill is 
brought in connected with Ireland, one 
small Amendment and another is put 
in, all in the tenants’ interests, and all 
whittling down what remains of the 
landlords’ interests, and it is not fair 
play. And not only so, but themoment 
you have adapted the management of 
an estate, both in spirit and in letter, 
to the decrees of the Legislature, some- 
thing else—it may bea small or it 
may be a large matter—comes down 
upon you, is imposed by the Legisla- 
ture, and you have to change every 
arrangement that you have made. 
What is the result? Even on estates 
where landlords are on the best of 
terms with their tenants, the lawyer is 
never out of the office; not because 
there is any doubt about the law as it 


originally stood, but because every 

year this or that little thing is intro- 

duced, which noble Lords frequently 

consider of very small importance, but 
The Marquess of Waterford 
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which, when it comes to be worked out,. 
makes a considerable difference in the 
administration of an estate. I cannot 
for the life of me understand why Par- 
liament in its wisdom, having imposed. 
a certain limit of time within which 
leaseholders should come in, should, 
by a side wind, alter the very enact- 
ment which Parliament passed, and 
which was fully argued in another 
place at the time. There was no man 
who better understood what the inte- 
rests of those whom he represented 
werethan the late Mr. Parnell. Afterfull 
discussion, he was satisfied that two 
years were sufficient for this 
and it was after a Debate, a ater a 
suggestion made by Mr. Balfour, who. 
was then Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
that that limit of two years was inserted. 
Now it has been three times enlarged, 
and is about to be enlarged for the 
fourth time. And, my Lords, what is 
the use of it? If there were any real 
hardship I am not one of those who 
would wish to do anything that 
savours of sharp practice as regards 
the tenants; but in this case there can 
be no possible harm. As my noble 
Friend has pointed out, there are still 
six months during which any lease- 
holder may avail himselfof the benefits 
of the Act, which Mr. Parnell would 
have been satisfied with had it termi- 
nated three years ago. Under those 
circumstances, what possible hardship. 
can there be? The leaseholders of 
Ireland are decidedly the best class of 
tenants, taking them all round; they 
are the most intelligent; they know 
their own interests far better than any 
of your Lordships do; they are com- 
petent to take care of themselves; and, 
if they have not availed themselves of 
the Act up to this time, what possible 
reason is there for now extending it? 
If anybody, by mistake or from illness, 
or any other cause, has been unable to- 
come in, he would now have full notice: 
that he must make his application within 
the next six months. Saar, my Lords. 
that meets the justice of the case. 
It is turning the whole question into a. 
farce if the Expiring Laws Continuance: 
Bill is to be passed and an Act of this. 
kind, which was not considered neces- 

at the time, which has already 

ample scope for extension, is now 
to be included again a fourth time in 
the Bill. 
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Taz LORD CHANCELLOR: I 
think the noble Marquess, in quoting me, 
substituted one word for what I said, 
which makes a considerable difference. 
I never said that the Chief Secretary 
could not carry on the government of 
Ireland without this Bill. WhatI said 
was, that he could not administer this 
law without more than the six months 
which would be !eft to him; and I 
should be sorry to be quoted as having 
said that this Bill was absolutely 
necessary for carrying on the govern- 
ment of Ireland. 

Amendment (by leave of the Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 
Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


Tae LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
Capocan): My Lords, in the absence 
of my noble Friend the Prime 
Minister, I have been requested to 
take charge of the Bill at this stage, 
and I propose to move that your Lord- 
ships go into Committee upon it; but 
perhaps it will save time if I say that 
the objections raised to certain pro- 
visions in this Bill, to which I think 
the noble Marquess referred yesterday, 
are of a description which, in our 
opinion, renders it almost impossible to 
press the clauses which contain those 
provisions. The noble Marquess has 
told us that he has been reduced to a 
state of seething excitement, and I 
confess that I think it is probable that 
alarge proportion of that metamorphosis 
is owing to the provisions contained in 
these clauses; and I hope that now he 
will be to a certain extent cooled. I 
therefore simply move that your 
Lordships go into Committee on the 
Bill. 

Moved, ‘‘That the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee upon the 
said Bill.” —(The Earl Cadogan.) 


Tue Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, 
after what has fallen from the noble 
Earl I have nothing to say, except that 
I should like to point out the extreme 
inconvenience of drafting clauses of this 
sort in the way in which these clauses 
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are drafted. Here is a clause, involving 
the transfer of a liability to repay 
something like half-a-million of money,. 
and the only means your Lordships 
have of arriving at the true meaning of 
it is by wading through a number of 
Acts of Parliament, admittedly very 
difficult of construction, and which it 
probably would require a legal head to- 
understand. 


Motion to; House in Com- 
mittee accordingly ; Amendments made; 
Standing Committee regatived; The 
Report of the Amendments to be 
received To-morrow. 


SHOP HOURS BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to 
be put into Committee, read. 


Moved, “That the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee upon the 
said Bill.” 

*Lorp KNUTSFORD: My Lords, im 
deference to certain criticisms which 
have been passed on this Bill, I have 
— some Amendments which will 

printed to-day, and I propose to take 
them on the Third Reading. 


Motion agreed to; House in Com- 
mittee accordingly. 


Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA (LOAN) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading, read. 

*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Lord Knursrorp) : 
My Lords, a scheme for the coloniza- 
tion in British Columbia of a number 
of families of crofters was discussed 
in this House last year, in the 
month of April, and, I think I may say, 
received general approbation. The 
terms of an agreement at that 
time between the Colonial Government 
and Her Majesty’s Government had 
not been quite arranged, but, on 
behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, 
I then stated that they viewed with 
favour the proposal for a colonisation 
of this kind coming from a province. so 
well able to secure the performance of 
their agreement as British Columbia. 
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I will only add that the scheme was 
strongly approved by a very strong 
Select Committee upon Colonisation 
which was formed from both sides of 
the House of Commons; and therefore I 
'. confidently recommend this Bil! to your 
Lordships for Second Reading. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2*."—(The Lord Knutsford.) 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* 


accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 





POST OFFICE—SUNDAY LABOUR. 
MOTION FOR A RETURN. 


*Toe Eart or HARROWBY: My 
Lords, I should like to explain in a few 
words my reason for moving for this 
Return on the Paper. I hope that it 
will show the successful conclusion 
of a movement which affects a great 
army of meritorious public servants— 
the Post Office officials—which has been 
going on now for a long period of 
years, and has interested a number of 
persons, the greater proportion of whom 
are of the working class. This Return 
that I move for is similar to one that 
was given in the House of Commons, 
on the Motion of the Recorder of 
London, about twenty-five years ago; 
but, at the request of the Postmaster 
General, I have somewhat reduced its 
size: having struck out the details, 
added in 1867 at the request, I believe, 
of the then Post Office authorities, which 
seem to me now to be of little value. 
At that time attention was called to the 
serious grievance which a large number 
of the Post Office officials laboured 
under, of having to work all the seven 
days of the week—sometimes, I think 
I Sees been informed, as much on 
Sundays as on weekdays—an excep- 
tional state of things as compared with 
almost any other public servants. The 
intolerable amount of toil which letter 
carriers and rural messengers had to 
undergo in this way, all the seven days 
of the week, nearly all through the 

ear was startling to many persons; 
it arrested the attention of the House 
of Commons shortly after this Return 
was given in 1867; they passed a 
strong Resolution in favour of reducing 
Sunday labour by all prudent means; 
an important Departmental Com- 


mittee, consisting of Sir George Grey, 
Lord Knutsford 
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Lord Dalhousie, and Mr. Monsell, was 
appointed to go into the question, 
which introduced great improvements ; 
and there the matter rested for a 
while. Recently again, I am ha: 
to say, the Post Office has 
intcctinss’ a system of relief, by means 
of which many I believe of these meri- 
torious men are able to have alternate 
Sundays to themselves. It undoubtedly 
would appear that it has taken rather 
a long time to bring the Post Office 
round to what one would imagine was 
a simple matter of organisation, the 
cost of which the large profits on their 
business which they pay into the 
Treasury could well afford. I have 
little doubt, however, that it was the 
Treasury, which has often stood in 
the way of other good things, which 
has hampered the beneficent desires 
of the Post Office. In 1887 a House 
of Commons Committee was appointed 
to investigate the arrangements of 
the Post Office as to Sunday labour; 
they found that the evil was still 
lurking—that some sorting clerks 
had Sunday duty every week in 
the year: that many had seven 
Sundays at work out of eight: and 
some three Sundays at work out of 
four; they found also that about a 
thousand rural messengers worked 
every Sunday in the year. They made 
various recommendations as to the 
Sunday collection of printed matter, 
and as to other subjects, with a view 
of checking Sunday labour, and I 
think, if I remember right, recom- 
mended that all should have alternate 
Sundays free. I have a good hope 
that by this time the evils have 
been remedied, and that we _ shall 
find that this movement, which has 
taken a great deal of labour on the 
part of the House of Commons and 
others, has come to a successful con- 
clusion. My Lords, there is another 
reason why I wish for this Return; 
and that is to compare what has been 
done by our Post Office with the 
results in similar offices abroad, in 
consequence of the striking change 
as to Sunday Postal labour and 
Sunday labour generally in the capitals 
of the Continental countries since M. 
Léon Say’s great International Con- 
gress in 1889 at Paris in connection 
with the Universal Exhibition im 
favour of the Seventh Day’s Rest. 
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‘My Lords, it must be a gratification 
to us in England to feel that not 
‘only have we released cur own Post 
Office officials from the undue pressure 
of Sunday work, but that our example 
has been largely followed abroad. In 
the last two or three years Berlin and 
Vienna have, I am informed, knocked off 
almost all Sunday work, by reducing 
the Sunday deliveries to one ; in Copen- 
hagen, Strasburg, Germany generally, 
Sweden, é&c., since the Congress in Paris, 
and very much owing to the example 
-of London and of England genera y 
the Sunday work has been largely 
diminished for these officials; and 
Switzerland has taken the strong line 
of passing a law of the State that all 
— officers must have fifty-two free 
ys in the year, of which seventeen 
must be Sundays; while they have ex- 
tended this further to men employed on 
railways, steamers, omnibuses, and 
trams. So that this movement, which 
was initiated, now many years ago, 
in the British House of Commons, for 
releasing our Post Office servants from 
Sunday labour, has not only been 
fruitful at home, but has done an 
infinite service to large bodies of men 
in similar employment on the Continent. 
My Lords, I wish then not only 
to compare these returns with those 
from abroad, but also to encourage 
those who are working abroad for 
the same cause by the conclusive 
example of England after all her ex- 
rience. I wish also to see that the 
‘ost Offiee has finally concluded, as I 
hope we shall find, this really impor- 
tant matter, affecting e num- 
bers of men, so that we should be able 
to show that every possible arrange- 
ment has been made for the reduction 
of Sunday work and the fixing of 
Sunday rest. I also think that there 
is one other reason of no slight im- 
penne in favour of securing this 
: —namely, that thereby we shall 
call the attention of the Post Office 
Authorities—who have not always 
formerly been sufficiently alive to this 
question—to the fact that Parliament 
and many people outside are watching 


any encroachments upon this matter 


of Sunday rest, at a moment when 
F pi peadeara some signs in London 
B Kerize to inenpane the labour of the 
@fficials instead of diminishing it on the 
‘seventh day of rest. 
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Moved, That there be laid before the 
House, . 

“ Returns—Of the number of persons of all 
ranks and classes employed, in 1867 and in 
1892, in the service of the Post Office in the 
United Kingdom ; . 

Of the number of surveyors, inspectors, 
postmasters, postmasters’ clerks, semper, 
sorters, letter carriers, rural messengers, an 
other tag oa tg in the service of the 
Fost in the United Kingdom on Sun- 

iS ; 

Of the number of post offices in the United 
Kingdom which are open to the public on 

ys, showing generally the number of 
hours during which they are 80 open ; 

Of the names of all post towns in the 
United Kingdom (irrespective of London and 
its suburbs) where there is no house-to-house 
delivery of letters on Sunday; also of the 
names of all such t towns where there is 
only a delivery on Sunday from the post office 
window, showing the number of letters 
delivered ‘eookty te each of such post towns; 

Of the names of all post towns and rural 
districts where the postmen are released from 
Sunday delivery on alternate Sundays, with 
the number of postmen so relieved in each 
town or district ; 

Of the number of rural post messengers 
that work on Sundays ; 

Of the number of rural post messen 
that do not work on Sundays.’—(The Earl of 
Harrowby.) 

*Lorp BALFOUR: My Lords, I am 
prepared, on behalf of the Post Office, 
to assent to the Return being given as 
itis now asked for on the Paper. The 
form in which the Motion first appeared 
was open to objection into which I need 
not enter, as the noble Earl has been 
good enough to move for the Return in 
its present form. My Lords, I have 
only one remark to make. I think the 
noble Earl and the House will do 
wisely to bear in mind that in the re- 
forms which have been instituted, to 
which the noble Lord has referred, one 
of the not least important of those 
which have been introduced in the last 
few years is that, instead of there 
being @ certain payment or weekly 
wage for the work of seven days, 
there is now a certain payment for six 
days’ work and an additional payment 
when the Sunday is employed in the 
service of the Post Office. And, so 
far as any attempt is concerned to 
force work, ag I think the noble Earl 
said,upon Post Office servants on Ruaden 
in London or elsewhere, I think he wi 
find that the pressure is just as often 
on the part of the servants to the 
additional payment provided for the 
seventh day’s work, as upon the part of 
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the Post Office to impose the seventh 
day’s work upon the servant. With 
that explanation I am willing to assent 
to the Return. 


Motion agreed to. 


CRIMINAL LAW, IRELAND. 
QUESTION—-OBSERVATIONS. 


Tae Eart or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, I think it is desirable that the 
House should have exact and accurate 
information with regard to the working 
of the Criminal Law Procedure (Ire- 
land) Act, 1887, especially with regard 
to the operation of that part of Section 
2 under which charges for intimidation, 
criminal conspiracy, or using violence 
are triable simply before two Magis- 
trates, and in which the right of trial 
by jury is taken away from the person 
seuneed. I ree ng wish to x Her 
Majesty’s Government: (1) How man 
persons are new in prison in Irelan 
under the Criminal Law Amendment 
Act, 1887; (2) How many persons 
have been proceeded against, and how 
many have been sentenced to imprison- 
ment under the Act, since 1st January, 
1892; (3) In how many counties or 
parts of counties is that portion of the 
Act in force which confers on Magis- 
trates summary jurisdiction, as regards 
criminal conspiracy, using violence, or 
intimidation ; (4) Has the area in which 
this portion of the Act is in force been 
reduced since 1st January, 1892? 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, in 
reply to the first question of my 
no Friend, I have to say that 
there are at the present time only 
two persons in the whole of Ire- 
land in prison under the Criminal 
Law Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, 
while the daily average number of 
prisoners under this Act during its 
earlier application, namely in the June 

uarter of 1888, was as high as 118. 
n reply to the second question, since 
lst Jan , 1892, 74 persons have 
been p: ed against under this Aet, 
and of these 66 were convicted; but 
the Magistrates felt themselves able to 
deal with fifty of these cases by merely 
ordering the defendants to enter into 
sureties or recognisances, and sixteen 
ns only have been sentenced to 
imprisonment under the Act since the 
commencement of the year. Of those 
sixteen, as I have already stated, two 
Lord Balfour 
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only are in custody: one undergoing a 
term of three calendar months’ imprison- 
ment, dating from the 4th April, under 
conviction and sentence for intimida- 
tion committed in the County of Clare ; 
and the other undergoing a like term 
of imprisonment, dating from the 8th 
April, for the offence of taking foreible 
possession. With regard to the third 
and fourth questions, the areas in 
which the Summ Jurisdiction 
Clause of the Act has been enforced 
in regard to criminal conspiracy, in- 
timidation, and using violence have 
been reduced from time to time as 
the condition of Ireland warranted, 
until they became limited on 13th June, 
1891, to the County of Clare and to 
parts of the Counties of Donegal, 


Galway, and ey es On 25th 
April, 1892, it was found to be no longer 
necessary to maintain the summary 
jurisdiction of Magistrates under the 
Act in the last three counties named, 
so far as regards the offences above 
specified, and their proclamation was 
on that date revoked by the Lord 
Lieutenant in Council; so that at the 
present time the only area in the whole 
of Ireland in which that clause is 
operative is the County of Clare. 


THE EARLDOM OF MAR, 


On the Earl of Mar rising to put a 
question, of which he had given notice, 
to the Lord Chancellor, namely— 


“1, Whether his Lordship will read to the 
House the whole of the letter addressed to- 
him by 45 Peers, referred to on the 21st 
instant, which points out that the entail of 
Cee eee Ses en ee 
vides that, should the ancient dom of 
Mar, attainted in 1715, be restored (as it was 
restored through female heirship by Act of 
Parliament in 1824), the nearest heirs male 
and female who succeed under the said entail’ 
to these estates shall carry the said restored 
honours of Mar ; and which letter also points 
out that the denial of the rights of the 
of the said ancient Earldom of Mar (thus. 
restored), under the said Act of 1824, to claim 
pane Pag ae 3 Earl 1 Mar, ee 
good in law, being in direct disregard o , 
said Act of 1824; and also that the alleged 
‘Earldom of Mar created in 1565,’ assumed 
by the Ear! of Kellie, not having been restored. 
Oy re se Ast Oe ee eee attainder of 
1715, is, if it ever existed, still under attaint ; 

2. Whether, as his Lordship observed om 
the 21st instant, that the said letter ‘contai 
a number of statements of fact and law 
which are ” he will kindly send te 
the Peers who signed that letter an answer ia 
writing to the said points raised therein ; an@ 
also be good enough to state definitely iz 
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writing all the alleged inaccuracies, and ex- 
in what these statements 
Fn ent mt resp those tatoen 


Tat LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, before the noble Earl puts 
the question upon the Paper, I 
think, both in justice to the noble 
Lords who sent the letter to me 
signed with their names, and in justice 
to myself, I ought to ask him whether, 
since the explanation I gave the other 
night, he has received the authority of 
those noble Lords to put that question 
again, and especially in the form in 
which it now stands on the Paper? 


Tue Earn or MAR: My Lords, in 
answer to the question that the noble 
and learned Lord has just put to me, I 
have not had an opportunity of seeing 

the noble Lords who signed that 
letter, but I have seen some of them, 
and I consider myself quite justified, on 
behalf of those whom I have seen, in 
saying briefly that—— 


*Tue Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON : My Lords, I rise to move 
that the noble Lord be not heard. 
After what took place on Tuesday 
night when this matter was under dis- 
cussion, and the very full and clear 
statement made by the Lord Chancellor 
who put before us all the facts,—in fact 
it was more like reading a written 
judgment than anything else, because 

e went so minutely into the details,— 
and after what fell from the noble and 
learned Lord opposite (Lord Herschell) 
and from Lord Selborne, it seems to me 
that we should be guilty of disrespect 
to the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack, and that it would not be 
consistent with the dignity of this 
House, if again to-night the very same 

uestion should be discussed as was 

iscussed, and, as I think, very 
fon dealt with on Tuesday night. 

therefore ask your Lordships not to 
hear the noble Earl. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Earl of Mar be 
not heard.”—(The Duke of Richmond 
and Gordon.) 


Tar Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I must say that I with the 
noble Duke, and I should put it very 
much on this ground : that it seems to 
me indecorous.and improper that any 
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case which has been decided by litiga- 
tion should be constantly a matter of 
Debate inthis House. 


Motion agreed to. 


SALMON AND FRESH-WATER 
FISHERIES BILL. 
Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


EDUCATION AND LOCAL TAXATION 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Bill read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


MILITARY LANDS (CONSOLIDATION) 
BILL. 
Bill read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Bill read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES LAW CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL. 
Bill read 3* (according to order) and 
passed. —" , 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL, 
Read 3* (according toorder) : Amend- 


ments made ; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1882) AMENDMENT (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

House in Committee penning to 
order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 
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‘CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered To-morrow in order to its 
being suspended for the remainder of 
the Session.—(The Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND ) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Baad 8* (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMEST PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To- 
morrow, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 18) BILL. 


ea 3° (according to order), and 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL. 


saeel. 3* (according to order), and 


LOCAL. GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
OBDERS (No, 9) BILL. 


i in Committee (according to 
): Bill reported wit amend- 


ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* Seine, 
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Ireland (Payments) Bill. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT. PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


(IRELAND ) 
10) 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (INVERNESS) BILL. 

Frouse in Committee (according 0 
~:..er): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), with the 
Amendments ; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Amendments made; Standi 
Committee negatived ; The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL, 
House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL. 

House in Committee ieenasting to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow, 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
aaj before Seven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Saturday, 25th June, 1892. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and sus- 
pended for the remainder of the 


Session. 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatssury): My Lords, in moving the 
Motion that stands in my name I will 
venture to remind your Lordships of 
what took place at the last stage of the 
Bill in Committee. My noble and 
learned Friend (Lord Herschell) took 
an objection to the Bill which was not 
disposed of by taking a Division ; but 
he suggested that the Bill was one that 
ought to be referred to the Standing 
Committee, and it was so referred in 
due course. The effect, however, of so 
referring it would be to negative the 
Bill, and I propose therefore upon the 
Third Reading to strike out the objec- 
tionable clause, Clause 2, which was 
the subject of debate, and to meet the 


- noble and learned Lord’s just criti- 


cisms of the first clause ; and with these 
Amendments I hope your Lordships 
will pass the Bill. I have to move 
accordingly that Standing Order XLV. 
be dispensed with, so that the Bili may 
be considered in Committee. 


Moved, ‘‘ That Standing Order XLV. 
be dispensed with.” —(The Lord Chan- 
cellor.) 


Lorp HERSCHELL : My Lords, I 
desire to call your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to the circumstances under which 
this Motion is made. This Accumula- 
tions Bill was brought up from the 
other House at avery late period of the 
Session ; it belongs to a class of what 
may be denominated Law Bills, and it 
was introduced, when it came up from 
the other House, by my noble and 
learned Friend on the Woolsack. I 
should like to say first that it is a Bill 
of such a character that it seems to 
me that it would have been much 
better brought in by my noble and 
learned Friend in this House at an 
earlier period of the Session, or, in 
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fact, during any part of the Session 
except just now, when we should 
have had ample time to consider it 
and put it into shape. It is just 
one of those Bills upon which I should 
have thought your Lordships might 
have been usefully employed, and 
to which your Lordships could 
have paid that attention which could 
not be, and was not, given to it in the 
other House. My Lords, when the Bill 
came on, on the Motion to go into 
Committee, Lord Selborne, like my- 
self, took exception to it, and he said 
—these are his very words— i 
“If ever there was a Bill in this House that 
ought to go to a Standing Committee and 
have its details carefully considered, this is 
the Bill.” 
Upon that my noble and learned Friend 
agreed that the Bill should go to the 
Standing Committee. That was some 
days ago; and now to day, on practicall 
the last day of the Session, my noble an 
learned Friend moves to rescind the 
Order of this House that the Bill should 
go to the Standing Committee; and 
on the Third Reading, having been 
practically deprived of the opportunity 
of amending the Bill in Committee, 
by the course taken by my noble and 
learned Friend, we are asked to con- 
sider the provisions of the Bill. My 
Lords, if there were any urgency in 
the matter I should not stand in the 
way; if it could be shown that to 
delay this Bill would work the slightest 
possible mischief I should not seek to 
interpose delay; but my noble and 
learned Friend proposes to strike out 
Clause 2, which gives the Bill a retro- 
spective operation, and, therefore, the 
Bill will only have a prospective opera- 
tion. Can there be any public 
advantage in passing the first clause 
of this Bill, which will only deal with 
future dispositions in such a shape that, 
as Lord Selborne pointed out the other 
day, the object you have in view, if it 
is a good object, can be entirely defeated 
and evaded? Will it be creditable to 
the Legislature to pass the Bill in that 
form? My Lords, what the reason for 
insisting, at this last moment, upon 
dealing with a measure in this fashion 
can be I am at a loss to understand. , 
If my noble and learned Friend had 
come to the conclusion that the Bill 
must pass this Session the Standin 
Committee might have been summon 
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for the next day. Certainly, when my 
noble and learned Friend agreed to 
that, I understood that he thought the 
Bill was one that ought to be considered 
by the Standing Committee, and that, 
unless that could be done in the 
ordinary way, it could wait until next 
Session. It does not seem to me that 
it is a desirable way of dealing with 
such a Bill as this, when, on the repre- 
sentation of so experienced a Member 
of your Lordships’ House as Lord 
Selborne upon such a question as this 
that the Bill ought not to pass in its 
present shape, and ought not to pass 
until it had been carefully considered 
by the Standing Committee, the House 
referred it to the Standing Committee, 
and then to-day the House rescinds 
that Order and proceeds, on the Third 
Reading, for the first time, to consider 
its details. 

THe PRIME MINISTER np 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Sauispury): My Lords, I think 
the principle on which the noble 
and learned Lord is going is one 
which has produced more obstruction 
to legislation than any other, though 
it seems reasonable ; it is the principle 
of objecting to piecemeal _legisla- 
tion, and insisting that you should 
not deal with the core of a 
subject unless you deal with the whole 
of it. The noble and learned Lord did 
not say that, but it lies at the base 
of his argument. It is impossible to 
deal with subjects in that entire fashion, 
though I quite agree that the principle, 
which I think the noble and learned 
Lord practically recommended, is a 
counsel of perfection, and that it would 
be much better if we never touched 
any bits of subjects, but always took 
them up in a large form. Bat, as the 
noble and learned Lord knows very 
well, directly a subject assumes a large 
form and you go deep into it, you are 
exposed to so many difficulties that it 
is only one or two  strongly-pushed 
questions that can pass through Parlia- 
ment in one Session. I think this is a 
case where the French proverb is true 
that: ‘“‘ The better is the enemy of the 
good.” This is a small proposal—I 
know very little about it; but it seems 
to me so far as it goes (that is to say, 
Clause 1) a reasonable proposal, and I 
think it would be a mistake to put it 


Lord Herschell 
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off to next Session, simply because we 
might do the thing in a more abundant 
and wide-reaching fashion next year. 
I do not think any advantage would 
be gained by that process. With 
reference to the Standing Committee, it 
was a mistake no doubt to refer the 
Bill to the Standing Committee, when 
there was not any prospect of the 
Standing Committee being got together. 
We are in the unfortunate position 
that, while we have been belaboured 
without mercy in the Lower House for 
going too slowly, we are being be- 
laboured in this House for going too 
fast. I regret very much that the 
Standing Committee could not be 
summoned ; but, that being now 
essentially impossible to arrange, 
it appears to me a_ reasonable 
course to cut out the clause on 
which all the controversy would arise-- 
for I understand nobody to object to 
Clause 1—and to pass Clause 1 as it 
stands. If the noble and learned Lord 
appeals to a Division I do not know 
whether we should not run foul of a 
Standing Order; that is for the noble 
and learned Lord to consider; but, 
without professing any exaggerated 
enthusiasm for the Bill, I think the 
wiser course would be to pass the first 
clause. 

Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I do not think the ingenious 
remarks of the noble Marquess have 
touched the point that my noble and 
learned Friend insisted upon, namely, 
that the House is not being fairly dealt 
with in the manner that this Bill comes 
before it. My noble and learned Friend 
pointed out that Lord Selborne, who 
is one of the highest authorities in 


matters of this kind—upon which I am . 


no authority—said that this was a Bill 
that ought not to pass without being 
considered by the Standing Committee. 
That was a weighty objection of course, 
and, after he had made it, the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
appeared to entirely concur with that 
view, and moved that the Bill should 
be referred to the Standing Committee. 
And now, on the very last day of the 
Session, it is pro to rescind that 
which was understood by us to be a 
matter already decided, in order to 
pass a Bill for which —_ van be no 
possible urgency. And as tothe outcry, 
if you like, that has been “at 
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against this House for not proceeding 
sufficiently fast with Bills, that may be 
a perfectly just accusation, in the case 
of Bills that must be ; but here 
is a Bill for which there is no necessity. 
And, my Lords, it does not seem to 
me to be consistent with a due respect 
for this House that we should be forced 
on the very last day of the Session to 
push a Bill for which there is no 
necessity, which so great an authority 
as Lord Selborne says is a most imper- 
fect Bill, and which an authority which 
is very considerable, my noble and 
learned Friend behind me, also says, 
unless amended, would be a most 
unsatisfactory piece of legislation. If 
my noble and learned Friend divides 
the House I shall vote with him as a 
protest against what I consider an 
exceedingly wrong proceeding. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, as the Motion is mine I have a 
right to reply. I think two things 
might be somewhat obscured by the 
speeches that have been made. In the 
first place, when it is said that there was 
a specific Motion that the Bill should 
be referred to the Standing Committee, 
that is a mistake. That was simply to 
follow the ordinary course, as it would 
automatically have been referred to the 
Standing Committee if no Motion had 
been made. And in the second place 
there was no discussion 

Lorp HERSCHELL: There was a 
discussion on the subject, because my 
noble and learned Friend said that the 
Standing Committee ought not to be 
negatived. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
noble and learned Friend has inter- 
rupted me, and has not heard me finish 
my sentence. I said that there was no 
discussion of there being a Standing 
Committee which could meet; but, at 
the end of the Session, I think rather 
the meaning was that those interested 
in having a Standing Committee were 
desirous of having an indirect mode of 
putting an end to the Bill altogether. 
My Lords, I recognise the force of the 
objection that has been made, as I 
think is clear by the fact that I have 
moved to omit Clause 2 altogether, 
upon the substance of which, in truth, 
the whole discussion proceeded ; the 
objection made by my noble and 
learned Friend had reference simply to 
the drafting, which showed that unless 
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Bill, 
the Bill was amended it would effect 
nothing; and I think he showed very 
effectively that, ifthe word “ wholly” 
was left in, the Bill would not operate 
at all, because it might be evaded. My 
Lords, I felt that that was very true, 
and, accordingly, Ihave moved myself 
that the word “ wholly” be omitted, 
and the words inserted ‘either in 
whole or in part,” which seems to me 
to leave the Bill entirely free from ob- 
jection to a degree that my noble and 
learned Friend himself recognised on 
the First Reading of the Bill ; because 
he said it did not go far enough, and 
he wished it went further, but that he 
welcomed it as an instalment (these 
were his own words). Accordingly 
I have stripped the Bill of everything 
that seems to me to be contrcversial ; 
and, in asking your Lordships now to 
pass the Bill, I am doing what is quite 
possible because I gave notice last 
night ; and therefore I hope your 
Lordships wil! proceed to consider the 
Bill. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: I may say 
that if I thought I could defeat the 
Bill in the way hinted at by the noble 
Marquess, by reason of lack of numbers, 
I would do so; but I am afraid I have 
ascertained that that is impossible. 

Motion agreed to; Standing Order 
XLV. suspended. 

House in Committee : 
made, and Bill read 3*. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill do pass,”— 
(The Lord Chancellor.) . 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
upon the Motion that the Bill do pass 
I should like to say that my objection 
to it was not merely that it ought to 
go further, but that, for the purpose 
for which it professes to deal with the 
subject, it would be ineffectual. You 
have no doubt said that no person 
should direct that his money should 
be accumulated for the purpose of 
being laid out in land; but there is 
nothing to prevent his leaving it to 
trustees with full power to do so; and 
the trustees may lay it out in land 
just as if he had rected it; and, 
further, if he had expressed any wish— 
I am not speaking of any wish in bis 
will, but any desire that they should 
do so—they would no doubt comply 
with that desire; and therefore, as 
Lord Selborne pointed out, they can 
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do everything that they can do now,, 
notwithstanding that the Bill is passed. 
That was the objection to Clause 1, 
and that objection still remains. And, 
as my noble and learned Friend has 
struck out Clause 2, I do not know 
quite what the effect now will be, 
because you do not make the trans- 
action void; all you say is that no 
person shall so dispose of his property. 
In Clause 2 you made the transaction 
void, and said what should become of 
the property so disposed of, as_ is 
always done in Bills of this kind. Pro- 
bably now the person would be indict- 
able for a misdemeanour, but, inasmuch 
us these things are generally done by 
will and he would be dead, I do not 
think that much matters. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
The objection with which the noble 
and learned Lord began was an 
objection of a much further reaching 
kind than, I think, he seems to 
remember. It is an objection to all 
the Mortmain Acts. You are always 
confronted with the possibility of a 
secret trust; but no one has ever 
thought that the Mortmain Acts were 
inexpedient because of the possibility 
‘of a secret trust. And a secret trust 
is possible here, but that does not 
make the Bill an undesirable Bill. 


Motion agreed to; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to 
be put into Committee, read. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the House do now re- 
solve itself into Committee upon the 
said Bill.”—(7he Lord Herscheli.) 


*Lorp MORRIS: My Lords, before 
this Bill goes into Committee I should 
like to make a few observations upon 
it. I was not present when it passed 
the Second Reading : but it appears to 
me to be a Bill of dangerous import, 
and liabie to be used in a very mis- 
chievous direction. It has arisen, I 
understand, in consequence of circum- 
stances which occurred in another 
place in which, for argument’s sake, I 
will assume that the employer very 
harshly dismissed his employee. I say 
I will assume it—for I do not be- 
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lieve it; but hard cases we all know 
make very bad law for asserting general 
principles. Now what is the principle 
asserted in this Bill? In the first 
place, the Bill does what I have a very 
strong objection to personally ; and my 
noble and learned Friend opposite I am 
sure also has the same; it constitutes 
a new crime. This country has in 
many places had the constitution of 
new crimes very much commented on, 
particularly in a case in which it was 
not the constitution of a new crime, 
but only a new mode of dealing with an 
old crime. Now Clause 2 of this Bill 
says— 

“Every persGn who commits any of the 
following acts, that is to say, who threatens, 
orin any way punishes, damuifies, or injures, 
or attempts to punish, damnify, or injure, any 
person for having given evidence upon any 
such inquiry, unless such evidence is shown 
to have been given in bad faith, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and be liable upon 
conviction thereof toa maximum penalty of 
one hundred pounds, or to a maximum im- 
prisonment of three months.” 


My Lords, what the distinction is be- 
tween ‘‘damnifies or injures”’ and 
‘attempting to damnify or injure” I 
really cannot follow. The Bill goes to 
such an extent that a person who used 
the first syllable of the word “ dam- 
nify”” might very possibly be brought 
before the Court on the charge of 
having committed this new crime. 
Then, my Lords, what is an employer 
to do supposing he has an untrust- 
worthy servant who has _ repeatedly 


been guilty of breaches of trust. 


for which he ought to have been 
dismissed ; but because this untrust- 
worthy servant has given evidence 
before one of these inquiries the em- 
ployer is simply precluded from dis- 
missing him unless he finds that he 
has given false evidence. The Bill 
proposes that it shall be a _ mis- 
deameanour punishable by a penalty of 
£100 or imprisonment for three months ; 
and it does so unless—the onus of 
proof is thrown upon him—he can 
show that such eviderice is given 
in bad faith, Why is the onus 
not thrown upon the party, who 
wants to make his employer guilty of a 
new crime, to show that it was given in 
good faith? And, my Lords, those who 
are acquainted with Common Law 
practice know that it is difficult to 


decide what the law holds to bemalice, _ 
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which is only another name for things 
done in bad faith. But, my Lords, it 
does not stop there. This prosecution 
is to be instituted before a Court of 
Summary Jurisdiction under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts, that is to 
say, before a Magistrate. It is true 
that either party is to have the option 
of having the case sent to Quarter 
Sessions or Assizes, where it would be 
tried before a jury—an option which, 
in the country that I am familiar with, 
I think parties would not very often be 
anxious to take. But it does not stop 
there ; because it provides further that 
it may be lawful for this Magistrate, 
having sent the employer to gaol for 
three months, or fined him £100, then 
to award, under the name of compen- 
sation, any sum of money to the com- 
plainer—£10,000—I mention that as a 
round figure; and that amount, so 
ascertained, is, ipso facto, to become a 
judgment debt on his property. My 
Lords, I heard my noble and learned 
Friend a few minutes ago speak very 
strongly indeed, and I agree with very 
much that he said, about rushing Bills 
through this House on the last day of 
sitting of the House; but here is a 
Bill for which there is no urgent demand 
that I am aware of, considering that 
things in this country have gone on 
from time immemorial without the 
necessity for this Bill. My Lords, I 
have only called attention to these very 
striking portions of the Bill for the 
purpose of saying that it is a Bill, at 
all events, that should not be rushed 
through on the last day of the sit- 
tings of this House, but one which 
should either have been referred to the 
Standing Committee, as was so very 
ably yr by my noble and learned 
Friend in the case of another Bill, or 
to the Law Committee, who would be 
able to deal with it. At present it 
stands thus: that for dismissing an 
untrustworthy servant you may be 
liable to be imprisoned or to be fined, 
to pay him any compensation, such as 
a jury might award, and, this being 
constituted a misdemeanour, the em- 
ployer is statutorily disqualified from 
holding certain appointments. My 
Lords, I object to this Bill going into 
Committee without its being sent before 
the Standing Committee who could 
deal with it, or before a Law Com- 
mittee, and because, at all events, 
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there is no particular hurry for it now, 
when there is no opportunity of con- 
sidering or amending it. I suggest 
that this is a case where the Bill 
should not go into Committee at all, 
but should be brought in again at a 
time wken it can go before the Standing 
Committee. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
(“now”) and add at the end of the 
Motion (‘this day six months.”)— 
(The Lord Morris.) 


*Lorp WATSON: My Lords, I wish 
to ask the noble and learned Lord for 
an explanation on one or two points. 
In the first place, what is meant by 
giving evidence in bad faith? Does it 
mean perjury? And, if it does not 
mean perjury, I should like to be 
informed what it does mean? In 
the second place, I assume that the 
evidence is given in good faith, and 
that the employer believes it; but 
that it brings to his knowledge for the 
first time acts committed by the servant 
which in ordinary circumstances 
would warrant his dismissal. If I 
understand the Bill,:if the master’s 
suspicions are corroborated by the 
evidence of the servant, the result is 
that the doing of that by the master 
which any other master in the country 
would do, and which a Court of Law 
would consider proper, is by the Bill to 
become a misdemeanour warranting 
three months’ imprisonment. 

’ Lorpv HERSCHELL: My noble and 
learned Friend suggests that this is a 
Bill which needs looking into by the 
Standing Committee, and says that he 
had great sympathy with the observa- 
tions that I made on the previous Bill. 
He did not exhibit that sympathy in 
any practical fashion. If he had 


got up and supported me on 
that occasion, which was a much 
grosser case than he can suggest 


this to be, I might have had more dis- 
position to regard favourably any 
observations that he has made on that 
point on the present occasion. But, 
my Lords, my noble and learned Friend 
has said that this Bill creates a new 
offence, and that that is a bad thing. 
I do not agree with him at all. We 
are constantly creating new offences. 
What does the Legislature exist for 
but to create new punishments for acts, 
if those acts are proved to be pre- 
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judicial to the community, and such as 
ought to be visited with punishment? 
Therefore the mere fact that you have 
created a new offence seems to me to 
amount to nothing. The question is 
whether there is an occasion for ‘doin 

so. Then my noble and learned Frien 

said that hard cases make bad law. 
My Lords, I think that is a maxim 
which is frequently very much abused. 
Hard cases make bad law, no doubt, 
when you are dealing with a matter 
judicially, and you are tempted by a 
hard case to decide contrary to the 
law ; but hard cases constantly make 
very good law, when you are dealing 
with a matter of legislation, because 
those hard cases call attention to an 
evil that needs to be met, and needs 
the Legislature to set it right. Now 
my noble and learned Friend says there 
is no demand for this Bill. I do not 
blame him for that; his time is no 
doubt much occupied, but obviously 
he does not read the proceedings that 
take place in the other House of Par- 
liament ; because he makes that state- 
ment in absolute disregard cf all that 
has taken place there. This matter 


‘was considered so urgent and impor- 


tant that two Members of the other 
House, one on one side of the House 
and one on the other, introduced Bills 
on the subject, each of them backed by 
a number of Members. These two 
Bills, at the suggestion of the Govern- 
ment, and with their full assent, were 
referred to a Select Committee, who 
dealt with the two Bills, and the Bill 
now before your Lordships is the result, 
and was passed with the unanimous 
assent of the House of Commons, 
supported by the Government, because 
it was believed to be a measure that 
was desirable and necessary. And 
now your Lordships are asked to 
treat it in the summary fashion 
that my noble and learned Friend sug- 
gests when it comes before this House. 
My Lords, of course I should not be 
unwilling to consider any Amendments 
that may be proposed. And with re- 
gard to my noble and learned Friend's 
criticism, is it reasonable to make it an 
offence where on public grounds a 
person is reset: to give evidence 

4 it is thought desirable in the 
publie*interest that the facts should be 


elicited? I would say is it not right 
that a man should have protection 
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when he comes forward in obedience 
to that summons; is it not mon- 
strously unfair that, having eome for- 
ward in the public interest to give that 
evidence so summoned, he should be 
subjected to disabilities and injuries 
and pecuniary loss by reason of so 
doing? There can be but one answer 
to that question, and it is to meet that 
that this Bill was introduced and passed 
with common assent. With regard to 
the question put by my noble and 
learned Friend (Lord Watson), I cannot 
think that Clause 2 could be construed 
to apply to such a case as he has re- 
ferred to. It is in respect of the 
nature, character, and quality of the 
evidence that is given, and not because 
of some act that aman hasdone. That 
does not prevent your dismissing him if 
he has phmerwrel | such an act; you do 
not dismiss him because of theevidence, 
or the nature, character, and quality of 
the evidence ; you dismiss him because 
he embezzles, or commits some other 
breach of trust. That does not seem to 
me to come within the words of 
Clause 2; but, if it is suggested that 
the clause should be put in better 
form, I shall be ready to meet the 
suggestion. But the Bill, in the form 
in which it comes befcre your Lord- 


ships for consideration, is the work of » 


some of the ablest lawyers in the other 
House, and I think myself it would 
really not be possible reasonably to 
construe it to do any injustice. 

*Lorpv WATSON: I should like to 
ask my noble and learned Friend if 
he will refer to the words he has 
specially mentioned? I do not object 
to the Bill, or to its scope as ex- 
plained by him; but I have difficulty 


in regard to the expression: “in ~ 


respect of the nature, quality, or 
character of the evidence.” I take it 
that, if a man made a disclosure, any 
punishment inflicted by his master 
would follow from the nature of the 
evidence that he gave, unless my noble 
and learned Friend can satisfy me 
that it is not so. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I am 
bound to say that [ myself enti 
concur with what my noble and 1 
Friend (Lord Watson) has just said. I 
do not know either what is the meaning 
of giving evidence in bad faith. If it 
means false evidence, it is intelligible; 


but what is the meaning of giving 
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evidence in bad faith? It seems to 
me rather to point to not being abso- 
lutely false, but to evidence given with 
the desire to injure the master. Would 
that be giving evidence in bad faith? 
Surely, if new offences are to be 
created without very minute examina- 
tion of the language in which they 
are created, it may give rise to very 
considerable inconvenience. 

*Lorp MORRIS: My noble and 
learned Friend must have misunder- 
stood what I said about there being 
no demand for the Bill—I said it was 
going to be passed in a hurry. I did 
not say there was no demand for it. 
And a good deal of what my noble and 
learned Friend has said is applicable to a 
contention which I did not raise. I do 
not say that a Bill of this nature might 
not be a very proper Bill to go before 
a Committee, and eventually to pass 
into law; but I do object if at 
this stage we are to pass it without 
consideration, merely because it was 
submitted to a Committee in another 
place consisting of very distinguished 
lawyers. My Lords, this House, after 
all, is the Court of Appea! in all 
matters connected with the law of the 
country, and, if any prerogative of 
your Lordships’ House is to remain, I 
should say, at all events, that it should 
be the privilege to consider all matters 
regarding legal positions. 

On Question, whether (‘ now’’) 
shall stand part of the Motion. 

Their Lordships divided :—Contents 
10; Not-Contents 19. 

It appearing that thirty Lords were 
not present, 

THe LORI) CHANCELLOR said: 
My Lords, it is my duty under the 
Standing Order to declare that the 
question is not decided. 

Lorp HERSCHELL : My Lords, I 
beg to give notice that on Monday I 
shall again endeavour to proceed with 
the Bill. 


Motion adjourned to Monday next. 


LAND COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND) 
BILL, 
THIRD READING. 
Order of» the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
3°." —(The Earl Cadogan.) 





Fisheries Bill. 1902 

*THe Marquess or WATERFORD: 
If{would remind the noble Lord that I 
asked him a question about this Bill 
yesterday, which I said I would put 
again to-day. 

THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
CapoGan): My noble Friend asked why 
the date was fixed in one of these 
alternatives as the lst of June, 1893. 
The reason is very simple. Itis actu- 
ally in the clause itself, if my noble 
Friend takes the trouble to read the 
clause : 

“From and after the date at which the 
appeals mentioned in Sub-section 2 of Section 
25 of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 
1891, shall have been disposed of.” 

And that sub-section of Section 29 runs 
as follows: 

“ Provided that the duty of sanctioning ad- 
vances under the Land Purchase Acts and this 
Act shall be discharged exclusively by the 
Commissioners appointed under the Purchase 
of Land (Ireland) Act, 1885, until the fair rent 
appeals lodged on or before the first day of 
June one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
one shall have been disposed of.” 

It was simply in order to make the two 
dates run together. 


“THe Marquess or WATERFORD: I 
would draw my noble Friend’s atten- 
tion to this, that the one alternative 
deals with the Commissioners under 
the Act of 1881, and the other with the 
Commissioners under the Act of 1885; 
and it appears to me unfair that the 
Commissioners under the Act of 1885 
are to wait to have their salaries in- 
creased until the work to be done by 
the Commissioners under the Act of 
1881 shall have been finished. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I do 
not represent the Treasury in this case. 
I have given the only answer that I have 
received from the Treasury, and I can 
do no more. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill read 3*, and passed. 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER 
FISHERIES BILL. 


House in Committee (according 
order): Bill reported without amg as" 
ment: Standing Committee negagfgBd: ; 
Then (Standing Order No. XOX 
having been suspended) Bill regx 3*, 
and passed, es x 
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BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendment, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
ACT (1882) AMENDMENT (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES (ANIMALS) 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL, 

Read 3* (according to order): An 
Amendment made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order): Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill 
read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


INSTRUCTION 
LAND) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order): Then (Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. having been suspended) Bill 
read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


TECHNICAL (SCOT- 


MAURITIUS LOAN BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


BANKS OF ENGLAND AND IRELAND 
(PAYMENTS) BILL, 

Read 3* (according to order), and 

passed. 


. SHOP HOURS BILL. 

Read 3* (according toorder): Amend- 
ments made; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 
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(Scotland), dc., Bill. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA (LOAN) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived: 
Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended) Bill read 3°, 
and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL, 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order): An 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons, 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


GENERAL POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (INVERNESS) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), and 


passed. ‘ 
House adjourned at One o’clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, 27th June, 1892. 





a 
COMMISSION. 

The following Bills received the 
Royal Assent :— 

1. Consolidated Fund (Appropria- 
tion). 

2. Clergy Discipline (immorality). 

8. Marriages Abroad. 

4. Parliamentary Deposits 
Bonds. 

5. Isle of Man (Customs). 

6. National Debt (Conversion of 
Exchequer Bonds). 

7. Post Office Act (1891) Exten- 
sion. 

8. Taxes (Regulation of Remunera- 
tion). 

9. Technical and Industrial Insti- 
tutions. 

10. Alkali, &. Works. 

11. Colonial Stock Act (1877) Amend- 
ment. 

12. Forged Transfers. 

13. Naval Knights of Windsor. 

14. Small Agricultural Holdings. 

15. Police Returns. 

16. National Debt (Stockholders’ 
Relief). 

17. Superannuation Acts Amend- 
ment (No. 2). 

18. Poor Law Schools (Ireland). 

19. Education and Local Taxation 
Relief (Scotland). 

20. National Education (Ireland). 

21. Military Lands (Consolidation). 

22. Merchant Shipping Acts Amend- 
ment. 

23. Railway and Canal Traffic Act 
(1888) Amendment. 
; 24. Public Libraries Law Consolida- 
20n. 

25. Land Commissioners (Ireland). 

26. Ancient Monuments Protection 
Act (1882) Amendment (Ireland). 

27. Contagious Diseases (Animals). 

28. Mauritius Loan. 

29. Banks of England and Ireland 
(Payments). 
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80. Salmon and Fresh-water Fish- 
eries. 

81. British Columbia (Loan). 

82. Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1). 

83. Local Government (Scotland) 
Order (Glasgow, &c.) 

34. Gas Orders Confirmation. 

35. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6). 

36. Local Government 
Orders (No. 7). 

37. Local Government 
Orders (No. 8). 

38. Local Government 
Orders (No. 9). 

39. Local Government 
Orders (No. 11). 

40. Local Government 
Orders (No. 13). 

41. Local Government 
Order (Poor Law). 

42. Pier and Harbour 
Orders (No. 3). 

43. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 4). 

44, Pier and Harbour 
Orders (No. 5). 

45. Land Drainage Provisional Order 
(Morton Fen). 

46. Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order. 

47. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2). 

48. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3). 

49. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 4). 

50. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 5). 

51. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 7). 

52. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8). 

53. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9). 

54. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 10). 

55. Galway Infirmary. 

56. Education Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London). 

57. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. " cus 
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58. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 6). 


59. General Police and Improve- 
ment (Scotland) Provisional Order 
(Inverness). 


DE WAHULL BARONY. 


Committee for Privileges met : Claim 
considered ; and the Committee re- 
solved that the Claimant John Chet- 
wood Chetwood-Aiken has failed to 
show that there was created any such 
barony of De Wahull as he alleges: 
Report thereof to be made to the 
House. 


Report from the Committee for 
Privileges that the Claimant John 
Chetwood Chetwood-Aiken has failed 
to show that there was created any such 
barony of De Wahull as he alleges ; 
made, and agreed to, and resolved and 
adjudged accordingly ; and Resolution 
and Judgment to be laid before Her 
Majesty by the Lords with White 
Staves. 


Ordered that all deeds, documents, 
and papers produced on behalf of the 
claimant by his agent be delivered to 
the said agent, and that the evidence 
be printed. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Barnard, after the death 
of his kinsman. 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL. 


COMMITTEE. [ADJOURNED DEBATE. | 


Order of the Day read for resuming 
the Debate on the Amendment to the 
Motion that the House do now resolve 
itself into a Committee on the said 
Bill, namely, to leave out (“now”) 
and add at the end of the Motion 
(‘* this day six months”). 


Debate resumed accordingly. 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, I 
have, of course, no right to address your 
Lordships further, inasmuch as this is 
merely an Adjourned Debate. I desire, 
however, to say that I am in a position 
to move an Amendment which, I think, 
will remove the difficulty that my noble 
and learned Friend (Lord Watson) had, 
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Protection Bill. 1908 
and I should, of course, be willing to 


consider any other Amendment in — 


Committee. 

*Lorpv MORRIS: My Lords, I have 
no right either to address your Lord- 
ships, but,-with the leave of the House, 
I should like to say a few words on the 
Motion that this House be now put 
into Committee. I have considered the 
position of the Bill, and, as my noble 
and learned Friend opposite proposes 
an Amendment which, to some extent, 
meets some of the objections I made, 
and which my noble and learned Friend 
(Lord Watson) made, I do not propose 
to offer any further opposition to the 
Motion. At the same time,I am very 
glad that I did oppose it on Saturday, 
because the pushing of Bills of impor- 
tance at this stage of the existence of 
Parliament has, to my mind, now 
almost reached a scandal. My opinion, 
as a recent Member of your Lordships 
House, cannot be of as much value as 
that of others, but I am glad to find in 
the Zimes this morning a very good 
summary of the reasons assigned by 
my noble and learned Friend (Lord 
Herschell) against passing Bills of im- 
portance at this stage of the Sittings of 
this House. At the same time, the 
noble and learned Lord stood in a 
very difficult position, for in about five 
minutes after he had delivered—I will 
not say that lecture, but that expres- 
sion of opinion, he immediately -—— 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : I beg 
the noble and learned Lord’s pardon ; 
I must rise to Order; he has already 
spoken and divided the House. My 
noble and learned Friend will wish to 
answer what he is saying. At a further 
stage of the Bill the noble and learned 
Lord could speak, but I think he is out 
of Order at present. 

*Lorp MORRIS: I thought I was 
speaking by permission of the House. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I 
have no wish to prevent the noble and 
learned Lord from speaking, but after 
my noble and learned Friend has 

mitted that he could not speak, it 
would not be possible for the noble and 
learned Lord either. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (ierd 
Hatssury): I had supposed the noble 
and learned Lord hed reqessted the 
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leave of the House to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


On Question’ whether (“ now’’) shall 
stand part of the Motion, resolved in 
the affirmative. 


House in Committee accordingly. 


Clause 2. ' 


Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
in order to meet the point raised by 
my noble and learned Friend (Lord 
Watson) I propose to leave out thé 
words in line 13 “in respect of the 
nature, quality, and character,” and to 
insert ‘on account.” 


Amendment moved: page 1, line 13 
omit (‘‘ in respect of the nature, quality, 
and character’’) and insert in lieu 
thereof (‘‘ on account”).—(The Lord 
Herscheli.) 


Lorp WATSON: That completely 
obviates my objection. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: I can- 
not forbear from saying that, if the 
objection was a good one beforehand, I 
cannot see that the Amendment makes 
much difference. It enumerates a 
number of causes in respect to which 
the question may arise, and if words 
so general as ‘‘ on account” comprehend, 
as I think they do, all the other causes, 
I do not see why a general word, which 
comprehends all the other causes, is 
better than the enumeration of the 
particular causes. 

Lorpv HERSCHELL: The point is 
this. It was suggested that saying 
that you were not to do something “‘ in 
respect of the nature, quality, or 
character’ were broad words which 
might possibly be held to cover your 
doing it in d to some act which 
the witness admitted in his evidence 
he had done, which, of course, was not 
intended ; but, if you say that it shall 
not be done on account of the evidence 
he had given, that cannot be held to 
cover your doing it on account of some 
act he did. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: But 
which he disclosed in the evidence he 


ve. 
Lorp HERSCHELL: Yes. You 
would not then dismiss him on account 
of the evidence he had given, but on 
account of the act he done, which, | 
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if it were a sufficient ground for dis- 
missal, you would be justified in doing. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL : My noble and 
learned Friend (Lord Morris) took 
exception to the burden of proof being 
thrown upon the person who was 
charged by the words, “unless it is 
shown to have been given in bad faith.” 
I myself have no feeling about the onus 
of proof, and Iam quite willing to alter 
it so as to remove that objection, and 
to make it read “ unless such evidence 
was given in bad faith.”” I think that 
would be better, because the other 
mixes up the means of proving it with 
the offence, which I think is not so 
good. I would only point out, as a 
mere matter of drafting, that I think 
those words would come in better after 
the word ‘‘shall”’ and before “ be guilty 
of a misdemeanour,” instead of being 
connected with the words that imme- 
diately precede; therefore, I propose 
the Amendment in that form. 


Amendment moved: line 15 leave 
out (‘‘ unless it is shown to have been 
given in bad faith”) and insert in line 
16 after the word (*shall’’) (* unless 
such evidence was given in bad faith ’’). 
—(The Lord Herschell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Standing Committee negatived. 


Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended) Amendments 
reported. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
3*.""—(The Lord Herscheli.) 


*Lorp MORRIS: Now I believe I 
am in Order in making a few observa- 
tions to your Lordships. I have not 
stood in the way of my noble 
and learned Friend, the patron 
of the Bill, getting it into Com- 
mittee ; but I was about to say that I 
quite acquiesce in the very trenchant 
language used by him on Saturday, and 
by the noble Ear! opposite (the Earl of 

imberley), as regards passing Bills of 
importance at so late a s of the 
Sittings of the House. Lord Herschell 





is reported in the Times to have 
4D2 








“eomplained of the course taken with re- 
gard to this Bill. It was a Bill which ought 
not to have been delayed till practically the 
last day of the Session, because it was one on 
which their’ Lordships might usefully have 
been oecupied. It was every | a Bill 
which, in the lan of Lord Selborne, 
ought to be considered in detail by the 
Standing Committee. Yet the Lord Chan- 
cellor proposed to rescind the Order to send 
it to a Standing Committee, so that practi- 
cally their Lordships were asked to consider 
the provisions of the Bill on Third Reading. 
He protested against such a method of deal- 
ing with an important Bill, all the more as it 
had not been shown that delay would work 
the slightest public mischief.” 
The Earl of Kimberley was almost as 
strong in his language. He— 
“Denied that there was urgency for the 
Bill, and said it was extremely wrong and 
inconvenient, as well as inconsistent with due 
respect to the House, that they should be 
ied upon at the last moment to pass an 
important measure.” 


My Lords, these were all observa- 
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tions addressed to the Accumula- 
tions Bill—a Bill dealing with| 
property. My objections and my) 
protest applied to a Bill of far| 
greater importance, because it deals| 
not alone with property but with per- 
sonal liberty. Notwithstanding, how- 
ever, the position in which the House 
has been placed by the Bill having been 
only brought forward substantially on 
Saturday, I do not choose to take upon 
myself the responsibility of the Bill 
being defeated, and accordingly I 
have allowed it—so far as I am 
concerned, and the noble Lords who 
would be disposed to support me—to 
go into Committee, and now it stands 
for Third Reading. My Lords, it has 
had one useful lesson. The independent 
Peers in this House on Saturday out- 
voted both the Goverament Bench and 
Her Majesty’s Opposition, and an 
independent Peer in the person of 
Lord Denman; and it is an induce- 
ment to noble Lords, I think, on a 
future occasion not to allow Bills of 
this kind to pass without protest at all 
events. I myself was very much in- 
fluenced in not wishing this Bill to 
pass without being sent to the Standing 
Committee, or a Law Committee, by 
what happened to the National Edu- 
cation Bill for Ireland—a Biil of the 





greatest importance to Treland, and in 
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regard to which everybody was 
assenting to Amendments as being 
necessary to prevent its being an im- 
perfect measure. Notwithstanding 
that, we were told that if there was the 
slightest amendment of the Bill it 
would fall to the ground. My Lords, 
I was anxious to have made a few 
remarks upon that Bill, and if there is 
any Member of your Lordships’ House, 
who may be supposed to have some 
sort of legitimate claim to do so, I 
think I would be the person, as I am 
the only Member of either House of 
Parliament who is a Commissioner for 
National Educationin Ireland to whom 
this matter is entrusted ; and I was 
anxious to show that the - alleged 
pledges made were inoperative, and 
would never bring a deserving body like 
the Christian Brothers within the 
urview of the Bill. In regard to 
this Bill, I do not like it as it is, and I 
have already put forward several 
objections to it which weighed with the 
great majority of the House; in fact, 
the accident of another Peer bei 
present, and even voting for the Bill, 
would have negatived it. But I am not 
sorry at theresult. I have no anxiety to 
accommodate gentlemen in straits in 
dealing with the labouring classes, in 
the North of England or elsewhere, in 
trying to draw the trail across the 
scent of the flowers of the labour 
question by diverting thei: attention 
from it to an interference with this 
House in a matter which it is supposed 
will be of advantage to the labouring 
classes. I shall not facilitate them; 
and that is an element in m 
withdrawing my opposition to the Bi 
proceeding. Under these circum- 
stances I do not propose to do more 
than protest. 


Lorpv HERSCHELL: My Lords, as 
it israther important that this measure 
should go down to the other House, I 
do not propose to enter upon a detailed 
examination of what my noble and 
learned Friend has said. He seems 
to be gratified that a number of Peers 
succeeded in overcoming the Opposition 
on Saturday; but seeing that the 
Oppesition consisted of two, he did not 
exhibit any unparalleled strength on 
that occasion, 
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Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, before parting with this Bill I 
must say that I do not think it is in 
a condition in which it ought to be 
passed ; but I do not deny that the 
subject deserves consideration and 
treatment, and, inasmuch as it does not 
apply to the ordinary Courts of Justice, 
but it is limited to evidence given under 
the authority of a Royal Commission, 
a Committee of either House of Parlia- 
ment, or any other public statutory 
authority, I do not think it is likely to 
have any great operation between this 
and the next Session of Parliament ; 
and, if it is supposed to affirm the 
principle that witnesses ought to be 
protected in giving evidence which they 
are called upon to give, whether they 
like it or not, I should approve of that. 
Ido not like the mode in which the 
Bill is passed ; it seems to me to leave 
a great deal too much to the first 
authority who is to deal with the 
matter. My noble and learned Friend 
(Lord Morris) truly said, in the earlier 
part of the debate upon the subject, 
that the magistrate might inflict a fine 
of £10,006, and there is no power to 
put him right. Ido not mean to sa 
that it is very probable that that 
would happen, nor do I suppose my 
noble and learned Friend meant to say 
that it would; but that, I think, is a 
sufficient indication of the mode in 
which the Bill is drawn to show your 
Lordships that it has not been a very 
well-considered measure in its details. 
Who is responsible for that I am not 
prepared to say. I know my noble 
and learned Friend will say that the 
Bill was supported by the Government. 
I can only say that the form of the 
Bill appears to me objectionable, but 
I do not think it will do any harm be- 
tween this and the time when it can be 
amended, and I am reluctant to put 
any difficulty in the way of affirming 
& principle with which I heartily 
concur. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 3*, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 





ROYAL COMMISSION ON VACCINA- 


TION. 


OBSERVATIONS. 

Lorp HERSCHELL: My Lords, 
as some inquiry has been made about 
my not having brought on the Motion 
of which I gave notice, with regard to 
the Report of the Royal Commission 


on Vaccination and legislation upon it, 
I desire to say that immediately after 
I had given notice the Dissolution was 
announced, and I felt that it would be 
unreasonable to bring forward a Motion 


uiring immediate legislation which, 
under those circumstances, was ob- 
viously impossible. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Second Report from the Select Com- 
mittee considered (according to order), 
and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 

Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House forthwith: Amendments 
made (Cheltenham Order omitted) : 
Standing Committee negatived: Then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended) Amendments reported : 


Y| Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, 


and passed, and returned to the 


Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 

Read 2* (on Motion) (The Lord 
Hartismere [Z. Henniker]), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House forthwith: House in Committee 
accordingly: Amendments made: 
Standing Committee negatived: Then 
(Standing Order No. XXXIX. having 
been suspended) Amendments reported : 
Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


House adjourned during pleasure ; 
House resumed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 5) BILL [#.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to. 
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WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to, with 
Amendments: The said Amendments 
considered (on motion), and agreed to. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to, with a con- 
sequential Amendment to the Bill: The 
said consequential Amendment con- 
sidered (on motion), and agreed to. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL. * 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


BURGH POLICE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


SHOP HOURS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the.Amendments agreed to. 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 








the Lords. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with 

the Amendments agreed to. 
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GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


LOCAL 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL, 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


TELEGRAPHS BILL. 


Returned. from the Commons with 
the Amendment agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 
House adjourned at a quarter before 


Five o'clock, till To-morrow, 
Three o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, 27th June, 1892. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Consoli- 
dated Fund (Appropriation) Bill, 
Alkali, &c., Works Bill, Police Returns 
Bill, National Debt (Stockholders’ 
Relief) Bill, Superannuation Acts 
Amendment (No. 2) Bill, Poor Law 
Schools (Ireland) Bill, Education and 
Local Taxation Relief (Scotland) Bill, 
National Education (Ireland) Bill, 
Military Lands (Consolidation) Bill, 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act (1888) 
Amendment Bill, Public Libraries Law 
Consolidation Bill, Salmon and Fresh- 
water Fisheries Bill, Land Commis- 
sioners (Ireland) Bill, Ancient Monu- 


}ments Protection Act (1882) Amend- 
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ment (Ireland) Bill, Contagious Dis- 


Royal Assent. 


eases airs Bill, Mauritius Loan 
Bill, nks of England and Ireland 
erg | Bill, British Columbia 
(Loan) Bill, penecig, Ree were) Bill, 
Pier and Harbour visional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill, Land Drainage Pro- 
visional Order (Morton Fen) Bill, Me- 
tropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill, Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bill, Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 5) Bill, Local Government 

Ireland) Provisional Order (No. ‘) 

ill, Pier and Harbour Provision 
Orders (No. 4) Bill, Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 7) 
Bill, Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8) Bill, Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 9) Bill, Local Government 
Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) 

ill, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Order (Poor 
Law) Bill, Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8) Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 
9) Bill, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill, Local Govern- 
ment cyrcme Provisional Order (No. 
10) Bill, General Police and Improve- 
ment (Scotland) Provisional Order 
[Inverness] Bill. 

Telegraphs Bill, Expiring Laws 
Continuance Bill, Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 14) Bill, with 
an Amendment to each Bill. 

Allotments (Scotland) Bill, Coroners’ 
Deputies Bill, Drainage and Improve- 
ment of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill, 
Public Health Acts Amendment Bill, 
Accumulations Bill, Burgh Police 
Sear Bill, Public Works Loans 

ill, Technical Instruction (Scotland) 
Bill, Shop Hours Bill, Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill, 
Belfast Corporation (Lunatic Asylums, 
&e.) Bill. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords 
Commissicners :— 
The House went; and being 


returned :— 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal 
Assent to— 
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Royal Assent. 1918 


1. Apprepriation Act, 1892. 

2. Clergy Discipline Act, 1892. 

3. Foreign Marriage Act, 1892. 

4. Parliament Deposits 

Bonds Act, 1892. oC 

5. Isle of Man (Customs) Act, 1892. 

6. National Debt (Conversion of 
Exchequer Bonds) Act, 1892. 

7. Post Office Act, 1892. 

8. Taxes (Regulation of Remunera- 
tion) Amendment Act, 1892. 

9. Technical and Industrial Institu- 
tions Act, 1892. 

10. Alkali, &c. Works Regulation Act, 
1892. 

11. Colonial Stock Act, 1892. 

12. Forged Transfers Act, 1892. 

13. Naval Knights of Windsor 
(Dissolution) Act, 1892. 

14. Small Holdings Act, 1892. 

15. Police Returns Act, 1892. 

16. National Debt (Stockholders’ 
Relief) Act, 1892. 

17. Superannuation Act, 1892. 

18. Boards of Management of Poor 
Law District Schools (Ireland) Act, 
1892. 

19. Education and Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Act, 1892. 

20. Irish Education Act, 1892. 

21. Military Lands Act, 1892. 

22. Merchant Shipping Act, 1892. 

23. Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1892, 

24. Public Libraries Act, 1892. 

25. Land Commissioners (Ireland) 
Salaries Act, 1892. 

26. Ancient Monuments Protection 
(Ireland) Act, 1892. 

27. Contagious Diseases (Animals) 
Act, 1892. 

28. Mauritius Hurricane Loan Act, 
1892. 

29. Bank Act, 1892. 

30. Salmon and Fresh-water Fisheries 
Act, 1892. 

31. British Columbia (Loan) Act, 
1892. 

32. Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Act, 1892. 

33. Glasgow, &c. Order Confirma- 
tion Act, 1892. 

34. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Act, 1892. 


and 
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35. Local Government Board's Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 6) 
Act, 1892. 

36. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 7) 
Act, 1892. 

37. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 8) 
Act, 1892. 

38. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 9) 
Act, 1892. 

39. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 11) 
Act, 1892. 

40. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 13) 
Act, 1892. 

41. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (Poor 
Law) Act, 1892. 

42. Pier and Harbour Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 3) Act, 1892. 

43. Pier and Harbour Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 4) Act, 1892. 

44. Pier and Harbour Order Con- 
firmation (No. 5) Act, 1892. 

45. Land Drainage Supplemental 
Act, 1892. 

46. Metropolitan Police Provisional 
Order Confirmation Act, 1892. 

47. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Act, 1892. 

48. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 3) Act, 1892. 

49. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 4) Act, 1892. 

50. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 5) Act, 1892. 

51. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 7) Act, 1892. 

52. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(No. 8) Act, 1892. 

53. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 9) Act, 1892., 

54. Local Government Board (Ire- 
land) Provisional Order Confirmation 
(No. 10) Act, 1892. 


North Eastern Railway {COMMONS} 
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55. Galway Hospital Act, 1892. 


56. Education Department Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (London) 
Act, 1892. 


57. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 4) Act, 1892. 


58. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 6) Act, 1892. 


59. General Police and Improve- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1862, Order 
Confirmation (Inverness) Act, 1892. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (HULL 
DOCKS) BILL [Lords]. 

(3.35.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) : With your permission, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to ask whether any 
report is to be made to the House as 
to the retirement of the Chairman of 
the Committee upon the North Eastern 
Railway Company’s Bill for the pur- 
chase of the Hull Docks and other 
purposes, after the hearing of the whole 
of the evidence ; and what effect the 
withdrawal of the Chairman has had 
on the finding of the Committee? 


Mr. SPEAKER: In reply to the 
question of the hon. Member, I have to 
say that a few minutes before the 
Committee sat on Friday the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Islington (Mr. Richard Chamberlain) 
came to me and informed me that he 
was under some doubt as to his being 
qualified to adjudicate on the Bill in 
consequence of some interest he had in, 
I think, the North Eastern Railway 
Company, who are promoters, I believe, 
of the Hull Docks Bill. I had no time 
to refer to any precedents; the Com- 
mittee was about to sit, and I recom- 
mended the hon. Member to take the 
course [ should have considered it my 
duty to take under like circumstances, 
having doubt as to my competency to 
adjudicate upon a Bill. I had the less 
doubt in recommending him to take 
that course, inasmuch as his with- 
drawal would not in any way invali- 
date the proceedings of the Committee ; 
and the three hon. Gentlemen left on 
the Committee—the Chairman having 
withdrawn from adjudication and taking 
no further part in the proceedings— 
would be competent to choose another 





Pre meta Orr w ess SP Oe ete Pe anTS 


ee ee ee ee ee ne. ee ee ee. ee ee hw i aw in? ph) 














1921 Polling Irregularity ata {27 Jun, 1892} County Council Election. 1922 


Chairman in his place, and proceed to 
deal with their Report. This they did, 
and, asI am informed, threw out the 
Bill. A Report has, in accordance with 
the tions of the House, been made 
to the House that Mr. Richard Cham- 
berlain — 
har ths Te ths cecnettinge ot tho Com 
n e o m- 
mittee dott. of Mis being = shareholder 
in the North Eastern Railway Company did 
not further attend the Committee.” 
That being the case, I do not know 
that the House has any remedy in its 
hands. Though the Chairman con- 
sidered himself disqualified to act, the 
proceedings of the Committee were not 
invalidated ab initio or in any part, and 
in preparing their Report the Committee 
came to the decision to throw out the 
Bill. I do not think the House has 
any action to take in the matter. 


QUESTIONS. 





POLLING IRREGULARITY AT A 
COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTION. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): In the 
absence of my hon. Friend the Member 
for the Holmfirth Division (Mr. H. J. 
Wilson), I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called 
to an alleged illegal practice which took 
place at the polling station at Hather- 

in connection with the recent 
Derbyshire County Council election, 
held on the 2nd of March ; whether 
he is aware that Charles Eyre Bradshaw 
Bowles, of Abney, near Hathersage, 
who is registered as the owner of a 
certain freehold estate there, applied 
at the polling station at Hathersage, 
in contravention of the Ballot and 
Corrupt Practices Prevertion Act, for 
a ballot paper in the name of Arthur 
Humphrey Bowles, who is registered 
and entitled to vote at such election in 
respect of his occupation of the said 
estate ; that C. E. B. Bowles on the 
2nd of March entered the polling station 
and applied for a ballot paper, and 
that the officer or clerk in charge of 
the ballot papers in the station read 
from the list of persons entitled to vote 
at such election the name of Arthur 
Humphrey Bowles, and also his de- 





scription, to which question C. E. B, 
Bowles replied that he was the person 
therein mentioned ; that the officer or 
clerk thereupon supplied C. E. B. 
Bowles with a ballot ) ip wel which was 
afterwards spoilt and given up to the 
presiding officer ; and whether C. E. B. 
Bowles applied for and obtained a 
second ot paper, and afterwards 
placed the same in the ballot box in 
the usual way; and if he is satisfied 
that C. E. B. Bowles acted in the 
manner above mentioned he intends to 
take any and what steps in connection 
therewith ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or raze BOARD 
or TRADE (Sir Micnaet Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): My right hon. Friend 
has asked me to reply to this question 
He has received from the Returning 
Officer of the Derbyshire County Coun- 
cil the following explanation of the 
circumstances referred to in the ques- 
tion. Mr. Charles Eyre Bradshaw 
Bowles, of Abney, is owner of a 
freehold estate there, and his name 
is upon the Parliamentary register, 
but by some oversight his name 
was omitted from the County 
Council register. During the polling 
hours he entered the polling station, 
and on being asked his name by the 
presiding officer he replied ‘ Mr, 
Bowles.” The officer appears then to 
have read the name of Mr. Arthur 
Humphrey Bowles. Mr. Bowles, who 
is stated to be rather deaf, made no 
reply, and the officer states that he 
thinks Mr. Bowles did not hear his 
brother’s name read. A paper was 
then handed to Mr. Bowles, who ap- 
pears accidentally to have spoiled it 
and to have applied for another, which 
he placed in the ballot-box. The matter 
was brought to the attention of the 
Returning Officer some days after the 
election, and he then made full inquiry 
into the matter. He further states 
that, as Mr. Bowles is well known in 
the neighbourhood, holding the posi- 
tion he does and knowing himself to 
be on the Parliamentary register, he 
naturally assumed his name was on 
the Council ister, or it is not likely 
that he conten have openly acted in 
the way he did. The Returning Officer, 
on consideration of the whole matter, 


did not think it his duty to take any 
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Voting after 


ings which he did not think 

would be successful; and my right 
hon. Friend does not think it is neces- 
sary, after the time which has elapsed, 
to interfere with his decision. 


DISTRAINT FOR TAXES. 

Dr. CLARK (for Mr. CuntmnGHAME 
Granam, Lanark, N.W.): I beg toask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he will consent to lay upon the Table 
of the House, or otherwise supply, a 
copy of the instructions to collectors of 
taxes upon their appointment, and 
subsequently, as to their duties gene- 
tally, and, in particular, as to their 
procedure in cases of distress when 
payment of taxes has to be enforced ; 
if he will state if permission is at any 
time given by the Inland Revenue 
Department for the employment of 
unlicensed brokers by collectors of 
taxes; whether he is aware that a tax- 

therer, Bird, of the first East Brixton 

ivision, took an unlicensed broker 
with him to No. 10, Zenoria Street, 
S.E., and told such unlicensed broker 
to refuse to give his name or address, 
and that the man thus put in possession 
replied to the request for his name and 
address, ‘“‘I refuse; and what's that 
got to do with you?” whether Bird 
was authorised to employ any person 
to assist him, and whom, in the en- 
forcement of payment of taxes for the pre- 
mises named; and whether Bird has 
made any report to the Inland Revenue 
Department in writing; and, as affi- 
davits are now being made with a 
view to further proceedings, a copy of 
any and all reports in this case, made 
to the Inland Revenue Department or 
the local Commissioners, will be fur- 
nished to the persons aggrieved, so that 
redress may be obtained; and, if no 
written report has been made, then 
will the Department furnish the per- 
sons ieved with the name refused 
by Bird, and by the man himself who 
accompanied him ? 

Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER(Mr.Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I do not think that 
it would facilitate Public Business to 
lay upon the Table of the House the 
Papers relating to this matter. Col- 
lectors of taxes are not under the con- 
trol of the Board of Inland Revenue, 


Sir Michael Hicks Beach 
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but of the District Commissioners. It 
is not bcp ty law that a person 
employed by a collector in cases of dis- 
traint should be a broker. Bird has 
made no report in writing to the Board 
of Inland Revenue or the District 
Commissioners. The Board of Inland 
Revenue have no knowledge as to the 
name of the person mene by Bird. 
Bird was seen by one of the Board 
Inspectors, and the substance of his 
answers to the Inspector's inquiries 
was given by me in reply to a question 
on the 16th of this month. As I in- 
formed the hon. Member who then 
asked the question, complaints as to 
the conduct of the collector of 
taxes should be made to the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, and not to me. 


THE BRENNAN TORPEDO. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I do not know if there is any 
representative of the War Department 
on the Treasury Bench, but I desire 
to ask if there is any truth in the 
statement which has appeared in the 
Press that trials have demonstrated 
that the Brennan torpedo is a failure 
and the money expended upon it has 
been practically thrown away ? 


| No answer was given. | 


VOTING AFTER EIGHT O'CLOCK, 

Dr. CLARK: The Attorney General 
is not present, but perhaps, as it is a 
question of law as regards polling, the 
Lord Advocate can answer the question 
which stands in the name of the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh (Mr. 

Wallace), namely, whether the practice 
of refusing to accept the votes of per- 
sons who have been admitted into the 
polling places before 8 p.m. but have 
not completed voting before 8 p.m. is 
in accordance with the Ballot Act; 
and, if not, will Returning Officers be 
informed that they ought te allow the 
voters admitted before 8 p.m. to the 
polling place to fill their paper and 
place it in the ballot box ? 

*Tae LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Prarson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities): That is a question I 
could not undertake to answer without 


notice. 


Eight o'clock. 1924 
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THE ISSUE OF THE WRITS. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northamp- 
ton): I have a telegram from the 
Liberal election agent at Birkenhead, 
in which he states that the solicitors 
to the Municipal Corporation have been 
informed on inquiry at fhe Writ Office 
the Writs are not likely to issue until 
Wednesday ; and I wish tc ask does 
the arrangement still hold good under 
which it was understood that the Writs 
would issue on Tuesday? Perhaps 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer can 

ive me an answer ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I have not heard 


of any change in the age som 
E 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: May I take 
it, then, that the Writs will issue on 
Tuesday ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I have not heard 
of any change. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE : Would the 
right hon. Gentleman be likely to have 
heard of any change in the arrange- 
ments ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN: I think it is highly 
probable I should have heard. 


THE WITNESSES PROTECTION BILL. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston): I shall be glad to have 
any information that the Govern- 
ment may be able to give as to the 

ition of the Witnesses Protection 

ill. I understand that on Saturday 
a Motion to go into Committee 
on the Bill was rejected in the 
House of Lords by nineteen to ten, but 
I understand Lord Herschell, after the 
vote had been taken, expressed an in- 
tention to raise the question again to- 
day, some informality having attended 
the Division. Can the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade give us any informa- 
tion as to what has been done in 
reference to this important matter ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


DETECTIVE-SERGEANT JOYCE'S 
FAMILY. 

Dr. CLARK : I donot know whether 
the President of the Board of Trade 
can answer the question I desire to 
ask in reference to the death of the 
detective who was shot a few days ago 
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in London while making an arrest? It 
— that the family of this officer 
will derive no benefit from the pension 
fund, to which the deceased officer had 
not sufficiently subscribed, and that a 
public subscription has been started on 
their behalf. I wish to ask is there no 
fund from which the family could receive 
assistance, or is there no alternative 
between destitution and public charity ? 

Mr. CREMER: Before the right 
hon. Gentleman rises to answer, may 
I again press on his attention the ques- 
tion I wt we just now ? I hope, with his 
usual courtesy, he will at least say if 
he has any information to give the 
House. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS BEACH: I 
should have risen if I had had any- 
thing to say in answer to the hon. 
Member's question, but I have no in- 
formation whatever. An hon. Friend 
informs me—and I believe it has been 
so stated in the Press—that the noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill will endea- 
vour to proceed with it to-day. As to 
the question put to me by the hon. 
Member for Caithness, I am afraid I 
am quite unable to answer it. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





TELEGRAPHS BILL.—(No. 440.) 
Lords Amendment considered. 


Clause 6, page 4, line 32, leave out 
from (‘* consent”) to (‘‘ and”) in line 
85, and insert (‘‘ofthe local authority 
as defined by the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1882, for the district within which 
such electric line is laid”), read a 
second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.” 


*Sm JOHN LUBBOCK (London 
Universit ? : This Bill has been passed 
very rapidly through its stages in this 
House. In some respects it affects the 
powers of the London County Council, 
but the Council have had no oppor- 
tunity of considering it. The Parlia- 
mentary Committee, however, objects 
to the measure; but I feel that at the 
present time it is useless to do more 
than offer a protest, and to express a 
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ing London shall be introduced at an 
earlier period, so as to allow full time 
for its consideration. 

Question put. 

(3.50.) The House divided :—Ayes 
65; Noes 11.—(Div. List, No. 196.) 


SHOP HOURS BILL.—(No. 438.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 
Clause 3, page 1, line 15, after (“‘in” 

insert (‘or about”); line 18, after 
(“will”) insert (‘together with the 
time during which he has been so 
previously employed ”’) ; line 24, leave 
out (“therein”) and insert (‘in that 
shop’). 

Clause 6, page 2, lines 3 and 4, leave 
out (‘‘as defined in this Act’’); line 5, 
leave out (‘‘ before’) and insert (‘‘by’’). 

Clause 8, page 2, line 26, leave out 
(‘‘ corporation ’’) and insert (‘‘ common 
council ’’) ; line 27, after (‘‘ Act ’’) insert 
(‘‘ within the areas of their respective 
jurisdictions”); line 28, leave out 
(‘‘ sixty-nine”) ; line 30, after (‘‘ Act”) 
insert— 

(“and as if the expression workshop as used 
in those sections included any shop within the 
meaning of this Act.”) 

Clause 9, page 2, lines 40 and 41, 
leave out (" but does not include 
persons wholly employed as domestic 
servants ”’). 

Clause 10, page 3, line 1, leave out 
(‘shops’) and insert (‘a shop”); 
line 2, leave out from (‘‘ employed”) 
to the end of the clanse and insert— 


(“are members of the same family, dwelling 
in the building of which the shop forms part, 
or to which the shop is attached, or to mem- 
bers of the employer's family so dwelling, or 
to any person ‘ wholly ’ employed as a domestic 
servant.”) 


Lords Amendments agreed to. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(No. 441.) 

Lords Amendments considered. 

Clause 16, page 14, line 16, after the 
first (‘‘council”’) insert (‘or police 
commissioners’’) ; after line 17 insert— 

(“ The expression ‘ burgh’ includes royal and 
ane car burghs and any populous place 

ving police commissioners under any general 
or local Police Act.”) 


Line 18, leave out (‘ burgh.”’) 
Lords Amendments agreed to. 
Sir John Lubbock 
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Amendment Bill. 


CORONERS’ DEPUTIES BILL. 
(No. 442.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 


Clause 1, page 1, line 7, leave out 
(“Lord Chancellor’) and __ insert 
(‘‘ chairman or mayor, as the case may 
be, of the council who appointed the 
coroner ’’), and leave out (‘‘ the”) and 
insert (‘such’); line 8, leave out 
(‘ who appointed the coroner.”’) 


Lords Amendments agreed to, with 
a consequential Amendment. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LAND (IRELAND) ‘(No. 2) BILL. 
(No. 439.) 

Lords Amendments considered. 


Clause 6, page 3, line 5, leave out 
from (‘‘ same’) to (“‘ shall”’) in line 7. 

Clause 9, page 3, line 27, after 
(‘loan’) insert (“for the erection of 
buildings ’’). 

Clause 10, page 3, line 30, at the 
beginning of the clause insert (‘‘ sub- 
sections one, two, three, five, and six 
of”’). 

Lords Amendments agreed to. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL.—(No. 443.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 
Clause 1, page 1, line 25, after (*‘ pre- 
paid ”’) insert (‘‘ registered ’’). 
Page 8, after Clause 21, insert 
Clause A :— 


(Railways and canals abutting, but non-com- 
municating with streets, not to be charge- 
able with private street expenses.) 

“(A.) No railway or canal company shall be 
deemed to be an owner or occupier for the 
P of this Act in respect of any land of 
such company upon which any street 
wholly or ially front or abut, and which 
shall at the time of the laying out of such 
street be used by such company solely as 8 
part of their line of railway, canal, or siding, 
station, towing-path, or works, and shall have 
no direct communication with such street; 
and the expenses incurred by the urban autho- 
rity under the powers of this Act which, but 
for this provision, such company would be 
or nh 2K lh By to the urban 
authority by the owners of the premises in- 
cluded in the 2 pear met and in such 
proportion as be settled by the surveyor ; 
and in the event of such company 


uentl ing a communication with such 
Greet they shall, notwithstanding such repay- 
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1929 Water Orders 


ment as last aforesaid, pay to the urban 
authority the expenses which, but for the 
ey cary Bk such company would in 
the first ce have been liable to pay, and 
the urban authority shall divide among the 
owners for the time being included in the 
apportionment the amount so paid by such 
company to the urban authority, less the costs 
and expensee attendant upon such division, 
in such proportion as shall be settled by the 
r, whose decision shall be final and 
conclusive. This section shall not apply to 
any street existing at the date of the adoption 
of this Act.” 
Lords Amendments agreed to. 


ACCUMULATIONS BILL.—(No. 437.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 


Clause 1, page 1, line 7, leave out 
(“wholly”) and insert (‘‘or par- 
tially”); line 9, leave out (‘‘ only”’); 
leave out Clause 2. 

Lords Amendments agreed to. 


BURGH POLICE AND HEALTH (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.—(No. 435.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 


Clause 17, page 11, line 34, leave out 
from (‘ final”’) to the end of the clause. 

Clause 27, page 16, line 15, after 
(*‘ Session ’’) insert-— 

“(2.) Nothing contained in this Act shall 
affect the patrimonial rights of any body of 
feuars at the passing of this Act administered 
by the town council of any burgh or barony.” 

Clausé 51, page 24, line 17, leave out 
from (‘‘time”) to the end of the 
clause. 

Lords Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 62, page 28, line 22, leave out 
(“nor as an election agent in any 
parliamentary election ”’). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.” 

Dr. CLARK agge stan : I have 
only just received a copy of the Bill 
from the Public Bill Office, and thus 
have not been able to read the Amend- 
ments. Inthe old form there were no 
such words, but an Amendment was 
introduced by myself to disqualify one 
class of officials. That Amendment 
was adopted by the Lord Advocate, 
but has since been taken out. I do not 
think these clerks ought to be agents 
to any candidates. 

Lords’ Amendment agreed to. 
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Clause 77, page 22, line 23, after 
‘“‘also”’) insert (‘if appointed after the 
fteenth day of May, one thousand eight 

hundred and ninety-four ’’). 

Dr. CLARK: This is another 
Amendment regarding which I think 
we might have some explanation from 
the Lord Advocate. On the Committee 
stage he adopted an Amendment of 
mine, and on the Report stage certain 
words modifying the Amendment were 
inserted. I then pointed out that it 
would be hard if the present Medical 
Officers of Health were compelled to get 
registered qualification. As far as I 
can understand the Amendment, it 
appears that a medical officer might 
not be qualified at all if appointed before 
15th May, 1894. I should like to 
know whether this. Amendment will 
compel qualification in medicine and 
also in public health. For the latter, 
I think, medical officers should have 
at least twelve months’ time to qualify. 
Changes of this kind ought to conserve 
the rights of the present holders, and in 
their favour I want a restriction. 

Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Sir C. J. 
Pearson, Edinburgh and St. Andrew's 
Universities): This Amendment has 
been framed on the lines which the hon. 
Member himself approved, although in 
the details it perhaps goesa little further. 
I do not myself see that any objection 
can be taken to the limit which the 
House of Lords have suggested in this 
clause. 

Lords Amendment agreed to. 


Other Lords Amendments agreed to. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL.—(No.436.) 
Lords Amendments considered. 
Clause 3, page 1, line 23, leave out 

(* First.”) 

Clause 6, page 2, leave out Clauses 
6 to 9. 

Schedules—page 4, line 1, leave out 
(‘Schedules’); line 2, leave out 
(‘First ’’) ; page 5, line 17, leave out 
the Second Schedule. 

Lords Amendments agreed to. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords}].—(No. 427.) 
Reported, without Amendment ; read 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment, 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION (No. 5) BILL [Lords].— 
(No. 428.) 

Reported, without Amendment ; read 
the third time, and passed, without 

Amendment. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE 
BILL.—(No. 418.) 
Lords Amendment to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 14) BILL.- (No. 358.) 
Lords Amendment to be considered 

forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.—(No. 444.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL.—(No. 352.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 

forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


BELFAST CORPORATION (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS, &c.) BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,— Witnesses 

Public Inquiries) Protection Bill, 

Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 10) Bill, Local Government Pro- 

visional Order (No. 15) Bill, with 
Amendments. 


WITNESSES (PUBLIC INQUIRIES) 
PROTECTION BILL.—(No. 365.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL.—(No. 345.) 
Lords Amendments to be considered 

forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL.—(No. 374.) 
Lords Amendments to Le considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 








Act, 1890. 1932 
CUSTOMS. 

Copy presented, —of Thirty-sixth 
Report of the Commissioners for the 
year ended 31st March 1892 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SAVINGS BANKS. 
. Return presented,—relative thereto 
in continuation of Parliamentary 
aper, No. 272, of Session 1890-91) 
[ordered 4th March; Mr. Maclure] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 347.] 


BUILDING SOCIETIES. 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
{in continuation of Parliamen 
aper, No. 154, of Session 1890-91) 
[ordered 16th May; Sir John Lubbock] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 348.] 
BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Account presented, — showing 


Receipts and Expenditure on account 
of Bankruptcy Proceedings during the 
year ended 31st March 1592 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 349.] 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 


Copy presented, —of List of all 
Pensions granted during the year 
ended 20th June 1892 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[Nq. 350.] 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 

Account presented, — showing the 
Receipts = Expenditure in respect of 
proceedings under the Act during the 
year ended 31st March 1892 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 351.] 


Whereupon, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Four o'clock, 



































Prorogation of 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, 28th June, 1892. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the 
Royal Assent :— 
1. Allotments (Scotland). 
2. Coroners’ Deputies. 
3. Drain and Improvement of 
Land (Ireland) (No. 2). 
4. Public Health Acts Amendment. 
5. Accumulations. 
6. Burgh Police (Scotland). 
7 
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. Telegraphs. 

. Expiring Laws Continuance. 
9. Public Works Loans. 

10. Shop Hours. 


11. Technical Instruction (Scotland). 
12. Witnesses (Public Inquiries) 
Protection. 


13. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 10). 

14. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 12). 

15. Local Government 
Order (No. 14). 

16. Local Government Provisional 
Order.(No. 15). 

17. Water Orders Confirmation. 

18. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 5). 


PROROGATION OF 'THE PARLIAMENT. 
Tae LORD HIGH CHANCELLOR 
(in pursuance of Her Majesty’s Com- 
mands) delivered Her Masesty’s Most 
Gracious SpeEcH to both Houses of 
Parliament, as followeth :— 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 

The time has arrived at which it is 
expedient that the electoral body of 
this country should be consulted by 
the assemblage of a new Parliament. 
I have therefore summoned you for the 
Prorogation of Parliament at an earlier 
period than usual. 

I am glad to record that the friendly 
relations I have maintained with foreign 


Provisional 
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The Treaties have been duly ratified 
which refer our differences with the 
United States in respect to Behring’s 
Sea to arbitration. 


The ratification also of the Final Act 
of the Brussels Conference for the sup- 
pression of the Slave Trade has, after 
many delays, been completed. The 
Government of France, however, has 
made reservations in regard to some 
of the provisions which affect opera- 
tions against the maritime Slave 
Trade. 


Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 

I recognise with satisfaction that, 
before separating, you have made full 
provision for the requirements of the 
public service. 


My Lords and Gentlemen, 

I have gladly given my assent to 
several Bills which you have been able 
to consider and to sanction, notwith- 
standing that the duration of the Session 
has been exceptionally short. The 
arrangements you have made for 
enabling labouring men to become 
purchasers of small agricultural hold- 
inys will increase thecla of cultivating 
owners, which is of great importance 
to the State. The application to Ire- 
land of those educational measures 
which have been recently adopted in 
Great Britain will confer great benefits 
upon the poorer classes of that country. 
You have sanctioned valuable pro- 
visions for reforming the Police 
Administration in Scottish Burghs, 
and for extending to Scotland the 
facilities for the hire of allotments 
which were given to the people of 
England and Wales a few years ago. 
At the same time, you have done much 
to lighten the burden of local taxation 
in that country, and to foster the in- 
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terests of secondary and of University 
education. The Act for strengthening 
the discipline of the Church of England 
in regard to moral offences accom- 
plishes a necessary reform which has 
been too long delayed. 

I have willingly accepted a measure 
for improving the constitution and pro- 
ceedings of the Legislative Councils in 
India which will, I trust, enable my 
Government in that country more fully 
to ascertain the opinions and wishes of 
various races and classes of my subjects, 
and to secure the co-operation of those 
best qualified to give advice and assist- 
ance in the conduct of affairs. 

I have assented gladly to the mea- 
sures which you have wisely and 
generously adopted for the relief of 
my subjects in the Island of Mauritius 
under the unexampled calamity which 
has overtaken them. 

In closing this Parliament, which 
has been unusually laborious, and has 
also been highly fruitful in beneficent 
legislation, I thank you for the as- 
siduous performance of your momentous 
duties during the last six years, and I 
heartily commend you to the favour of 
Almighty God. 

Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 

After which, 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said: 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us 
and other Lords directed, and now 
read, we do, in Her Majesty’s Name 
and in obedience to Her Commands, 
prorogue this Parliament to Friday the 
fifteenth day of July next, to be then 
here holden; and this Parliament is 
accordingly prorogued to Friday the 
fifteenth day of July next. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Tuesday, 28th June, 1892. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to,—Conse- 
quential Amendment to,— Coroners’ 
Deputies Bill, Amendments to Amend- 
ments to Public Works Loan Bill, 
without Amendment. 





ROYAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Com- 


missioners ;— 


The House went; and the Royal 
Assent was given to,— 

1. Allotments (Scotland) Act, 1892. 

2. Coroners’ Act, 1892. 

3. Drainage and Improvement of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1892. 

4. Private Street Works Act, 1892. 

5. Accumulations Act, 1892. 

6. Burghs Police (Scotland) Aet, 
1892. 

7. Telegraph Act, 1892. 

8. Expiring Laws Continaance Act, 
1892. : 

9. Public Works Loans Act, 18992. 


10. Shop Hours Act, 1892. 


11. Technical Instraction Amend- 


ment (Scotland) Act, 1892. 


12. Witnesses (Public Inquiries) Pro- 
‘tection Act, 1892. 


13. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 10) 
Act, 1892. 


14. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 12) 
Act, 1892. 


15. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (No. 14) 
Act, 1892. 


16. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (No. 15) 
Act, 1892. 
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17. Water Orders Confirmation Act, 
1892. 


18. Electric Lighting Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 5) Act, 1892. 


PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT. 

And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lorp 
High CHANCELLOR (in pursuance of 
Her Majesty’s Commands). 


Then a Commission for prorc guing 
the Parliament was read. 


After which, 


{28 Jung, 1892} 
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| THe LORD CHANCELLOR said : 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty's Com- 
mission, under the Great Seal, to us 
and other Lords directed, and now 
read, we do, in Her Majesty’s Name 
and in obedience to Her Commands, 
prorogue this Parliament to Friday the 
fifteenth day of July next, to be then 
here holden; and this Parliament is 
| accordingly prorogued to Friday the 
| fifteenth day of July next. 


} 
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PROROGATION OF PARLIAMENT. 








At the Court at Windsor, the 28th day of June, 1892. 


PRESENT, 
The Quzzn’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 


T is this day ordered by Her Majesty in Council that the Parliament be 
prorogued from Tuesday, the twenty-eighth day of June instant, to 
Friday, the fifteenth day of July, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-two, 
and that the Right Honourable the Lord High Chancellor of that part of the 
United Kingdom called Great Britain do cause a Commission to be prepared 
and issued in the usual manner for proroguing the Parliament accordingly. 














DISSOLUTION OF PARLIAMENT. 





BY THE QUEEN. 


A PROCLAMATION, 


For Dissolving the present Parliament, and declaring the 


calling of another. 


Victoria, RK. 

HEREAS We have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our Privy 
Council, to dissolve this present Parliament which stands prorogued to 
Friday, the fifteenth day of July next : We do, for that end, publish this Our 
Royal Proclamation, and do hereby dissolve the said Parliament accordingly ; 
and the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and the Knights, Citizens, and Burgesses, 
and the Commissioners for shires and burghs, of the House of Commons, are 
discharged from their meeting and attendance on the said Friday, the fifteenth day 
of July next : And We, being desirous and resolved, as soon as may be, to meet 
Our people, and to have their advice in Parliament, do hereby make known to all 
Our loving subjects Our Royal Will and Pleasure to call anew Parliament ; and 
do hereby further declare, that, with the advice of Our Privy Council, We have 
given order that Our Chancellor of that part of Our United Kingdom called 
Great Britain and Our Chancellor of Ireland do respectively, upon notice thereof, 
forthwith issue out. writs, in due form and according to law, for calling a new 
Parliament. And We do hereby also, by this Our Royal Proclamation under 
Our Great Seal of Our United Kingdom, require writs forthwith to be issued 
accordingly by Our said Chancellors respectively, for causing the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal and Commons who are to serve in the said Parliament 
to be duly returned to, and give their attendance in, Our said Parliament on 
the fourth day of August next, which writs are to be returnable in due course of 

law. 


Given at Our Court at Windsor, this twenty-eighth day of June, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-two, and in 
the fifty-sixth year of Our Reign. 


GOD save the QUEEN. 
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ELECTION OF SvU?rTISH P#ERS. 





BY THE QUEEN. 


A PROCLAMATION, 


In order to the Electing and Summoning the Sixteen Peers of 
Scotland. 


Victoria, RK. 

HEREAS We have in Our Council thought fit to declare Our pleasure 
for summoning and holding a Parliament of Our United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, on Thursday, the fourth day of August next ensuing 
the date hereof ; in order, therefore, to the electing and summoning the Sixteen 
Peers of Scotland who are to sit in the House of Peers in the said Parliament, 
We do, by the advice of Our Privy Council, issue forth this Our Royal 
Proclamation, strictly charging and commanding all the Peers of Scotland to 
assemble and meet at Holyrood House, in Edinburgh, on Thursday, the 
fourteenth day of July next, between the hours of twelve and two in the after- 
noon, to nominate and choose the Sixteen Peers to sit and vote in the House of 
Peers in the said ensuing Parliament by cpen election and plurality of voices of 
the Peers that shall be then present, and of the proxies of such as shall be 
absent (such proxies being Peers, and producing a mandate in writing duly 
signed before witnesses, and both the constituent and proxy being qualified 
according to law); and the Lord Clerk Register, or the two Principal Clerks of 
the Session appointed by him to officiate in his name, are hereby respectively 
required to attend such meeting, and to administer the oaths required by law 
to be taken there by the said Peers, and to take their votes, and immediately 
after such election made and duly examined to certify the names of the Sixteen 
Peers so elected, and to sign and attest the same in the presence of the said 
Peers the Electors, and return such certificate into Our High Court of Chancery 
of Great Britain. And We do, by this Our Royal Proclamation, strictly 
command and require the Provost of Edinburgh, and all other the Magistrates of 
the said city, to take especial care to preserve the peace thereof during the time 
of the said election, and to prevent all manner of riots, tumults, disorders, and 
violence whatsoever. And We strictly charge and command that this Our 
Royal Proclamation be duly published at the Market-Cross at Edinburgh, and 
in all the county towns of Scotland, ten days at least before the time hereby 

appointed for the meeting of the said Peers to proceed to such election. 


Witness Ourselves at Windsor, this twenty-eighth day of June, one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-two, and in the fifty-sixth year 
of Our Reign. 


GOD save the QUEEN, 
{INDEX, 



















